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ABS" RACT

")

The king's household in medieval Englapd was prlmarily
respomsible for feeding and so?ltering‘the king and his court,
but because of their intimate association with the king'.the )
major household officials could be employed by him in the
general administration of the realm. Con51derable work. has
been done on the intrusion of the household .into natlonal
affairs. No attempt, however, has yet been made elther to
reconstruct th% internal and external operations of the house- "

1

holdjor to 1llustrate typ1ca1 household recelpts and expenses
over- a considerable period of tlme durlng the reign. of Edward .
III. This thesis,sets out to do thlS through a close exami-
nation of the contents of the last five surviving wardrobe
pooks of the \reign of Edward III for the period 1359 to 1377.
‘At the beginding of this period the household was greatly
involved in affairs og state;\afterwards it was concerned
mainly with\domestic dutie All the accounts may be found J;;”
in the Publlc Record Offlci\zk\gondon ' They are as foll wsg

" E 101/393/11 - the account of William de Farley for the P rlod

3 November1359 to 7 November 1360; /E 101/396/2 - the accoynt

X

of William de Gunthorpe for the period 1 February 1366-t 31

%
January l§67- E 101/396/11 - the control-book of John de Ypres

for the perlod 13 February to 27 June 1360 of the keepershlp

‘ﬁ?of Thomas de Brantlngham E 101/397/5 - the account-of'Henry,

;o

(



de Wakefield for the period 28 June 1371 to 27 June 1373;
and E 101/398/9 - the account of Richard de BeVerley for the
period 25 November 1376 t9‘26 July 1377.

The)introduction provides a brief outline of previous
work(done on the royal household, of Edward's activitips during
the five accounting periodé; and of the careers of the keéber§
and controllers uuquestiOn: The chapters of tﬁe theéis analyze
in'turn the iedger—headings (or tituli) found iﬁ‘the various
accounts. The'tituli of receipts are discussed first, then
the expenditures. qut of the ‘household's income came from
the exchequer. The gitul& of expenditures include those list-
ing the cosés of feeding and‘Sheltering\the court, alms‘and

gifts .granted by the king, wages paid to huntsmen and falconers,

and the fees and robes issued to household. servants. The

conclusion summarizes the types of ipnformation to be found in

'a household book. These particular accounts reveal very little

“

about the king<hihself; ratherrthan expenses recorded in them
generally resulted 'from the running of a domestic'organization.
There are two appéndices. ?he first summarizgs the duties

and responsibilities of’the;principal officers, departments,
and offices‘of the houéeholdq-the second contains tables of |

the receipts and expenses recorded in the accounts.

vi
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INTRODUCTION

The king's houscholad in mediceval Fngland was the
oignniﬁation which arranged for the fceding and sheltering of
the ¥ing qnd hié Court. Whilé this was 1ts primary function,
pbocause of thelr incimate associayiOn with the. king the major
houschold officials could be emploved in the general admini-
stfation of the realm. The'hopseﬁpld itself could azt, 1f
required, as something more than the domestic organization
of the king. !

The intrusion of the household into national admini-
stration depended uéon circumstances, such as expeaiency,
factional strife, or fprelgn war. Durihg the reigns of Edward
1 and Edward II, the household, or more Specifically the
wardrObef/the financial-departﬁept of the household, upon
occasion could supplant the excheguer as the.financial deyart-
ment of the realm despitelbaronial objectioﬁs. However, DY
the beginning of the period under gonsideration~in this study,
the latter vears of the reign o' paward III (1359-1377) , the
excheguer's superiority 1n financial mattersAwas.a recognized
facﬁ. The wardrobe could and stillﬁdid'assist in_organizing
and eguipping an army and act as @& war treasury if the king ’;j
was personally involved, but as Edwgrd's reign drew to a close
the king became seaehtary, perhaps'even éenilg. ‘With Edwa:d

no longer able, OT perhaps even inclined, to play ahkactive rale

. . . o \

-
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in government or foreign' affairs, his household became
restricted to purely domestic concerns. |

The‘five household books of Edward III which are the
sugject of:this study are all from the latter part of the
king's reign; -In the first of these, and to a lesser extent
in the fourth, the household is concerned with the war in
France because of the king's personal participation. The
others record only the domestic administration of the house-

hold which looked after the needs or an aging monarch.

IS

Considerable work, especially by Thomas F. Tout-,l haé‘

NS

been done on thé role played by the king's household and it':s:'C
principal officers in.the-general administration of the réalm.
Following Tout's lead, some work has been done on the house-
hold's'internal admlnistrative procedures.2 However, little
work has been done on the domestic functioning of the household.

The king's hdusehold had to account to the exchequgr

for its reéeipts and expenditures. The household's accounts
were drawnfup for such an accounting. The head, or keeper, of
‘the wardrobe, who was aléo.called the t:easurer of the royal
household, prepared these‘accognts normally on a yearly basis,
or for a lesser period if his keepership ended less thaﬁ a year
after ﬁhe last account:‘ Together with the keeper's account
there went to the exchequer'an'eXéct copy made by the controller
of the wardrobe, the keeper's subordinate.‘ This copy; or

control book, was made, not as a guard against mistakes, but

as a guarantee that the controller approved of, and testified



to, the contents of the kcepcr's_account. Four of the accounts
to be discussed are the accounts of the treasurer of the house-
hold; the fifth is a éontrol book, a duplicate of the treasurer's ¢
lost account .

Household accounts, or wardrobe books, contajn the
household's itemized financial statement for the particular
pei iods covered. They record the detail: of the money received
by the household and how that money was nsed.3 These accounts
were submitted to the exchequer for audit. The cxchequer made
summaries of the accounts in appropriate rolls,4 but also
preserved the actual accoun&s and control books.fof future
reference, a number of which have survivedﬁ

Information from the surviving qccounts and control
books has been utilized, especially by Tout. Household
accounts of royél personages and others have been used to
Aillusﬁrate their travels and personal tastes.5 Very few

. N \
e%pts from royal wardrobe books have been published. The

only complete one published is the Liber Quotidianus

Contrarotulatoris Garderobe anno regni Regis Edwardi primi

vicesimo octavo for 1299-1300, edited for the Society of

Antiquaries in 1787. Archaeologia contains scattered fragments

of other accbunts, as does-Tout's Chapters. Two, at least,
of Ed%ard III's wardrobe accounts, covering the éeriods 25
Novembér 1341 to 10 April 1344 and 55 November (37t to 26 July
1377, have been partially transcribed as parts of theses.6 A

few accounts of gueens have also been printed. One for gueen

.
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Isabella, wife of BEdward T1, was t1ansct . hed and translated
L]
i

by Frank D. Blackley and Gustav iomansen.  Alec R Myers

. . 3
has printed soveral fifteenth-century acoounts. Houschold
accounts of other royal personages have also been edited, as

have those of some magnates and bishops.

Although household accounts have bcen uLi]i;pd and
excorpts from them published, no attempt has yet 5oun made
either to reconstruct the internal and cxternal opofatfons
of the household or to illustrate typical houschold receipts.
and expenses during the reign of ﬁdward T1I. The present
work sets out to do this by studying in detail the contonts‘%f
the last five surviving wardrobe books of the reign of Edward
ITI covering the period 1359 to 1377l

These five accounts are used partly because they are
fairly closely related in time. They recofdrthe receipts and
éxpenses for a total of just over five yéars out of an eigh-
teen year span. In addition, dﬁring this particular periéd
the ﬂousehold played its last great role in affairs of state.
Thus, the acéodnts under discussion cover é period of trans-
ition in the history of the household; beere 1359 the house-
hold staff, in'addition to ordinary domestic dutiés, routinely
played a part in the natiénal;administration of the realm, and
many of its chief officers went on to become, the king's great
nministers, but after 1377 the household was strlctly limited

to_d role as the domestic organization which took care of

~ .. ]
/feeding and housing the king. The present accounts illustrate



‘both roles and provide examples of the tjpes’of revenuc
received and expense :incurred by the household in both roles.
The accoungs to be considered have been employed for
a’veriety of purppses, particularly by Tout 1in’ hls “Chapters.
Many, indced most, of the important or interesting examples
of rcceipts and expenses have been culled from the accounts
to illustrate particular points various authors have wished to
make. In order to achieve the objective of this work, a study
of the working of the household, ~ﬁany of these examples are o
repeated and. so are some of the COﬂClUSlOnS of others.
Further 1llustrative material from the accounts 1is used Some

examples might be Viewed as being of minor Significxnte. some

v

~

¢

are of antiquarian interest only ';Material of thi= sc -t has
been ignored by historians such as Tout who have been concerned
only with one aspect of the household s activitiesy, its
intruSion into national affairs. aﬂowever, in order to obtain
a complete picture og the householdvas it functioned and to
AunderStand its accountsﬁ”etten’ion must‘be paid to all of the
entries in the Qardrobe books,‘ The accounts are thus being
used Ain a new way'’ tor a new purpose, a‘purpose regquiring the,
use” of both seemin;fy inSignificant entries and those of
major importance

The fiveihausehold accounts are ail preserved in the
Publie éecord:office in London, England. They are, in

chronological order:
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1. P.R.O. E '101/393/11 - the account‘of William de
‘Farleylo from 3 November 1359.to 7 November 1360, the entiré
period of his keepership. The exchequer edrblled account-
contéining the summaries made from the account at. the audit
is in P.R.O. E 361/4/3. The‘wardrobe book contains 126 folios.
A crefatory gtatement reveals that thé accouﬂt was submitted
to the excheguer by Farley himself on 12 May 1361. John de

Uppingham acted as attorney for Farley and William de

-

Humbérstane for William de Clee, the éontroller;
The accounting périod include$ the Rhelms campgign of
Edward I;I aﬁa“the ratification of the Treaty ¢ Brét}gny at
Calais 1in Octoﬁer 1360. Farley was responsible for.all expenses '
incurred 1n F;ance‘during his keepership and those in calais,
where the household was stationed after the.end of the campaign.
He was also responsible for household expénditures in England
incurred during his keepership before the king returned home
in the latter part of May 1360. VOn 26 May 1360 Edward
establi#hed a second household organization under William de
. Ferriby, who became responsible for exper .. - England. Thus
-~ there arose the unique situation that be: ree- May and November
1360 there existed simultaneously two roya 1c seholds.
Ferriby's account has not survived. .
| II. P.R.O. E 101/396/2 - the account of William de
Gunthorpell'for the period 1 FebzgaryAlBGG to 31 January 1367.

The controller was Hugh de Segrave. The exchequer.summaries

are in P.R.O. E 361/4/10. The wardrobe book, containing 60
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folios, deals strictly with domestic expenditures. ‘This and
the next account also contain the expenses of Philippa's
household, which had been merged with that of the king.

[1I. P.R.O.-E 101/396/11 - the control book or
duplicate household account kept by John de Ypres,12 controllef
of the household, for the period 13 February. to 27 June 1369.
The wardtobe book of the keeper, Thomas de Brantingham,13 has
been lost. This account will be called Ypres' account, not
Brantingham's, since it 1is the control book that was used for
this study. The enrollment of Brantingham's account is in
P R.O. E 361/4/19. The account contains 25 fOllOS ‘and was
delivered toO the exchequer by Ypres himself on 27 April 1370

Because the control book was not the account audited

by the exchequer, none of the receipts and expendltures were

/
o
totalled, and no notatlons were made, by the auditors.

v

The expenditures X$€orded.1n Ypres aceount are of a
o

strictly domestic nature. The period of the account includes

¥

a recurrence of the Black Death.

IV. P 7.0. E 101/397/5 - the account‘of Henry de
Wakefieldl? f - <he period 27 June 13711° to 27 Junme 1373.
Ypres was still the controller. The exchequer enrolled
account ie'foqnd in P.R.O. E 361/4/22. The account contaihs
90 folios: ItJCOJers two years and includes the expenses of
Edward's final involvement in the French war, his unsuccessful
_attempt.to cross the_Channel in an expedition designed to

relieve the siege of La Rochelle in 1372.
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Although the account covers two years, it is in fact
composed of two sucgessive yearly accounts bound together.

\

The expenses, except for the Prestita et Remanencia, were

recorded on a yearly basis. The receipts from the c:xchequer
for both yeérs were recorded together in chronological prder;
foreign receipts for the two years were.also recorded together,
although some were list=d on an annual basis.

V. P.R.O. E 101/398/9 - the account of.Rithard de
Beverley16 for thé period 25 November 1376 to 26 July 1377.
William Street was the controller. The exchequer enrolled
account is in P.R.0O. E 361/5/18. BeQérleyjs wardrobe book
contains 40 folios, -and is the last one for the reign of
Edward. III. The king died on 21 June But, following a géﬁmoﬁ
practiée in the fourteenth century, his household was maintained
for a month following the death to wind up its affairs and to
play a part in the fune;alvof,the dead monarch.

The wardrobe books record the household's receipts
before the expénditures. Most of the receipts came ffom_ﬁhe
-éxcheqﬁer and ;hese are listed firsf under the titulus, or

ledger heading, Recepta Scaccarii. Receipts from other sources,

called foreign receipts,-follow under an appropriate ﬁitulus.
Expenditures are then recorded under vérious ledger headings,
depending upon the nature of the expense or how it was inchrfed.
The wardrobe distinguished between two £ypes.of expenditures,
those resulting directly frdm the daily task of feeding and

lodging the king and those not =~ arising. The former and

I



known as hospicium, oOr household, expenses, the latter as
foreign expenses; After the expenses, three of the accounts
have an inventory of_the plate and other valuakbles in the
possession of'the household, sych as %rticles belonging to
the klng S chapel

The order -in which the: tituli of recelpts and. expenses
\areirecorded§ie identical in the accounts of Ypres,‘Wakefield,
and Beverley. The'two earliest accounts, tfose of Farley and
Gunthorpe, do not contaln all of the tituXi of expenses found

ruli recorded in the same

in the other" acc0unts, nor are the ti
order. ”The names and‘order.of.the tituli appearing in‘eaCh‘
1nd1vrdual account can bé seen from the tables of receipts and
expenses recorded in Appendix II.17
;" The study whlch follows will deal w1th each t1tulus in
turn, in’ the order in Wthh they occur in the three accounts of
Ypres, Wakefield,'and Beverley. By examlnlng in detail each
titulus,_and the entries in it, the nature- of the wardrobe
booke and thedtypes of receipt and expenditure to be found
in them will be fuliy reVeaied, while the methods of accounting
used and the functions of “the royal household will be illustrated.
The accounts record ‘expenses deallng w1th commodities
or aCthltleS under(several tituli when modern accountlng
procedure might record them in one titulus only. For example,'
_expenses dealing w1th wine and the king's butler occur in four
different tituli (Elemosina, Necessaria, Dona, and Prestlta et
— ,

Remanencia) , but they w;?h\incurred in different ways and the

- - .




10
keepers therefore recorded them under different headings.
Farley and Gunthorpe'similarly spreéd expenses concerning
horses over several tituli. Confusion and repetition caused
by variations in the recording of expenses in the accounts
studied have, it is hoped, been overcome to some extent by
amalgamating :the discussion of cerﬁain topics somewhat
arbitrarily under one heading. For example, horses are largely

dealt with under the dlSCUSSlon of the tituli Empcio Equorum,

but with approprlate cross references to the tituli in whlch
they are actually mentioned. Every atvempt has been made ﬁqv
keer —-epetition to a minimum.but some:couiashbt-be.aYQided}
The roles and functlons of the various departments
and u;f;ces of the royal household to some extent have been

dea%t with by J. H. Johnson in "The King's Wardrobe and House-

N .
ho d".18 Appendix 119 of this-stud& contains ‘a brief outline

f the duties and responsibilities of the principal officers,

departments, and offices' of the”}oyal household.

S .
Place-names and surnames have been treated according

to.certain principles. The spellings of the former have been

dernized., When a place has not been identified, the Latin

has been given and underlined, as in the case of Trowanseingeorge.

Where the Latin of the manuscripts is quoted, place-names have
not been extended since a number of extensions are possible

: ‘ L . . . :
even when the place is well -known. Thus Calais is gilven as

Cales', London as London', and Dover as Dovbrr'.



11
‘The names of some 450 persons are presented in this

thesis. 1In order to treat them consistently, the manuscript

spellings of surnames have been retained, even in“instances
where the modern spelling is obvious, as in the case of William

de Notyngham. The manuscript speliings of what appear. to be
, ) i)
surnames of occupations are also retained, as for example

o

Margery Botelmaker, who provided the household wi bottles.

The only exceptions to this policy occur in the dases of

important personages and of Edward's chief househol fficials

and administrators where modern usage has been follewegd. If
more than one spelling occurs, the more preValangvone ;s used.
In instances where a person is named twice and the spellinés
differ, both forms have been giQen, as_for example Richard
Englissh (or Englisse). -

It wa$ found impossiblé to extend or translate several
words, all of a technical naturé. In each case, héiever, the
general meaning is clear from.the cbntext of their use in the

manuscripts. One of these, cuu', is clearly a measure of wine,

and a second, Flurr', is i type of wine.
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FOOTNOTES TO INTRODUCTION

lChqpters'in the Administrative History of Mediaeval
England, 6 vols. (1920-33; reprint, New York, Barnes and Noble,
1967) . - '

2See Charles Johnson, "The System of Account in the
Wardrobe of Edward I", Transactions of' the Royal Historical
Society, 4th ser., vol. VI (1923), pp. 50-72; J. H. Johnson,
"The System of Account in the Wardrobe of Edward I1", ibid.,
4th ser., vol. XII (1929), pp. 75-104; J. H. Johnson, "The
King's Wardrobe and Household", The English Government at Work,
1327-1336: Volume I ~ Central and Prerogative Administration,
James F. Willard and William A. Morris, eds. (Cambridge, Mass.,
Mediaeval Academy of America, 1940), pp. 206-49.

3The accounts do not contain the total costs of the
victuals and stores used in the household. " Anythind received
as a gift or coming from royal manors or huntsmen were accepted
into the household “"without price" (sine precio). Since such
commodities cost the household nothing, they could not be
recorded as expenditures when actually consumed.

4The enrolle ccqunts repeat the details of the ward-

robe books for only four Tedger headings or. tituli - the
. Recepta Scaccarii (Receipt of the Exchequer)’, Recepta Forinseca
(Foreign Receipt), Prestita et Remanencia (Prests and Remainder),
and Vessellamenta (Plate). For other tituli only the total
receipt or expenditurs is recorded, although some enrolled
" accounts give onlv the total expenditure.

5

5For’e;:ample,AHilda Johnstone, "A Year in the Life of

King Henry III", Church Quarterly Review, vol. XCVII (1923-24),
pp- 314-33; Doris L. Ufflemann, "A Great Lady and Her Travels
in the Thirteenth Century", ibid., vol. XCIX (1925), pp. 218-30;
and- Margaret W. Labarge, A Baronial Household of the Thirteenth
Century (London, Eyre and Spottiswoode, (1965) , "Eleanor de ,
Montfort's Household Rolls’ . History Today, vol. XI (1961), pp.
490-500, -and "The Spice Account: -~=om Eleanor de Montfort's
Household Rolls", ibid., vol. XV (1965), Pp. 29-38. o

' 6Agnes.L‘.' Colton, "Wardrobe Acccunt of Edward'III,v
“November 25,1341, to April 10, >3/  -:served in the Public

Record Office, Miscellaneous Books of IXthequer No. 204. - .
Text, Notes, and Introduction™ ‘(unpuk =d doctoral disserta-
tion, University of Washington, Sea L- 9), which transcribes
only the Elemosina (Alms), Dona (Gi“=s, 2ssaria (Necessities),
Nuncii (Messengers), and Jocalia et = ~amenta Recenta
(Jewelry and Plate Received); and Johr . “°= sen "The Wardrobe

12
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Account of Richard of Beverley for the Fifty-First Year of the
Reign of Edward III of England" (unpublished M.A. Thesis, University
oq,Alberta, Edmonton, 1968), which transcribes and translates
alll but the daily household expenses. This latter account 1is

i

one of the wardrobe books discussed in the present study.

Trhe Household Book of Queen Isabella of England for
the Fifth Regnal Year of Edward II -(8 July 1311 to 7 July
1312) (Edmonton, University of Alberta Press, 1971).

_ 8"Thé Captivity of a Witch: The Household Accounts of
Queen Joan of Navarre, 1419-21", Bulletin of the John Rylands
Library, vol. XXIV (1940), pp. 263-84, and vol. XXVI (1941-42),
pp. 82-100; "The Household of Queen Margaret of Anjou, 1452~
3", ibid., vol. XL (1957-58), pp- 79-113, 391-431; ‘and "The
' Household of Queen Elizabeth Woodville, 1466-7", ibid., vol.
L (1967-68), pp- .207-35, 443-81. ‘

9For_example, Hilda Johnstone, "The Wardrobe and House-
hold of Henry, son of Edward I", Bulletin of the John Rylands
Library, vol. VII (1923), pp. 384-420; Joseph Burtt, "Account
of the Expenses of John of Brabant and Thomas and Henry of
Lancaster, 1292-3", camden Society, old series, vol. LV (1853)
(Camden Miscellany, vol. II); and John Webb, "A Roll of the
Household Expenses of Richagg de Swinfield, bishop of Hereford,
puring part of the Years 12 and 1290",  Camden Society, vols.
LIX (1854) and LXII (1855).

lOFarley'(Tout,,Chagtérs, 1V, pp. 136-43) had been
engaged 1in rdrobe work from approximately 1340. On 21 April
1358 he wasfaiée:controller of the wardrobe, a post which he
held until 3 WNovember' 1359. As controller Farley had to assume
‘a major role in the preparations for Edward's Rheims campaign,
because the keeper, Henry de Walton, was seriously ill. When
walton died, Farley succeeded .to the keepership. On 1 July
1361 Farley was appointed constable of Bordeaux, the financial
officer of Gascony, commencing his duties on 20 September.

Farley died on 11 September 1362.

llGunthorpe (Tout, Chapters, ITI, p. 261 n.5; IV, pp- -
154-55) had been presented to iivings in the king's gift in
1361. He was made keeper of the wardrobe on 1 February 1366
and held that office until 12 February 1368, when he was -
appointed treasurer of Calais, exchangingoffices with Thomas
‘de Brantingham. Gunthorpe remained treasurer of Calais until
26 September 1373, when he was named a secondary baron of the
exchequer; he resigned this post on 2 November 1387. He died
on 15/19 September 1390 (John L¢ Neve, Fasti Ecclesiae Anglicanae,
1300-1541; Volz-.VI — Northern Province (York, Carlisle and '
Durham), compijed by J. M. Horn {London, Insatitute of Histori- -
cal Research, 1963), pp. 88-89). : ‘ :




14

12The Ypres family were prominent in the service of
John of Gaunt, duke of Lancaster. John de Ypres (Tout,
Chapters, III, p. 234; IV, pp. 157-59) had been a member of
Gaunt's retinue since 1362; in 1367 he served under Gaunt in
the Najera campaign and was knighted by the duke before the
battle. Ypres maintained his close attachment to Gaunt even
after he was appointed controller of-Edward's wardrobe on
13 February 1368. Ypres was the first layman to .be made
controller, a post which he held until 24 November 1376.
From 2 July 1376 to 21 June 1377 Ypres was steward of Edward's
household. Simultaneous tenure of these two offices was unusual.

13grantingham (Tout, Chapters, III, pp..225, 261) was
a member of a family greatly,lnvoIvea'in Edward's service. By
1349 he was a favourite clerk. At some point before 5 October
1359 he was made cofferer of the wardrobe, a position which he
occupied .during Edward's Rheims campaign. Brantingham's
activities as paymaster and treasurer of the army made him
virtually treasurer beyond the sea. His post as cofferer ended
on 21 February 1361, when he was made treasurer of Calais, a
position which he retained until 13 February 1368; he was then
appointed keeper of the wardrobe, succeeding William de
Gunthorpe. Brantingham was keeper until 27 June ¥369, when
he became treasurer of the exchequer. He was treasurer until
27 March 1371, and again from 10 July 1377 to 1 February 1381.
On 12 May 1370 Brantingham had been consecrated bishop of
 Exeter. He died on 23 December 1394 (Le Neve, Fasti Ecclesiae
Anglicanae; Vol. IX - Exefer Rigcese, compiled by J. M. Horn,

p. 2 and n.1l). ///’

. 14541 1364 Wakefield Wrout, Chapters, III, p. 233;
IV, pp. 153-54) had been a clerk)of Humphrey de Bohun, earl.
of Hereford; thereafter, he rose|rapidly in Edward's service.
He was keeper of the wardrobe frgm 12 June 1369 to 13 October
1375.  On 28 October 1375 he was consecratedi?ishop of :
Worcester... Wakefield was treasurer of the exchequer from 14
January to 19 July 1377. He died on .11 March 1395 (Frederick M.
Powicke and E. B. Fryde, eds., Handbook of British Chronology
(2nd ed., London, Royal Historical Society, 1961), p. 261).

lSThé daily household expenses actually commefice on~
28 June.

: 16Beverley (Tout, Chapters, III, pp- 329-31; IV, pp.-
192, 313) was a member of a family active in the services of
both John of Gaunt and the king. He was clerk of the spicery,
a household office, in ‘1361-62, a point hitherto unnoticed
(see P.R.O. E 361/4/7r). On 13 April 1369 he was appointed
cofferer of the wardrobe, a post which he held until 16 July
1376. On 25 November 1376 he became keeper. of the wardrobe,
succeeding William de Moulsoe who died E? office, and remained

e

¢

L4
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keeper until the household was dissolved. Beverley disappears
after this, although he may be the man of that name who became
keeper of Gaunt's wardrobe. He died before 17 October 1390
(Le Neve, Fasti Ecclesiae Anglicanae; Vol. I — Lincoln
Diocese, compiled by H. P. F. King, p. 51).

17 See pp. 310-14.

18phe English Government at Work, pp. 206-49. Johnson's
discussion is based upon Thomas F. Tout, "The Household
ordinances of Edward II", The Place of the Reign of Edward II
in English History (Manchester, Manchester University Press,
1915), pp. 267-318. The nousehold organizations of Edward II
and Edward III were apparently alike. The household ordinances
of Edward IV quote from lost household ordinances of Edward
III and these glimpses of Edward III's household ordinances
indicate that the lost ordinances of Edward III were very
similar to the surviving ones of Edward II (see Alec .R. Myers,
ed., The Household of Edward IV - The Black Book and the
Oordinance of 1478 (Manchester, Manchester University Press,’
1959), p. 19 and Appendix II).

195¢e pp. 290-306.



CHAPTER I

RECEPTA SCACCARII

The titulus Recepta Scaccarii (Receipt of the

Exchequer) records the money received by the household,
directlyzgf indirectly, from the exchequer.lr Normelly, the
household was expected to obtain all its funds from the
exchequer. The household possibly had_a definite income.
Wakefie;d's account shows that on 13 December 1371 the
household received £1,000 from the exchequer "against the
expenses.of the king's household in payment of that £200
ordered for each week for the expenses Qf the said household".2
However, this is the oﬁly reference to an assigned weekly sum
invthe accounts being studied, and the sum of £10,400 yearly
was certainly insufficient for the household's needs.

Upon authorization from the chancery or privy seal
office,4 the exchequer placed large sums et the disposal of the
keeper of the wardrobe. The exc?equer paid out this allocated
money in small sums either to the\keeper or to various house-
hold officials, or, as was more co@mOn, to household creditors
presenting preper authorization.;fThese payments were usually
sums of cash; but they could also be in the form of assign-
ments upon local revenues. When presented with an assigﬁment

tally, a local official handed over the stipulated amount and

obtained in return the tally as a receipt for that payment.

- 16
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When the local of ficial presented his accounts to the exchequer,
the money paid in response to such tallies was credited to him.
When aseignments were 1in ferur of the wardrobe, q,loCal official

often had to obtain from the keeper proof in addition

v

tally or Writ of. assignment that he had paid the stipula
sum. This proof could take the form of a letter amicis, a

letter'patent of the keeper of the wardrobe, which stated

that the money had‘been received.5 Money paid to househeld "

officials or creditors, either in cash or by assigpment, was M} \\
recorded 1in the exchequer issue rolls as payments to the houée—(\_;;//
hold.6 To ensure that it might know what Sums'we*e paid on

iTs account, the werdrobe kept a roll, copied from the issue

rolls, of ‘'such exchequer payments.’ This roll became the basis

of the wardrobe pook's Recepta gcaccarii.

Entr%es in the Recepta Scaccarii sfate that the house~

o T : . "
hold's receipts came "from the treasurer and chamberlalns

-

(de Thesaurario et camerariis) although most items in the last
" half of Fa;ley's lengthy titulus omit this phrase, OT the

- phrase de eisdem ("from the eame“), perhaps in the interest

-of space and brevity- several accounté‘add that the treasurer

and chamberlains issued the money "by their own hands" (per

manus Erogrias) or "by the hands" (per manus) of subordinate
officials. Many items state that money was received "bY the
hands" of someone. Although the term per manus cannot

' pecessarily be raken at its face Value,8 it would appear that

if the exchequer issued money "py the hands" of a housc<hold
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official, such sums were direct payments to the houschold.
However, if meney was received "by the hands” of a non-housc-
hold official, then the exchequer presumably was satisfying
a household debt.

Fntries in the Recepta Scaccarii follow a chronological
order. Although items in other tituli are dated by the

particular regnal year, those in the Recepta Scaccarii are

entered according to the system used by the exchequer in the
issue and receipt rolls. The exchequer year, or period‘of
account,. lasted from one Michaelmas (29 September) to the next,
irrespective of the regnal year,9 which for Edwas 1T was
from 25 January of one year to 24 January next. The exchequer
year was further subdivided into two!ferms: Michaelmas and
Easteni Entriee in‘the exchequer's issue and receipt rolls

and in the household's Recepta Scaccarii were similarly sub-

divided. When an exchequer term fell entirely within the

regnal year, the regnal year applying was used.‘ During Edward .
Iﬂ[s reign thwf was the case for Faster term, which extended ’q\\\
from the Monday after Low Sunday to Mlchaelmas. Mlchaelmas

term, which lasted from the Morrow of Michaelmas, or the day
after if that were a feast day or Sunday, to Easter, straddled
rhe end of one regnal year and the beginning of the next.lO
According to exchequer practice Michaelmas term was dated by

the later year.ll For example, Wezefield's Recepta Scaccarii

contains some hou§ehold income originating in Michaelis Anno

.t . .
.x1lvj. . These receipts are dated from 2 October to 30 March,
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that is, Michaelmas term for 46 Edward 111 extended from.29
September 1371 to Easter 1372, yet Edward III's 46th regnal

year commenced On 25 January 1372.

The Recepta Scaccarii of Farley, Gunthorpe, and

Beverley have entries outside the neominal accounting periods..

In the case of Farley and Beverley this is owing to exceptional

circumstances (which also clarify the large receipt in Farley's

account). Farley was responsiple for all the expenses
incurred during the campaign of 1359-60 in France and during-
the peace negotiations in Calais. Many of these expcnses,
such as war wages and wages of peace, occufred beyogd the
'actual.accounting period. Since many of the exchequer
receipts were payments of such expenses, Farley's receipts
also extend beyond the period of acc_:ount.13 Indeed, most of
his receipts originate after the conclusion of the nominal
accounting period.14 Beverley's receipts extend beyond tﬁe'
acéounting period because he was in charge of Edward's funeral
expenses. N ) |
The first two entries in Gunthorpe's account antedate
the accountiﬂgiperiod by half a Year; both state that money
was received‘frdh”the exchequer by the hands of William Street,
the king's butler. He received £3,000 on 15 July 1365 and 2400
on 26 July. Therelis‘ﬁé apparent reason why these receipts

should be included in Gunthorpe's account. This is the only

money - paid to the butler in‘the account.
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The entries in the Recepta Scaccarii state that money

was issued by the treasurer and chamberlains. All the accounts

refer to sums of money issued per manus proprias of the

treasurer and chamberlains. This suggests that the senior
officials personally paid out the money concerned. However,
only two entries 1n Ypres' account support this assumption.

The {irst item in. Ypres' Recepta chpcarii, dated 21

\Februﬂry 1369,.states that {1,000 was received from the
treasurer and chamberlainst"by their own hands 1in money received
at the receipt of the exchequer", that 1is, at the lower
exchequer. On 10 Apr- ., £666 13s.4d. was obtained "from the
same, 1n money recelved from the same treasurer and chamber-
lains by the.r awn hands” e

o
In Ypres' account-the majority of the wardrobe receipt

from .the excheguer came per manus proprias of the treasurer and

chamberlalns. In Gunthorpe's account such receipts account
for some three- fourths of the total, in‘Beverley's for
approx1mételv two- flfths Such receipts are rare in\ﬁhe other
two acc unt

> ser exchequer official, normally a cle%k,

issuzd money, this fac was recorded, except in the case of

2]

ar’ey's/pccounﬁ. His account seldom identifies the agent,

or agents, by which monéy‘was issued. Wakefield's account

contains items stating that the\treasure* and chamberlains

issued money by the hands of William York and Thomas Grace,-

their clerks.15 On 20 July 1372 the two clerks, under this
<

{

i
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formula, issued £1,333 13s.4d. for a variety of secret
provisions for the war. A similar item, dated 18 November
1371, states that £200 was received agéinst household

expenses from the treasurer and chamberlains "by their own
hands. . . by the hands of their clerk, Thomas Grace". It

" would ;hus‘appear that a per manus issue, and even a per manus
Brogrigs issue, by the treasyrer and chamberlains need not be.
made by them personally, but could be made by another exchequer

official.

Generally, money issued to the household by the

—
exchequer was entered in the Recepta Scaccarii as being

)

received by someone, such as household officials. - On - 25 June

1372 the treasurer and chamberlains, by the hands of Adam
de Hertyngdon, one of the chamberlains, issued £14 to William
de Humberstane, Senior, clerk of the avenery. However,

payments recorded as being hade to the cﬁief household officers
(the keqx& ~ste;ard, cbntroller, or cofferer) are unusual.
Aside from Farley's account, only the controller and the
cofferer are named as -zaining money. The controller appears
receiving money onée in both Wakefield's and Beverley's
acéougts; the cofferer is foupd only in Wakefie;d's acéount,
although upon four occasions. For example, ﬁilliam Street,
controller in Beverley's acéount, received '£666 ljs.4d.
qgglﬁét household expensés(eﬁ 10 December 1376.

| The absence 6f tﬁe steward's name under normal

conditions is understandable. Although heland the keeper
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audited the -accounts of the various household departments, the
steward was more involved with the maintenance of discipline
and the enforcement of household regulations than with finance.
Lord Guy de Brian, eteward in Farley‘e account, did receive
some’ £1,200 on 15 February 1361 for his and others' expenses,
when they remained in Calais to provide for the safe custody
of the king of France, but these circumstances were unusual.

The Reéepta Scaccarii of the various accounts do not

mention that the keeper of the wardrobe himself received money
from the exchequer. Considerable evidence, however, suggests
‘ithat'he did. |

The Necessaria of Gunthorpe's account shows that he was
sent out of.court to London on 18 occasions to fetch money

(pro denariis qperendis).16 The Recepta Scaccarii of the same

N

acceunt records 11 occasions on which money was issued te the
household by the treasurer's andchamberlains' own hands. Of
these payments, 9 were‘within periods when Gunthorpe was out
of court. For example, he was sent from Windsor to London for
two days between 7 and 15 May 1366 to get money. The ReceEta
Scaccarii netes that on 11 May £1,000 was issued to the house-—
hold by the hands of the treasurer and chaﬁterlalns. In

addition, two entries stating that money was received by a tally

from the exchequer fall within periods when'Gunthorpe was out
’ ra

of court.

.'\/\

One of these reveals that on 26>November 1368 £362 3s.5d.

was'receiveq from the exchequer by a tally charged against

7
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- Master Bernard Brocas. The Necessegii shows that Gunthorpe
was in London on two occasions between 21 November and 20
December, remaining there for 7 days.

Gunthorpe's is the only account which links the
- absences of the kecper from the.household with issues of money
in cash or by assignment to the household. But the information
provided by that account seems to show that the keeper himself
upon occasion got money for the household's needs. Perhaps
he usually did so, unlessvstated otherwise.

Farley's account records péYments that were definitely

made to the keeper, as well as to the eontroller, the cofferer,

Q‘b\

and the steward. The’ payment to the latter, lord Guy de
Brian, has already been‘discussed. The payments to the others
are also of an unusual nature. Farley received £40 against
Athe ekpenses of the household in going to Calais.

Iesues of the exchequer to the household were made
per manus of persons other than household members,l7 These
probably were household creditors, having eitper sold some-
thing to‘the houeehold or performed some service, in return

for which they had been given household debentures or bills,

18

instruments to"authentieate the amounts of money owed to them.
The debenture, or bill, was'presented to the exchequer, which
paid the amount owed, either by cash or by'dssignment. For
example, William Cheschunt and John Prbpur, neither of whom
were household members, received almoét £21 against some

unidentified office on 22 February 1361. Apparently whatever
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was involved was not earried out; Pf%our was charged with a
prest for the émount at the end of the accounting pefiod-

All the accounts record that the exchequer delivered
monef to’the king's butler.19 His task waé'that of supplying
the household with Wine; issues for the burchase of  that

¢

commodity appear in the Recepta Scaccarii. For example,

Wakéfield's account shows that the king's butler, later the
household controller, William Street, réceiVed £1,333 65.8d. on
li ﬁecembgr 1371, by the hands.of his clerk William Garlethorp,
against the purveyance of wine for the provisioﬁs of the
household. Most items, however, merely state that the money
was provided against the office of the butler and received
directly from the exchequer. Ypres' account shows that Street
was paid £200 on 5 March 1369 by the exchequer against his |
office. The butler received payments from the éxchequer by
Lssignments in Wakefield‘s accouﬁtg. On 31 Jaﬂuary 1372 Street
received £30 by a tally charged'agairét John de Thorp, knight;
on 12 February £l,000 was delivered to Street:for his foice

by William Balsham, clerk, collector of customs aﬁd subsidies
in tﬁe port of Boston.

In Farley's-ana Wakefield's accounts, fhe household
_received money by.thé'hands of the keeper of the great wardrobe.
No explanation is apparent for Wakefield's account,:but for
Fafley's it was because -the gréat‘wardrObé temporarily éécounted

20

to the wardrobe of the household. There is only one such

entry in Wakefield's account. It states that on 16 Apri1“1373
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the exchequer paid 400 marks to Richard de Beverley, the cofferer,
£100 to Robert de Whitbergh, the almoner, and 100 marks to
John de Sleaford,‘the keeper of the ‘great wardrobe, all for

—
‘the expenses of the household.21 John de Newbury received

some £3,170 in 20 payments in Farley's Recepta Scaccarii.
Much of this was described only aslagainst his office, as was
the case with the £1,163 he received on 11 October 1360.
However, some of the money went to officials of offices
subordinate to the great wardrobe. Thus, on 12 December 1359
Newbury received 100s. per manus Gerard le Heaumer; smifh of
the king's armours. Henry de Snaith, clerk of the privy
wardrobe, Hugh Penitour, king's palnter, and Thomas de Thorneton,
'king's pavilioner, also received sums of money in this manner.
Quite possibly mest of New ry's receiptsiwere connected with
Edward's campaigning in Prance. However, on 6 October 1360 s
Newbury received repayment of the £11 9s. lld he had paid to
Adamfde Pulleterla, the king's surgeon, on 4 November he |
received, by writ, 50s. against his wages.

The Recepta Scaccarii of Farley, Ypres, and Wakefield

R N
contain examples of assignments upon local revenues, although

" the one item in Ypres' account does not state ‘against whom the
tally was charged. Wakefield's account shows that on‘18
ovember 1371 £éOO was received against household expenses by
a tally charged against the alien priorxy of Ogbourne St.
George. Two other payments against household expenses were

made from the farm of the alien priory of Frampton. Alien
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priories were seized by the crown when war between England and
France broke out again in 1369.

Assignments by tallies charged against the collectors
of customs and subsidies, and against sheriffs, occur in the
accounts.of Farley and Wakefield. Wakefield's account showé
that on 8 November 1371 £120 was received.by John de Conyngesby,
purveyor of the household, by a tally charged against John de:
Beverley and John de Stalham, collectors of customs and
subsidies in the port of Great Yarmouth. In Farley;s Recepta
Scaccarii, almost £27 was received by a tally charged against

\\William Appolderfeld, sheriff of Kent. In the same account,
an exchequer issue by bill.of_£200 by the hands of the |
collectors of customs and subsidies in the port of Southampton
was presumably aiso éﬁ assignment.

Several items in Farley'sbaccount state that the exchequer

issued assignments per litteram amicis. Loqal officials makiné
payments to household officials in respohse to wtits or tallies
of assignment were occasionallyurequired to'provide additional
proof that the payment had actualiy been made. ';etters patent,
‘or-letters amicis, of the wardrobe keeper fulfifféd this role. |
Such letters started with the‘word vamicis" and were addressed
to»the‘treasurer and chamberlains; they stated that the keeperv

had received the stipulated sum from the person concerned.22

Assignmeht per'litteram amicis could be made with or
without téllies. on 30 November 1360, for example, Nicholas

Stucle, sheriff of Cambridgeshire, was charged with a tally
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per litteram amicis for nearly £29. John de Hampdon, sheriff

of Bedfordshire, on 4 February 1361 was charged with about

£7 per litteram amicis. In a similar manner, Richard de

Eccleshale, treasurer of Calais, was charged with some £2,370

on 26 February 136l.

Normally, entries in the Recepta Scaccarii give some

indication why the exchequer issued money to the household or

its creditors.£3 The most common. reason given, in all but

Farley's account, is that the payment covers the expenses, or
24

provisions, of the household (super expeﬁsis hospicii Regis).
For example, in Wakefield's account £133 6s.8d. was received

Al

: : A,
on 1 July 1371 at the king's lodge of Guildford by the hands

~

Thomas de Swaby. It seems probable that in many instances

.payments -super expensis hospicii are identical with payments

pro officio suo ("against his office").

A few entries give some inaication of the nature of
the household expense. fayments for victuals occur in the
accounts of'Farley and Wakefield. Farley records that on 13
October 1360 some £14 was paid Robert Furneaux for victuals.
Sonme v1ctuals purchased, f/sﬁfveyed, upon occasion are spec1f1ed.
Fish are most:commonly mentioned. - Wakefield's ‘account reveals
that John de Conyngesby, sergeant, purveyor.of the household,

re\elved £200 from the collectors of customs and subsidies. in
N
the port of Great Yarmouth, to purvey flSh.

An even fewer number of entrles ‘are more speC1f1c.
\‘\

Farley s account reveals that on 22 July 1360 Margery Botelmaker
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was pa £7 5s. for bottles, and Nicholas Peautrer £4 4s. for
plate of pewter. In Gunthorpefe account, Roger Slak was paid
£26 for 3 casks of honey purchased for the stores at Windsor
Castle; in Wakefield's, William de Humberstane, Junior,
clerk of the spicery, was paid £ 48 for spices purchased from
Bartholomew Myne, a Lombard.

Normally,:the acconnts do not mention the purchase of
wine because wine was provided by the king"s butler. However,
Farley records an example of "such a purchase because during
hlS ‘accounting perlod the butler accounted to the keeper of the
wardrobe. On 7 November l359 the exchequer issued somé £225

for.23 casks of wine‘purchased at Sandwich 'from Peter Johannis,

a Spanish merchant (mercator Hispann').
Both Gunthorpe's and Ypres' accounts contain expenses

dealing with plate. The item in Gunthorpe's Recepta Scaccarii

states that on 22 October 1366 the 'sum of £613 was received

by the hands of Helming Leget, receiver of the king's chamber.

This was paid to Thomas de Hassey, king's goldsmlth,25 for - .

fashioning a-large goblet, two pots, and a ewer, all of pure

gold, for the king's household.26 In Ypres' account, £39

. 10s.4 1/2d4. was paid in the value of old silver plate, weighing
£30 8s. in goldsmiths' weicjht,27 sold to Joan de Hassey, widow'
of Thomas de Hassey.28 Possibly this was a’ theoretical "sale";
Joan may have made new items for‘the household out of the'old.

plate. The value of the old plate would be deducted from her

bill for the finished products.f In both instances, it would
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appear that money listed as an exchequer issue on the househoid's
behalf passed only nominally through the exchequer.

SeJeral accounts incluée payments for horses, as
diétinét from war horses which will be diSCUSSed.below. In
Beverley's account, a total of £72 135.4d. was so expended—by

9 Farley's account shows that

the hands of Robert Bardolf.2
Thomas de Brantingham, cofferer, received £66 13s.4d. by a writ
of the privy seal and an indenture, for horses purchased from

Wolfardus Gistell for the king's use.

Receipts from the excheqﬁer for miiitary campaigns are

found in the Recepta Scaccarii of bothAFarley and Wakefield.
Farley céve;s the period of tﬁe campaign of 1369-60, Wakefield
the unsuccessful attemé£ of Edward III to relieve La Rochelle.
Since Wakefield's account contains fewer receipts, it will be
discussed first.

The household under Wakefield received just over £5,000
from the exchéquer for ﬁilitary'expenditures. For example,

on 20 July 1372 £1,333 6s.8d. was received by the hands of

_Thomas Grace and William York for undisclosed secret war

provisions.

Payments for war wages30 appear in Wakefield's Recégta

Scaccarii. The Vadia Guerre31 has only one item showing that - ;/
- i

Hugh and John Fastolf, with others, guarded one of Edward's.‘“//
ships on its voyage between 28 October and 5 December 1371 from

Kirkelrod' to London. The two Fastolfs received £26 13s.4d. on

27 October; the final £70 19s. was paid at the exchequer on the
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authority of a bill, enrolled on 12 February 1372.

Wakefield's account contains other entries dealing with
war wages, but the expenses appear to have been incurred prior
to the present accounting period. On 31 October the exchequer
paid £100 to household esquires and ycomen for wages and
expenses while guarding a ship. john de Appulby, scullion, aqd
four unnamed archers received froﬁ the exchequer on 4 February -
1372 a tally charged against the sheriff of Oxford and
Berkshire for il4 3s.8d. for unpaid war wages. Similarly, Guy.
de Brian, the formef steward of the household, received payment
of £39 15s.6d. by a bill cancelled on 11 February '1372. )

. The household.purchaséd war horses during the period of
Wakefield's account.32 On 5 March 1372 ;96 2s.7d. was delivered
to Thomas Spigurhgll fofuzhg pu;chase of such horses at
Stamford Fair. Similarly, Thomas de Stafford received £100
" on 29 April 1372 from the collectors of customs and subsidies
"in the port of Kingston-upon-Hull.

Férley's is the only other account to include excheqguer
pa&ments for war expenses. Since he was responsible for all
expenses incurred by the household on the continent; much of

the receipt in his Recepta Scaccarii clearly deals with

expenditdres in France. Two entries havé already been méntioned -
the expenses of the household going to Calais and those of theb
steward guarding the captive king of France. On 3 August 1360,
and twice on 24 August,.William de Clee, the controller of tﬁe'

household, received almost £310 against the expehses of the king.

7
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Several unusual entries are dated 15 February 1361.
Money was oBtained by a privy seal wri+ and -an indenture,’
generally of the recipient. The on »1er use of th- )
procedure was for tpe purchase of horses. Thomas de p.&ntingha%,
cofferer of the household; received at Bruges two sums
totalling £4,666 13s.4d. from the ransom of the king of Scotland
by the hands of John Maleweyn, governor of the liberties of
the English merchants at Bruges, and Richard de Eccleshale,
treasurer of Calais. Farley received £666 13s.4d. for his
office from the same ransom from the same two men. William
Graunson, banneret, régeived £200 from the same two men from
the ransom of the duchy of Burgundy.

33 .
Prests for war wages are the most common issues from

the exchequer in Farley's account. The Vadia Guerre includes
in the term "war wages" not only wages proper but also special
rewards, compenéation_for horses lost, andAtransportation
of horses to and from Calais.»

Generally, only important individuals received prests.
These included most of the high ranking English nobles who
aéc%@éanied Edward, such as Edward, prince of Wales, John of
Gaunt, earl of Richmond, Lionel, earl of Ulster, and Henry,
duke of Lancaster.

Most prests were issued prior to the commencement of
Farley's accounting period. Many of these prests Qere granted
before the persons' military service began but some were granted (

afterwards. A few prests were issued after Farley's account
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had started.>d

The earl of Ulster received a prest tor £401 17s. on

11 August 1359. The -radia Guerre shows that the earl was in

service from 6 September 1359 to 30 May 1360, and that his

total war expenses amounted to £1,239 15s.8d. The earl

35

received all but 2d. of the remaining money On 9 March 1361.
Richafd de Ask began his military service on 9 September 1359
but obtained a prest of money on 4 Oc*obef. Lord Aymer de
Sancto Amando received a prest for war wages.of £166 10s. on
7 February 1360. He was in military service from 1 September
1359 to 1 June 1360. | '

| Except for these prests, only one entry dated within
.Farley‘s accounting periéd states thaﬁ\@n issue was for war
wages. Frank van Hale received £359 9s. on 5 Méy 1360 for
such‘wages. He served Edward between 23 August 1859 and 26

May 1360.°° _ . |

\

A\
I+ is of 1nterest4that of about 145 continegtal

. . . . \\
mercenaries named 1in Farley's Vadia Guerre, only a few seem

to have been paid by exchequer issues. Frederick vanx\
Peghwencle was owed war wages of some £160 for the perlod 4
October 1359 to 24 May 1360. He received £33 6s.8d. "against
his fees", the only uée of this phrase, on 21 August 1359.
However, he was charged with a prest for this same sum at the
end of the accounting period.37 It must be presumed that

2

the merce es were paid in some manner. Probably they were

paid by the wardrobe; this is suggested by several prests

?
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charged against them which note that the money received, and
for which the recipient had to accour , .ad been received ffomv
the kééper.38 It is possible that th irge sums mentioned-
earlier39 as being received b; the keeper and cofferer from
the ransoms of the king of Scotland and the duchy of Burgundy
were used for‘this purpose. |

with the exception of the prests dgscribed above
and wages paid to hunters and falconers discussed below, only

13 entries in Farley's Recepta Scaccarii state that qxchequef

issues were for Qages. Most of these issues were subsequent
to the period of hostilities. Only one of the 13 entries, the
war wages mentioned garlier paid to Frank van‘Hale, specifies
the type of wages involved. However, the wages paid to other

individuals appear to include war wages, wages of peace, and
A\

regula:,househbld wages.

Lord William Heron seems to have been paid war wages.

The vadia Guerre shows that he earned 47 3s.4d. as a §§ldier.
He was paid this sum in equal installments of £23 1lls.8d. on 19
June and 1 July 1360. Henry Molineux, king's archer, who

appears in both the Feoda et Robe and the vadia Pacis,. was

owed £6 8s.6d. for wages of peace from 1 June 1360 to 12
February 1361. He received £4 19s.4d. on 19 June 1360 and £4
19s.4d. on 20 February 1361. The latter payment seems to have

been for his wages of peace; the former may have been for

regular wages, robes, and footwear. Thomas de Keynes, almoner,

\

N \A’\ . .
who ‘appears neither in the Vadia Guerre ﬂor the vVadia Pacis,
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3
received £10 for robes and wages on 3 November 1360. These
wages must have been regular wages.

The Recepta Scaccarii of Farley's account contains

¢

some payments for hunters and falconers. Hu eors and falconers

accompanying Edward on his campaign in France appear in the
. // .

vadia Guerre, but most of these are not mentioned in the

Recepta Scaccarii. William Boys, @& yeoman hunter, however, 1is

found in both tituli. He was owed about £18 10s. in war wages,
food allowances oOf doge, aﬁd footwear allowaﬁces. The Recepta
' Scaccarii records 10 money payments to him totalling some

£20 10s. wHe thus received more than he was cwed, at least

in Farley's account. Since he was not charged with a pre-t

for an overpaymeht, the difference may represent a sum Owing
to him from the previous accountieg period.

~——

In many cases, hunters and falconers who received

D

money in the Recepta Scaccarii appear only in the Feoda et

\

Robe and the vadia Falconariorgm, which recerd only amounts
owing todghem. Such men must have been drawing xegular
householdeages andfg}lowances.. William de Troye was paid
sﬁms owing for his wages and food allowances, but did not
;eceive payment for.hiF robe allowance. The wages and food

.allowances entered in the vadia Falconariorum are often divided

into several different periods, and many men receiving payment
did so for only the last of these, the final few months of 1360.
For example, Robert de la Rivere's wages and food allowances

were over £24 for the period 3 November 1359 to 11 Novembef
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1360, and 53s.9d. for the period 12 November to 24 December.

. v N .
He was paid the latter sum only, and a 40s. ‘robe allowance 1n
February 1361. Why this was so in his, d other cases, 1is

not explained.

While most items in Farley's Recepta Scaccarii provide

no reason for exchequer issue, some must have been- payments of

- wages and allowances. when an individual receiving an

exchequer issue also appears among the titulil of expenditures,

such as the Feoda et Robe, the Vadia Guerre, O the Vadia

pacis, it is likely that the payment was'for money owing him.
In general, however, individuals received less money than was

due. /

In summary, the titulus Recepta Scaccarii records money

received by the household from the exchequer. The exchequer
could either issue money directly tovthe household, or to a
household officer, or it could issue it‘indirectly‘by paying
debts éwed to household creditors. For the most part, the
exchequer paid cash, but it made the occasional assignment
upon local revenues. Generally, the receipt from the exchequer
was used for the ordinary needs of thé household, whether the
money went directly or indirectly to the household. J
The household in time of war, however,.was used for
other than domestic purposes. Wakefield's accoun£ contains.a
few receipts pertaining t war expenditures; the majority of
Farley's receipts appear»to be connected with the hostilitieé

in France.



FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER I

lThe receipts from the exchequer are: Farley - £108,624
5s. 7°1/2d.; Gunthorpe - £18,472 3s.5d4.; Ypres - £3,779 10s.4
1/2d.; Wakefield - £31,003 ‘14s.1 1/2d4.; and Beverley - £7,885
19s. 4d.

2". super expensis hospicii Regis in persolucionem
illarum .CC. li ordinatam pro qualibet Septimana pro expensis
dicti hospicii . . ." (f. 2v). This £200 per week may be
similar to the fixed sum (the certum) of 10,000 marks yearly
received by the chamber during the last twenty years of Edward's
reign (Tout, Chapters, IV, pp. 313-18). Although theretappear
to be some instapces en, the chamber did not receive all of
this money, there are many cases where the chamber receipt
exceeded the ceritum.

3The average daily household expenditures from the
" tables in Appendix II, pp. 310-14, are: Farley - £437 10s.10
3/4d.; Gunthorpe - £74 2s.5 3/4d.; Ypres - £71 12s.7 3/44.;
Wakefield (both years) - £54 15s.11 1/2d.; and Beverley - £54
13s.3 1/2d. The number of days covered are given on page .1-75,
‘although for Farley .the period in which no Hospicium was
recorded has been included, for a total of 369 days. The weekly
£200 was even insufficient to cover the Hospicium experes (see
p. 75). ) ,
4Johnson, "Wardrobe and Household", pp. 231-32, and
~Tout, Chapters, II, pp. 96-97; III, p- ﬁo and n. 1. The
privy seal office was an independent‘office of state, but its
former connection with the household is seen in the fact that
its personnel still received their fees and robes from the |
household.

SSee below, p. 26 and p. 38 n.22.

6Johnson, "Wardrobe and Househpld", p. 231; Tout,
Chapters, II, PP- 99-101. :

7Johnson, "Wardrobe of Edward I", p. 57; Johnsony
"Wardrobe of Edward II", p. 81. .

8see Anthony Steel, The Receipt of the Exchequer, 1377-
1485 (Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 1954), pP- 379-80. .
and Martin M. Crow and Clair C. Olson, eds., Chaucer Life-
Records (Austin, University of Texas Press, 1966), pp. 143-44.

36
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9See Henry G. Richardson, nThe Exchequer Year",
Transactions of the Royal Historical Society, 4th ser., VIII
(1925), pp. 171-90, and IX (1926), pp. 175-76; and Tout,
Chapters, I, pp. 40-41, and II, pp. 97-98. '

loRichardson, "Exchequer.Year", T.R.H.S., VIII (1925),
pp. 176,181; Tout, Chapters, II, P- 97 and n. 3. During these
terms there were vacation periods when the excheguer was
"closed", although some clerks were present to carry on any
Lusiness which might arise (see James F. Willard, "The Obser-
vance of Holidays and Vacations by the Lower Exchequer, 1327-
1336", University of Colorado Studies, vol. XXII (1934-35),

pp. 281-87. Some examples from the present accounts of
receipts during vacation periods are given below, n. 12, and
pp. 25-26 and p. 38 n. 21. .
llRichardson, "Exchequer Year", T.R.H.S., VIII (1925),
pp- 179-82.
12;

The one item dated 30 March (the previous item being
dated 13 March) falls 2 days after Easter Sunday (28 March).
This item is unique in showing a receipt during Easter week,
part of one of the exchequer's vacation periods (Tout, Chapters,
11, p. 97 n’ 3). Part of the payment was by the hands of
Edward's almoner, the remainder by the hands of Thomas Grace,
suggesting that two paymenté were made at the same time.
nrdinarily, two receipts on any one day would have been the
ubjects of separate entries. '

13gce p. 301.

14Of the entire exchequer receipt, only £14,273 18s.
_was obtained during the accounting period. A total of £30,079
9s.4 1/2d., mostly as prests, was received before the nominal
commencement of the account, and £64,270 18s.3d. was received
after the accounting period had ended.

lSAlmost two-thirds of the entire receipt passed
through their hands. ‘

16500 pp. 127-28.

17For the purpose of this work, a household member is
defined as a person who appears in the Feoda et Robe (Fees and
Robes), although not all servants are listed in that titulus
(see pp. 162-63, 217). In addition, not all the persons listed
- in the Feoda et Robe were technically household servants (see
above, n.4, and pp. 172, 174). 1In this work,. the words serviens,
scutifer, vallettus, pagettus for pagius), and garcio have been
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translated as sergeant, esquire, yeoman, page, and groom
respectively. .

18But for two .examples in Wakefield's, Farley's is the
only account to mention that exchequer payments were made
in response to bills (per billam, de billa sua, or in per
solucionem bille sue). He seldom provides a reason for
exchequer payment. Presumably,. those wardrobe bills authenti-
cating the household's indebtedness stated the reason for the
debt, so that one would not be required in the account.

19For his duties see pp. 141-42, These receipts
amount to about £5,000 in Farley's account, £37400 in Gunthorpe's
(see above, p. 19), £300 in Ypres', some £3,400 in Wakefield's,
and some £1,400 in Beverley's. .

2OSee pp. 138-41.

21This receipt is dated the day prior to Easter%Sunday,
which was part of the eXchequer's Lent vacation (Tout, ChaEters,
II, p. 97 n.3; see above, nn. 10, 12) )

225¢e James F. Willard, Parliamentary Taxes on Personal
Property, 1290 to 1334 (Cambridge, Mass., Mediaeval Academy of

America, 1934), - 262-63, 262 n.5). Several entries in the
Debita per Blllas show that debts were owed per litteram amlcls
(see p. 57). This might suggest that household debts or

exchequer issues per billam and per litteram amicis were
equivalent. The transitory phrase per litteram amicis, or

per litteram de amicis, was apparently used by the exchequer

" between 1361 and 1370 to describe a variant of this type of
letter. Buyers of tallies and bills of assignment, that is,
persons who purchased them at a discount from the original
recipients, provided the exchequer with problems. In order to
ensure that such buyers had the right to receive payment for
such tallies or bills, the exchequer demanded what in effect
were letters of reference or proofs of purchase. If new tallies
were cut or new bills drawn up, they were described as being
issued to the recipient per litteram amicis, since he was not
the original creditor (Steel, Receipt of the Exchequer , pp.
380 -81).. Because of the nature of Farley's responsibilities
it would not appear that this usage of the phrase per litteram
amicis is meant in the Recepta Scaccarii, although this may

be the meaning in the Debita. o :

23For Farley's account, see above, n. 18.
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24In Gunthorpe's agg Beverley's accounts, some three-
fourths of the entire Recepta Scaccarii-is of this sort,
including practically all of the receipt by the hands of the
treasurer. and chamberlains. Almost two-thirds of the entire
receipt from the exchequer in Wakefield's account was against
the provisions of the household. Some seven-tenths of this
total was received by the hands of the exchequer clerks William
York and Thomas Grace. It is likely that the money in Ypres' -~
account, issued by the treasurer and chamberlains' own hands

(some nine-tenths of the total receipt), is of this sort.

25Hassey was one of the four annually elected wardens
of the goldsmiths' company of London in 1353-54, 1356-=57, and
1363-64 (Thomas F. Reddaway and Lorna E. M. @aﬁker, The Early
History of the Goldsmiths' Company, 1327-1509 (London, Edward
Arnold, 1975), pPP. 324-25). Wardens enforced the guild
regulations and standards and tried offenders.

26See p. 263.

27See pp. 122, 124 n.2.
! ) 28See pp. 264, 272 n. 10.

o

295ce pp. 152-53.

30Receipts for wages appear only in Wakefield's and

Farley's accounts. Farley mentions both regular and war wages,
Wakefield only war wages. i . =

o
31See p- 226. -

32See PP. 153-54.

33For prests, see p. 248.

34gee p. 232, and below n. 36. Some £30,000 mostly as
prests, was received prior to the accounting- period (see above,
n. 14). To this must be added the prests against war wages
totalling almost £13,650 issued by Henry de Walton, the former
keeper (see pp.. 43, 53 n.6).

35p1though the arithmetic in these accounts is very
good, it is true that one canneﬁ'expect-modern financial _
accuracy in medieval accounts (Steel, Receipt of the Exchequer,
pp. xxii-xxiii). ” -

. 36Tout, Chagters,_IV, P- 143 n.2) is substantially
correct when he states that war expenses were "ejither paid in
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advance of, or subsequently to, the actual operations", although
the payments to Sancto Amando and van Hale show that they were
also paid during the period of military operations (3 November
1359 to.18 May 1360). However, the receipt during the period
was relatively small, amounting to some £7,600. Of this sum,
£4,000 in four payments was received by the butler, John de
Stodey. On ¢8 January 1360 the sum of £2,000 was issued to
Henry Picard without any explanation. However, Picard was
probably the London citizen who was Stodey's predecessor as
king's butler, an office which Picard held between 29 September
1350 (Calendar of Patent Rolls, Edward III, vol. VIII (1348~
1350) (London, His Majesty's. Stationery Office, 1905), p- 570)
and 30 September 1359 (ibid., 1358-1361, p. 272). Whatever
‘the reason for the payment, Picard did not account for this

sum in the wardrobe since it was charged against him as a prest
at the end of the accounting period (see p. 255).

375ee p. 256.

381pid.

39See p: 31.



CHAPTER II

RECEPTA FORINSECA

<7

The second type of receipt-recordéa in the accounts

. . \,»'__A
is the Recepta Forinseca (Foreign Receipt). This stitulus - wﬁg*a

coﬁtains all those revenues not emanating directly or indirectly
from the ekchequer.l The origin of much bfvthié receipt varies
from one account to andﬁher; certain types of re&enues occur
éégularly. Farley's account is ﬁﬁique in that, since his
establishment was active énly in France; it does not containv
‘revenues, such as thgse reteivedb from the clerkAof the

market, which resulted from the king's household rights‘and
prerogatives in England. | , ‘\7

The most consistent source of foreign receipt is the

value of siures and money remaining in the possession of the.

\

king's butler and department heads from the previous accounping

'periods} These receipts formed part of the Prestita et

Remanencia (Prests and Remainder) of the preﬁioqs wardrobe
account.2 Farley's account does nof contain receipts of this
type.3' Entfies recording the receipt by the hands of the king's
butier note both the quaﬁtity and the value of wine. Gascon

wine is most frequently mentioned, but stores of Beaune,

o

Rhenish, Malmsey, Vernaccia, and Greek wine also occur.
‘Entries for receipts of stores remaining in household offices

%

generally cite only the value of "victuals" or "things" ~

41
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remaining from the former accounting period. Such is the case
for the poultry, the saucery, and, in Wakefield's account, the
larder. The latter office’is mentioned only by Wakefield,
apparently in plece of the kitchen. In addition to_"various
items", specific stores are listed es femaining in some
aepartments. VictuhAls remaining in the pantry, kitchen,
and bakery include é ain. The bakery aléo contains wood for
the furnace. @ Wax, spices, napery, lihen cloth, and canvas
form pert of the remainder cf the spicery. The hall and
cpamber ccntain wood, the scuilery wood and ccal, and the
marshalsea hay, oats, andbhainesses. Ale and cider remain in
the buttery; theyrconstitute the entire remeinder in Ypres'
account. An interesting point is that wines remaining in the
household are not said tc be in tﬁe.office of the buttery
(which was resconsible for serving the wine at meals), but
in the possession of the kihg's butley.
- Prests of money from the previous account are also
listed as foreign receipts.4 An entry in Gunthorpe's account
states that some £i65 for.purveyanceslremained in thevpossession
of sevefal unspecified household officers; the accounts of
Gunthorpe, Ypres, and Wakefield indicate that che butler
retained the unspent portion of the money he received for
purchasing wine.5 Such'sums'were‘unrealizea expenditures in
the previous accounting periods, and, in order to balance the
accounts, had been charged as prests against the persons | .
‘ atng )

concerned. When the individuals accounted in a succeeding
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account, the sums were regarded as receipts by the household.

Finally, Farl s Receépta Forinseca shows that £13,647 13s.10

1/2d., in the value of prests for war wages paid out, was
received from Henry de Walton, the former keeper.6 This sum,
additional to other prests for war wages recorded in the

Recepta Scaccarii, represents approximately two-thirds of

" Farley's entire foreign receipt.

The value of the increase of measure (incrementum

mensure) of grain appears in the Recepta Forinseca of all the

accounts, although income of this nature does not add materially

to the household's receipts. It originated from the household's
4

customary way of purchasing grain and beans; the household paid

for 20 quarters, but actually cdllected 21, the extra quarter

being the incrementum.7 Possibly, the incrementum derives

from the difference between the heapéd-measures used by the
household to buy grain and the levelied or stricken measures
employed for internal accounting.8 For example; in thé first
year Qf Wakefield's account; Edmund Tettesworth, sergeant of

the bakery and pdrveyor of grain, bought 1,393 quarters 3 bushels

of grain and beans. The incrementum amounted to 69 quarters

5 bushels, and at a value of 6s.11 1/44d. per quartei (plus
8 1/2d. to the total) the profit was £24 3s.11 1/2d. During

this year grain was also bought for the war, resulting in a

profit of some £8. The incrementum ranged from some £5 in

Farley's account to about_£47'in Gunthorpe's.
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The clerk of the market, who also served as the coroner
of the household, accounted to the keeper of the wardrobe for

the profits of the court of the marshalsea.9 These profits

‘are a regular source of the household's foreign receipﬁ,

although tﬁey do not appear in either Farley's or_Ypres'
accounts. In Farley's case, there were no profits, presumably
pecause of the‘unusual circumstances prevailing during his
keepership, in Epreé' because his account covers only half a
year. The profits of justicerwere divided into those resulting
from the pleas of the hall and those from the pléas of the. ’
market. They were valued, respecti?ely, at about £45 and £175
in Gunthbrpe's account, about £145 and £135 in Wakefield's,b
and about £25 and £15 in Beverley's.

profits resulting from the sale of prise wines by

the king"™s butler occur in the Recepta Forinseca of all the

accounts but Ypres'; this was due, perhaps, to the short
accounting period éf the latter. \The taking of prise wines
refers to the king's riéht to demand asla form of custbms tax
one cask of wine from ships carrying ten oOr more, and t&&
casks from ships carrying twenty or more.lO W%ne merchants
were paid nominal sums for wigﬁ.takgn; the accounts %pdicate
thét 15s. we paid for each cask of prise Gaséon winé taken
in the port of Bristol, pbut 20s. per cask in other English

ports.~ll In Farley's account £9.was received‘from the sale of

prise wines in Bristol, £111 from sales in other ports. It is

not certain w- ther these indicate gross or net receipts.
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Therc is more precision in the other accounts. In Gunthorpe's
the sale of 106 casks of prise wine in various English ports
realized £571 6s.8d. 'However, the costs of these Qxise wines,
amounting to £96 (40 casks were taken in Bristol and 66 in other
ports), are recorded in the Necéssaria, so that the actual
receipt was only £475 6s.8d. Gunthorpe records the gross
receipt; Wakefield and Beverley give the net recéipt, deducting
the purchase costslbefore listing the income. For instance, |
Beverley shows” that 32Acask5’taken in Bristol and 66 casks
taken élsewhere were sold for £444 8s.4d., yielding a profit
of £354 8s.4d. The sale of prise wines resulted in’ a profit
of almost £470 in Wakefield's account.

Farley's and Gunthorpe's accounts‘;ecord other sorts
of profit from the sale of wines. Thrée such items are entered
by Farley. The sale“of 24 casks of Gascon wine received by
the butler from Walper de Heywood, sheriff of Southampton,
yielded £72; 127 casks of white Gascon wine forfe :d at
Dartmouth were sold for £338 13s.4d., and 2 pipes of Rhenish

wine were sold for £8 14s.2d. However, the last two examples

are, partly book-keeping entries. The Necessaria12 states

that the 2 pipes of Rhenish wine had been purchased at £19 3s.
They were sold, presumably because they wére spoiled. There-
fore, there was a loss of £lb~88.10d., not a gain. Furthermore,

the Necessaria records that the household had paid the butler

£181 6s.8d. for 68 casks of white Gascon wine, pait of the

forfeite _onsignment mentioned above. Therefore, the
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household co;}ﬂ\ifflu( as a foreign recceipt the value of wine
sold to itself. The true receipt was £157 6s.8d. Gunthorpe
records that £213 8s.4d. was realized from the sale of 78 casks

1 pipe of Gascon wine which had spoiled. In reality, there

\

was no receipt since the Necessaria reveals that £259 17s.5

" 1/2d. was lost in selling the wine. The sale of deteriorated

stock also appears in the-accounts of Wakefield and Beverley,
but they eliminate cross-entries by giving a resumé of the
transaction and by recording'only the net loss in ﬁhe
Necessaria.

Although the sale of stores generally resulted in a
loss, two accounts record true feceipts. In Wakefield's .
account William de Humberstane, Junior, clelk of the spicery,
purchased spices in Cornwall valued at £83 ﬁs.7d. Thevaere
unused; and later spoiled. Neyertheless, ﬁhe spices were éold
fof a profit of £58 6s.1ld. Thomas de Bernolby; clerk of the
pantry and buttery, paid £39 17s.11 1/2d. for grain, wine
and ale, but he later sold these stores at a profit of
£10 8s.4d., for "the voyage of the Flemings across the sea™

(pro viagio Flemyngorum supra mare) .

Certain items which wergﬁformerly the fees of house-
hold officers were sold "for the “iﬂg’s work" in Ypres'

account and the revenues recorded .n the Recepta Forinseca.

Thus, 56s. was received from Thomas de Bernolby, clerk of the

buttery, for the sale of 39 empty wine casks and 6 empty wine

pipes, formerly the fees of the sergeants of that office. The
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éale of fat and "other things” from the kitchen and of old.
carts and harnesses from the avenery resulted in revenues of
over £5. It is not certain why the s;&e of these fees appears
only in Ypres' account; their absence from the other accounts
might suggest that the abolition of such fees was not permanent.

Nearly all fhe accounts record és foreign receipts the
Qalue of victuals received from royai servants, although only
in Farley's and Gunthorpe's does this add significantly to
the total foreign receipt. Farley shows that almost £1,200 in
Gascon wine was received from lord Roger Bromley, keeper of
the king's victuals in Honfleur, by the hands of John de
Stodey, the king's butler.' John de Middleton, keeper of‘the
king's victuals in Caiais, provided flour, oats (for hér;es),
and wine valued at slightly over 5325 during Edward's stay 1in
Calais. In Gunthorpe's“account 10 barrels of sélted eels from
Merke and Colne, valued at-just over £8, were receivéé from
Thomas de Brantingham; treasurer of Calais. For pﬁrveyances
‘of salmon from the Tweed, £118 6s. was received from the
collectors of customs and subs l.es in Newcastie—upon-Tyne.
The last entry illustrates the receipt of money from local
officials, transactions which normally went througﬁ the
exéhequer.l3 Presumably, the drawing upon local qfficiais did
not ¢ ‘ginate witﬁ the exchequer, so that the transaction

would not ‘be entered in the Recepta Scaccarii. In Ypres'

account William de Gunthorpe, treasurer of Calais, provided 10

parrels of salted eels valued at slightly over £6; Nicholas de
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Louthe, the receiver of Edward's money in the county of
ponthieu, provided one parrel of oil from nuts, purchqsed in
France, valued at 60s. The latter also provided 10 salted
deer and 24 salt: boars and wild sows "without price” (%lﬂg
precio) . This term means that they cost the household no
money.14 Also listed as 5}?§“B£E5lé is the verjuice or wine
vinegar received by the houseﬁold ffom royal vineyards and
gérdens. Ypres', Wakefield's, and BeverleyVS‘aécounts show'
that verjuice from the vineyard in Windsor Ccastle was received
from Adam de Heftyngdon, clerk of the king's works.15 He
provided 4 pipes 1in ypres' account, 8 pipes (each pipe contain-
ing IOOIgalions) in Wakefield's, and—S casks in Beverley's.
Similarly, wWakefield records that Robert vipour, king's

gard- er, provided 224 gallons of verjuice from the gardens

of Eltham, Rotherhithe, and Sheen. Tﬁe accounts do ndt say
what use was made of the verjuice although it 1is possibleﬁto
make some suggestions. Verjuice may have been used as a food
persefvative; it seems definiﬁeiy to have been used in the
making of éauces since it was‘receivéd into the household in

Beverley's account by Robert Certesey, sergeant of the saucery.

~ The Recepta Forinseca of Farley's and Ypres' accounts
iraludes the amount of the restitution made by persons losing

pieces of plate. This restitution took the form of "selling”

the plate to the person who lost 1it. The Vessellamenta
(Plate) of both accounts note the"Iosses.l7 Farley records

an income of this type of just over 142 from five persons,

A
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ranging from the £36 16s.8d. paid by Walter de Conton, sergeant
of the scullery, for silver plates, to the 7s.11d. paid by

Robert Chivall,

eoman of the king's "secret tamily"

0
Vo)

(secreta familiaf, for 5 silver spoons. Ypres shows that over

:13 was received from 6 men. ‘However, in this account most of
the money had not been received by the end of the accounting

period because 5 of the men were charged with prests in the

Prestita et Remanencia for the value of the plate lost.

Other foreign receipts coﬁéerning plate are found iﬁ
Gunthorpe s and Ypres' accounts. The former records as a
receipt the valu; of the plate recovered by John de la Lee,
the steward, from that stolen by Peter Say. The latter was
hanged for his crime. The stolen plate, belonging ﬁo both
Edward and Philippa, weighed £12 2s.11 1/2d. by goldsmiths'
weiéht, but the value of the 44 pieces of broken silver
recovered, that 1s, the receipt, was‘only £11 14s.9 1/24d.
Since the inventory of plate makes no mention of it, the theft
presumably took place éﬁrlng some previous accountlng period.
Gunthorpe also lists as a receipt the sum of £99 l4s. 4 1/24.,
"realized from the sale to Thomas de Hassey, king's goldsmith,
of plate weighing £76 14s. 1/2d. The inventory of plate notes
which items were sold. The value of plate purchased from the
executors of the testament of Thomas Cheyne is listed as é
receipt by Ypreii ~» - = ate weighed £145 14s.11d., resulting

in a receipt of - ... .. d. Hc ~ver, the cost of buying

this plate is founc .ng ‘e se. =28 under the heading
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Money obtained from Richard de Ravenser, the receiver
of queen Philippa's revenues, adds considerably to the foreign
rcceipt.of Gunthorpe's and Ypres' accounts. Ravenser paid
£10 per day into the kiné's wardrobe to cover the expenses
of the queen's household during the)period (1362. to 1369) in
which her establishment was ihcorporated with.her husband's.19
Gunthorpe's aécount has nine such payments made by 1indented
acquittances totalling £3,650, one-third of fhe foreign receipt.
Ypres records_only o&e payment of £1,350, which.repgesents
élmost one—quérter df the entire foreign receipt.

Three accounts record miscellaneous, yet impdrtant,
sources of foreign receipt. Farley shows that almost £5,000,
or about onequarter of the foreign feceipt, resulted from |
ransoms and»profits on exchange of currencies. Almos£:£3,000
was received in ransoms. About £950 came from the ransom of
the duchy of Burgundy by tﬁe hands of William Graunson,
banneret; £2,000; in the form of 12,000.crowﬁs Philipp', came
from the burgesses of the city of Paris by the hands of Thomas

20

Beauchamp, earl of Warwick. The remainder derived from the

ransoms of two churches in France, of which only one is

identified. The Recepta Forinseca says that 200 fleeces,

valued at £40, were received by the hands of lord Thomas de
Dalé from the ransom of the church of Vescy ii. Rheims. The
household had not obtained this money by the end of the account-

ing period, since it was charged as a prest against Dale.21



‘receipt is that occurring from time to time. The most

e

The profits from the exchange of currencies added almost £ 2,000
to the household's coffers. For example, 20,347 nobles 1
farthing of gold were received at 6s.8d. each and sold at 9s.
‘apiece, resulting in a total profit of £1,356 9s.8d4. Over £90
originated from the money received and paid during Edward's
presence at Calais for ‘the peace negotiations.

Weil over one-quarter of Gunthorpé“s foreign receipt
came from Henry de Snaith, the clerk of the great wardrobe.
William de Humberstane, clerk of the spicery, received almost
£2,390 from Snaith in the value of wax, napery, linen clot'y,
canvas, sﬁicés, and "other things". Gunthorpe's is the only
account to list this type of receipt. Finally, Beverley's
account shows that some £1,450, well over one-third cf the
foreign receipt, was obtaiﬁed from Philip la Vache, the
rédeiver dward's chamber, against the expenses of Edward's

funeral.

In summary, the Recepta Forinseca records that poftion

of the household's income which did not originate from the
exchequer. The foreign receipt is of three types. First,

there are those revénues appeaying regularly; the most important
sum is the value of the stores and prests of money remaining

in the household ffbm the previous account. Other revenue:

of this sort include profits from the sale of prise wines,

receipts of victuals, the incrementum mensure, and the revenues

4

from the clerk of the market. The second type of fofeign
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‘significant is the daily sum of £10 paid to the wardrobe by
the queen's rece}ver in 1362-69. Restitution by household
members for plate lost by them is found in several accounts,
although this income is slight. The sale of deteriorated
stores occasionally resulted in a profit. Finally, there are
those sources of incbme unique to one account; these inélude
the value 6f plaﬁe bought and sold. Most important, however,
is the value of ransoms and profits.of exchange of currencies
in Farley's acéount, the value of stores received from the ﬁ
great wardrbbe‘in Gunthorpe's account, and the money received
from the‘chamber for Edwafd's funeral in Beverley's account.

These sources of money added considefably to the foreign

receipt in their respective accounts.

«



FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER II

‘lonhe totals are: Farley - ‘120,743 16s. 3/4d.;
Gunthorpe - £10,688 17s. 1/2d4.; Ypres - £5,903 3s.10 1/24.;
Wakefield - £6,490 13s.4 1/4d.; and Beverley - £3,643 6s.5
3/4d. The titulus of Wakefield"s account covers two years,
but some of the receipt, such as the incrementum mensure, the
sale of prise wines, and revenues of the pleas of the hall
" and market, is recorded on a yearly basis, presumably because
the person from whom the household received the money had to
account every year. ‘

/ > : ‘
See pp. 249-50.

3The approximate values of such receipts are: Gunthorpe
- £1,630; Ypres — £2,460; Wakefield - £3,840; and Beverley -
£1,800. Of these sums, the value of the wine in the butler's
possession and the victuals in the spicery and the kitchen
(larder in Wakefield's account) makes up some three-fourths of
the total value of the remainder.

45ce p. 249.

5They amount to about £l,560,:£1,850, and £1,730
respectively. :

6The enrollment of Walton's.account (P.R.O. E -361/4/3)
states that Farley was charged with a prest totalling £13,753
9 1/4d., in the value of war wages, as well as "in the value
of various victuals and other things remaining in the offices
of the said household [and remaining] in the ships of the
various offices". There is no explanation of what happened .
to the remaining £105 5s.10 3/4d., which perhaps represents
the value of stores. Nevertheless, the enrollment states
that Farley accounted to the exchequer for the entire amount.

szhnson; "Wardrobe of Edward 1", p. 80.

8Labarge, Baronial.Household, p- 73, and William Bray,
"an Account of the Obsolete Office of Purveyor to the King's
Household", Archaeologia, vol. VIII (1787), p. 339. :

9%%or this court and the clerk of the market, see
PP- 295-96. ‘

53
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lOLabarge, Baronial Househeold, p. 108. The king's
rights of prisage also included the taking of hawks and falcons
(see pp. 133-34).

llTh'e'Elemosina and the Necessaria reveal that the
market value of a cask of Gascon wine was £5 6s.9d. in Farley's
account, £6 7d. in Gunthorpe's, £5 ls.6&d. in Ypres', £8 8s.2 1l/d.
and £8 10s.6d. in the two years of Wakefield's, and £5 19s.24.
in Beverley's.

125ce pp. 143-44.

135 gimilar item is found in Wakefield's account where
£36 13s.4d. was received from William de Gunthorpe, treasurer
of Calais, by the hands of Thomas de Spigurnell, against the
purchase, 'in Calais, of horses for the king's use.

14 . . / . . .
Items sine preclio were possibly listed as receipts
(as opposed to gifts of victuals which were not) because they
were subject to account and probably had been delivered into
the household by indenture. Gifts and items sine precio were
not included among the daily expenditures of the household
offices, but the gquantities of such commodities consumed. were
recorded in the margins of the preliminary rolls of the »
Hospicium expenses (see Johnson, "Wardrobe and Household", p.
219). However, Beverley's Hospicium expenses record the -
consumption of verjuice sine precio (see p. 88 n. 8).

: 1550e p. 56. Presumably his duties as clerk of the king's
works were performed by a deputy because Wakefield's Recepta
~Scaccarii describes him as one of the chamberlains of the lower

‘exchequer (see p. 21).

16See also p. 88 n. 8.

17See p. 265.

18See Chépter VI.
19See p. 75.

20For this ransom, see Joshua Barnes; A History of
King Edward III (Cambridge, 1688), p. 592. .This £2,000 was
apparently retained by the earl as part of his wages. He and
his retinue earned regular war wages of £3,929 12s.8d4., plus
an additional £2,169 13s.6d. when the earl was the king's
lieutenant in Normandy (see p. 232). The Recepta Scaccarii
reveals that the earl received a total of 22,454 13s.6 1/2d.
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The Debita per Billas contains debts owing to him of £1,475
18s.5 1/2d. and £169 13s.6d. The money actually given the
earl and the first debt equal, within a pound, his regular war
wages. The second debt appears to be money owed from the
earl's wages as king's licutenant in Normandy.

21See p. 255.



The accéunts

CHAPTER III
DEBITA

of Farley, Gunthorpe, and Beverley

contain a final titulus of receipts, the Debita (Debts).

A debt was an unpaid
. up his last account,

hold at that time to

a personal liability.l

the exchequer, which

expense. When a retiring keeper drew
he listed the debts owed by the houSe—
avoid being charged with them later as
These debts were then taken over by

eventually paid them. Since the house~

hold was thus relieved of the responsibility for them, the

amounts owing were considered as receipts from the exchequer.

" Although.Gunthorpe's is not a final account, it does

contain one debt entered under the heading Debita per Billam

(Debts by Bill) at the end of the Recepta Forinseca. Adam de

Hertyngdon, clerk of
owed £40. No reason

not appear elsewhere

states that the debt‘

January 1369. Since

the king'$ works at Windsor Castle,3 was
is giveh for the debt; Hertyngdon does
in the account. A marginal notaﬁion
was paid at the lower exchequer oﬂ 18

its inclusion is a departure from normal

practice, it may have been recorded by an exchequer auditor.

Ypres' account, the control book for the missing final

account of Brantingham's keepership, contains no Debita.

Presumably all debts

4

héd been settled when it was drawn up.

However, Farley's and Beverley's accounts were final ones and

56
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both contain debts.

Farley's account divides debts into three categories -

Debita per Billas (Debts by Bills), Debita sine Billis (Debts

without Bills), and Debita per Tallias (Debts by Tallies). A

debt without a bill appears to have been one contracted for

special causes without the authorization normally required.4
The total debt in Farley's account is a very large

amount, £31,431 125.7d.‘ Of this, £30,386 17s.7 3/4d. is found

in the Debita per Billas. The debts by bills, of which some

330 are recorded, in the majority of cases were for very
sizeable amounts, such as the £5,749 léd.5 owed to the prince
of Wales, but there were some small ones, such as the 4s.8d,
owed Serlonus de Garderoba.

All the debts by bil%s were owed to named individuals
with but 5 exceptions.‘ These latter individuals were office

holders, such as the constable of Léngley, who was owed 27s.,

and the tithingman (bursaldrus)6 of Pilleston, who was owed

<

26s.8d.

Despite the name, three debts in the Debita per Billas

were owed per litteram amicis. Lord Edmund de .Cornewaylle was

owed £14 10s.6d., lord Roger de Brumlegh £39 8s. 3/4d., and
John Landels £133 9s.10d. These men appear nowhere else in the
account. Presumably the bills authorizing'the'expenses were

not sufficient and so the debts were attested by the keeper

per litteram amicis.7



"the sam- as his war wages, John

58
The reason for a debt can be determined in one instance

A
only. Thomas Broun, was owed by bill £4 7s.8d. for victuals.

Originally the debt had been listed in the Debita per Tallias,
where it‘is stated that the money was for meat, but this entry
had been cancelled.with a marginal‘explanation that Broun
"had a bill by the hands of Richard de Acton", who was a yeoman
of the offices.8 |

Deepite the lack of exnlanation, it is possible to

suggest why some of the debts in the Debita per Billas had

been contracted. Simon Barnet was owed 18s. for his robes

.,\x

and footwear, and this sum washllsﬁf ‘m"ng to him by bill.
The debt of £57 given as ow1ng %o A- léi;n, knlght is

: ‘fages %g peace amounted
to £8 1lls., the same as the debt acknowhgdged a§“0w1ng to him.

It is unlikely that anything,else was owing to Heton or

Basset since‘neithef was a household member nor do tr~y appear

elsewhere in the account. Edmund Rose waS»owed‘£406 11 3/44.

for war wages "in the Vadla Guerre. The keeper acknowledged a

debt to_him of £446 9s.11d. The additional £40 7s seems to
have been spent by Rose for purchasing articles of clothing and

other things.9 A debt of £34 16s:8d. owed the queen by bill

can only be’a matter for speculatlon.

Generally, the amounts shown as owing to 1nd1v1duals in
the expenses do not balance with those listed in the debts.
John Asphull, a houéehold servant, is shown in the expenses to

*

be owed 18s. for robes and £6 16s.6d4. for war wages. In the
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Recepta Scaccarii he received £5. The Debita per Billas shows

that a debt of £5 5s.2d. was acknowledged as owing to him,
some 2 10s. more than expected. Asphull may have been owed
something, such as for wages, from the previous account.

The Debita per Billas reveals that the exchequer

eventually settled Farley's debts. A number are cancelled
with® marginal notations explaining that they had been paid at
the exchequer.' The dates of these payments range from 8‘July
1362 to 17 October 1369, although several are dated only 43
Edward III (25 January 1369 to 24 Januéf} 13705. Debts, as is
well known, could remain outstanding for years. For example,
the money owed the qu;en was paid on 12 June 1363. The value
6f the debts canceiled ranges from the £5,563 Ss.7d; paid
Henry of Grosmont; duke of Lancaster, to-the 40s. paid Richard
‘?nglissh (or Enélisse). Almost-£12,520 in debts a?e cancelled.
Most of this money waé received by English warriors, such as
'h1e duke of Lancaster, whose claims for war wages had not been
settled when Fafley rendered his account. A few creditors,
_such as Englissh, do not appear elsewhere in the account.

The debts cancelled in the Debita per Billas are

Summarizedeithout any dates on an untitled folio at the end
of the debts. A number of discrepancies; however, exist between
the cancellations on this folio, which total some £l2,,830,lO

and those in the Debita per Billas, which, as has been seen,

total approximately £12,520. For example, the Debita per

Billas records a debt to John de Winwick, former keeper of the

-
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. 11 ‘ . .
privy seal, of £345 19s.2d. A marginal note explains‘that
£28 13s.4d. of this debt was paid on 27 October 1363; the
remainder was certified in the chancery on 12 April 1364 by

a writ of the great seal. The summary shows the entire debt

Y

as paid.A R

e

The second titulus of debts in Farley's acfount is

d .
the Debita sine Billis. A total of £917 3d. was owed to 124

persons. The -alue of the debts range from £176 4s. owed

iord de Gonny to the 20s. owed Master Richard Chag}es, the
queen's butler.12 Of the men named in' the titﬁlus, only 22 are
found elsewhere in the account. Four of these were household
servants. For example, Thoﬁas Bray'gppeérs only in the Feoda
et Robe, where he received an allowance fof robes and footwear
of 18s. However, the debt owed him was £4 12s.10d. Possibly,
Bray was owed money: for his robes and footwear and for wages.
Such may also be the .case for Johﬁ Bonde, a yeoman of the office.
‘Bonde was entit’ed to robes and footwear valued at 18s. and war

wages of £6 7s.4d.  He received £6 5s.4d.

the exch?quer.
A John Bonde figures in each of th ituli of debts. Bonde
was owed £ 4 léd. by a bill, a debt cancelled on 14“October 1364. .
He was 6wed'the same sum without a bill. This debt was
certified on 3 quembéf 1365 by a writ of the privy seal at
the lower excheguef. Lastly, Bonde was owed 20d4. by a tally
for the office ofithe poultry. If all these entries refer to

the same man, then Bonde alone is listed in each of the tituli

of debts.13 Brbuh, mentioned earlier, is the only‘verifiable
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name entered in more than one titulus of debts.
The remaining 18 individuals who can be identified in

v .
the expenses of the account are all cortinental mercenaries

who also appear in the Vadia Guerre, such as lord de Gonny,
m¢ 'tioned above, who had earned £286 4s. in war wages. Lord
walrandus van Rode had his debt for £10 12s. certified at the

lower exchequer on 8 December 1376.

Of\the remaining 102 ‘en in the Debita sine Biliis,
96 were owed the sum of £4 16d. Despite the name of the section,
two such debts werec %y bills. The sum seems toO represent, -om
v the frequency of its occurrence, a fixed payment that cannot

be identified. With the eneeption of John Bonde, no person

owed this sum in the Debita sine Billis is found elsewhere in

“ithe account. Sums of £4 16d. also occur in the Debita per

Billas and the Recepta’Scaccarii. John Broun, for examp. .

who appears in the Vadla Guerre, recelved two such payment.

5 from the exchequer.1>Ralph Chaundel recelved £4 16d4. from the

: 13‘
‘\a., 7

exchequer aga;nst the nfflce »f the saucery"” he is not found

elsewhere 1nﬁfhe

14#“

accoupt. A£1de from Bonde, only one household

ﬂservant elther recei Lox . was owed £4 16d.; Peter Coser,

mlnlgtrel, earned both ﬁar wages and wages'of peace. He was

Y

ol

-owed sums o£~£4,15d. and £6 105. by bills.

- s.} . e
RN :

vvvvvv

’ v’l “Y:

‘mﬁeb;ta'perQTaflias (Debts by Tallies). The debts include ones

oo I L8

_;foc grain, ale, -and meat, and for the offlces of the poultry

3 and scullery' ﬂhet is, the sums arose because of purchases made

—ar
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by and for the household. Each categbry includes at léast one
person owed several sums; there is no exaﬂgle‘of an individual
listed in more than one category. Most debts by tallies were
‘owed to officials of various places, such as constables,
wardens, and tithingmen. This is the only titulus which
records debts to women. The titulus lists 230 debts totalling
£127 14s.8 1/2d., ranging from the 4d.owed th. tithingman of

Chilham to the £9 13s.4d. owed Peter Tidde.

There were 34 debts for grain, mostly to town officials;

they range from the l4s.2d. owed the constable of Nevendon to
the 113s.4d. due.to the chamberlain of Middleton. Only named
individuals wergVOwed money for ale. The value ~ 26 débts
for ale range from 4s.4d. owed several persons - > the 22s.2d.
6wed John Tarriere. The latter was also owed 1. .6 ~ 2d. One
women, Matiida P~rsonn, was owed 45.7 1/2d4. for éle. Nearly
all 24 debts fc mezt were owed to named individuals. Debts
ranged from the 2s. owed Henry Fode to the £9 l3s.4d.'qwed
Peter Tidde. One item pertaining to‘Meét was craséed out;

Thomas Broun's debt had been transferred to the Debita per

Billas.14 Most of the 143 debts for the office of the poultry
-were owed to local officials. . They range between 4d4. owed the

'tlthlggmaﬂ_bf thlham and the 18s.1d. owed the constable of

John BondeL dlscussed earller,ls was owed 20d <There

~,

are 3 debts £or the offlce of the scullery,\wllllam Bonette

Monkton,th
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Aside from Thomas Broun, whose debt was transferred to
another section, the only person owed a debt by tal to appear
elsewhere in the account is John Bonde. I1f all references
refér tolﬁhe_same person, then his would be the only example
of a houéehold purchase from a household servant. Although
this 1s not ;ppossible, perhaps this Bonde is not the same

iﬁdividualﬁappearing elsewhere.
A‘\‘ ad hy 3 - ‘.\ \
24 4 o . . . . <
}Cﬁ. Beverley's is the third account with a list of debts.

Thedgggg;us covers a folio apd a hélf and is entitled Debentur

.diversis creditoribus (Debts;to Various Creditors); the first

folio adds de civitate Lopndon' et patria (from the City of

London and CountrySide).@ Debts to private individuals,

“including women, are«listed in the first folio; the second

vl
r

includes only those to household members. A total of £1,805

18s.6 1/2d. was owed 105 persons.
Debts totalling £1,154 17s.2d. are recorded to 76
i~ N

non-household personnel. They ra: “rom the 4s.1d. owed

Roger Cheldewell to the £264 14s.5d. owed Adam Carlill.

Beverley does pot'state by what instrumentsAdebgé were owing,
but, in a manner ‘similar to Farley's debts by tallies] money was
owed for alé or fish, or for the offiées of thefsgicéry, kitchen,

poultry, scullery, hall and chamber, or étable. Only two

- sections, dealing with debts for ale, record money owed to

S

persons from outside London. g
Debts for ale are listed for 34 .Londoners; they range

from the 9s.3d. owed 7 persons to the £122 8s.6d. owed Thomas
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Godsire. Two other sections record debts for ale to persons
from outside London. The first section, entitled "Wycombe
for ale", records debts to 6 men, ranging from tﬁe 13s.10d.
- owed Stephen Safferon to the 47s.2d. owe? John eky. Debts
to Walter Sangehurse, Johnh Faxland, ari Hen: - Cok, totalling
lls.le., are re. orded in a section en. "Windsor,

wandesworth, and Bernelines for ale”. This section is‘crossed

out with the marginal explanation: "because it was paid by
Beverley". | |

;\\ Six debts are recorded for the bffice of the spicery,
rahgin&\{fom the £4 12s.6d. owed William de Wadesworth td the
£264 145.Sd. owed Adam Carlill. In addition, John Pope and
John Cémpioh (or apyon) , qerﬁﬂjointly.owed £149 7s.74d.
Althou_ : they were»not househoIﬁ members, several individuals
owed money for spicery expenses are- mentioned in item; of
expenses pertaining to Edward's funeral. Thus, .Pope and
Campiori,16 chandelers of London, are noted in the Elemosina
(Alms),l7 where t  received payment for a hearse”Q92cted
around Edward's corpse in St. Paul's Cathedral. Roger Chapnde{er,i

owed £27 5s.8d. for the spicery, is also recorded in thefw)

ElemoSina,18 where he received payment'for preserving the king's

bo. from putrefaction. Apparently, Pope,lCampiOn} and
Craundeler performed other services for the household, or

w:re owed for matérialslpurchased from them, since the debts
listed exceed tﬁe money due them. The sum owed Wadesworth may

represent an unpaid balance for medicines purchased from him
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. L 19
during the king's illness.
Money was owed 13 persons for the kitchen. Alice atte

Cornere was owed 1l7s., the bailiff of Westminster g£51 6s.

" An exchequer notation in the margin states that the latter

debt had been cancelledv"because it was satisfied by the abbot
of Westminster in 2 Richarq II". Only one other debt in the
titulus is noted as paid, g:t;as mentioned below, several
others were certified. It is unclear why exchequeg notations

were made for only a\few debts, but it does not necessarily

1nd1cate that the other debts remalned outstanding. Five

debts are llsted for the poultry; they range from the 29s.6d.

owed William London to the £42 4d. owed William Cappe. Only
two persons were owed debts for the scullery Margaret de
Ken; 42s.4d. and Robert Russe 6ls.7 1/24.

Three personé, William Shrimpulmerssh, John Hasshurst,
and John Prentys{wefe owed a total of £10 3s. for the hall amsl
chamber. There were 6 debts for the stable, ranglng from the @

4s.1d. owed Roger Cheldewell to the £7 5s.5d. owed John Herberd.

'Finally, William Coles was owed £13 4s. and £4 18s.6d. for

s

sea fish.
The final folio of debts in Beverley's account contains
sums owed household'personnel. These are divided into two

sections. The first section is entitled Debentur dlver51s

officiariis hospicii ad satisfaciendum toti patrie (Debts.to

Various Household Officers for Satlsfylng the Entire Country)

Three debts are entered: Rlchard Fode, baker, was owed £22 16
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Wl/2d.; Robert Mackeney, purveyor, £431 11s.3d.; and William
Brantyngham, avener,20 £49 2s.7 1/2d. The sums may refer to
purveyances and goods purchased. A marginal note states that
the names and sums were contained in three indentures, and
were certified in the office of the privy seal by writs
enrolled in the memoranda rolls of 3 Richard II. A marginal
note referrlng solely to Brantyngham says that the debt was
certified in the chancery by a wr1t of the great seal enrolled
in the memoranda rolls of 3 Richard IT. sy

v : R
_The second section is entitled Debentur diversis

CAba,
X

creditoribus pro feodis vadijs et robis (Debts- to Various -

_Creditors for Fees, Wages and Robes). A total of £104 19s.5
1/24. 1is recorded for 26 people, ranglng from the 18s. owed
John Burton to the £13 16s.8d. owed Master Adam Leche. Most

names occur inthe Feoda et Robe, but those wl’uch do not mclude that of

John Wilton, mlnstrel wha was owed 38s. 1 l/2d. In half
of the items, the sum owed is equal to that llsted in the

Feoda et Robe, as is the case for Burton mentioned above, and

for Rlchard Stury who received fees and robes totalling
£8 135.4d. Stury's debt; was cancelled because it was paid in

2 Richard II. In’some instances, the debts acknowledged as

owing were larger than the sums listed in the Feoda et Robe.

Such is the case for Stephen de Hadle, a yeoman of the household,
:hwho received robes an&ﬁfootwear worth 18s. However, the sum
of £12 4s. lld. is llsted?as ow1ng/to hlm. This may well be an

a
unpald portion of the sum paid Hadle*in the Elem051na for

N a ~
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expenses incurred by him during the preparation of Edward's
body prlor to the funeral.21 A marginal note says that his
debt was certified in the chancery by a writ of the great
seal in 7 Richard II.

Id conclusion, debts acknowledged at the end of a
keepership were amounts owed by the household but,because
the exchequer assumed responsiblllty for their payment the
wardrobe viewed them as recelpts. Marginal notations made by
exchequer clerks indicate that the excheuger was, in fact,
settling debts years after the accounts had been rendered by
the wardrobe keeper. JIn Farley's account, debts Dby bills‘and
without hills could apparently'represent sums owing for robes
and footwear; for war wages, wages of peace, or regular
household wages; Or for articles purveyed by the household.

. Debts by tallies, on the other hand, seem to be amounts owing
for 1tems purchased or purveyed. ”Beverley's debts to non-
household members are similar to Farley's debts by tallles.
They reveal that debts could be not only for goods§é£ materlals_
purchased but also for services rendered. Flnally, Beverley s
"' 1ist of debts owed household servants takes two forms. The

- debts owed the three household officers "for satisfying the
whole country" appear to be money oued for purveyances or’
purchases for the household . Although the second_sectiqh
heading says that the sums were for fees, wages; and robes,

the particular debt to Stephen de'Hadle was apparently a
‘portion of the expenses which he incurred while making arrange-

ments for Edward's funeral.

A



FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER III

lsee pp. 299-300.

2Tout seems not to have fully understnod this practice.
He excludes Farley's and Gunthorpe's Debita f.om the household's
total revenues, but includes Beverley's as part of the Recepta
Forinseca (Chapters, VI, pp. 90-95; see also Tables VI, VII,

and X, pp. 310, 3771, 314).

3See pp. 48, 54 n. 15.

4

Steel, Receipt of the Exchequer, p. 380.

5The sum of £6,749 1s.6d. given by Albert E. Prince
("The Payment of Army Wages in Edward III's Reign", Speculum,
vol. XIX (1944), p. 154 n. 1) is incorrect.

6See borga th Ronald E. Latham, ed. , Revised Medieval
Latln Word-List from British and Irish Sources. {London, British
Academy, 1965), p. 53)‘ :

7See pp. 26-27, 38 n. éz. : ;gjf'

8For tallies and bills, see pp. 297-98.

9See pp. 141, 236.

' lOThe sums of £10,555 6s.10d. [the account reads
£10,555 10s.10d.] glven by Tout, Chapters, IV, p. 144, is a
partial sum only."

— -
I

llSee‘ p- 119 n. 23.

125ce p. 251. o _ r

13See-p. 63.

14Seefp. 58. ' o

15See pPp. 60, 61.
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16While the latter is called William in the Elemosina,
he is most likely the same man. Errors in first names, on
the whole uncommon, do occur in the accounts.

AR Vsee p. 112.
18See p. 109.
19

See pp. 132-33.

.

'20For the @Pties of the ‘avener, see pp. 292-93.

2lsee pp. 109-110.



CHAPTER IV
HOSPICIUM EXPENSES

The first section of expenses in the wardrobe books
is that of the Hospicium (Househbld), although no title 1is
given to them in any of the accounts.l Hére are recorded the
daily costs of feeding_and housing ﬁhe cour£,2 as well as,
upon occasion,'sqme extraordinary expenditures incurred because
of a military campaign or because‘of Edward's funeral. The
Hospicium expenses are recorded on a daily basis, andLeach
day's exéenditurg is entered in eleven categories - pantry,
butfery, wardrobe, kitchen, poultry, scu;lery, saucery, hall"
and‘chamber, stable, wages, and alms}3»_No details are given;4
only the total expenditure under each categéry and the total.
daily expensé are recorded. These daily sums record the values
of victuals and stores actually consumed (and other expenses .
actually incuﬁafd) on .that déy:\Fegardless of.when such’

dommodities were obtained. Each .side of the folios of the

Hospicium expenses records one week's expenses, unless the

5

account begins or ends so as to make this impossible. The

total weekly expense is recorded at the bottom, while every
four weeks the tdtal monthly expense is also recorded. The
only exception is Ypres' counterroll which records no sub%

tdtals or totals.

1
- <

‘.
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Because of the nature of tﬁe«HosEicium expenses, a
detailed analysis of them is,hot possible. However, somé
general comments can be made on the total daily expenditure,
and, -later, on;the eleven categories of expenses. |

The Hospicium expenses constitute the largeéf single
type of expen@iture in the wardrobe bookg; @ith the exception
of Farley's. Generally, the Hospicium exbenses comprise more
than half of thé total expeﬁditure made in the household.'6

The total Hosgicium expense recorded in Farley's
account is £8,554 6s. 1/2d., fluctuating from the £§ 1d. on .1
July 1360 to the £217 17s.3 1/4d. on 13 October 1360. The
avefage .for the 344 days (1360 was a leap yéar) covered in
this titulus is just over §24 17s.4d.

The wardrobe books normally indicate the daily location
.of the household, although the king was often absent from thé
household, being technicaily "out of court". Farley's account
‘deviates from this practice, owing perhaps to the unusual”
conditions prevailing during his keépership,"conditions'which
are discussed later. It is'very likely that the wardrbbe
Cierks”were unable to ascerta{n the exact positionAof the
household while EdWard»was on campaign. S

2 The total Hbsgicium expense in GunfLﬂrpé's accbunt
amounts to £i7,545 4s.lOd., ranging from the loQ of £27 65;
1/2d. on Good Friday 1366 to the high of £255 4s.lOd. on

Christmas Day. This account covers an entire year (365 days)

with an approximate daily average of £48 1s.4”1/2d. The



household was stationed at Windsor fromvl\Februa?Y

L )
t Clerken- ”
.4

24 July; at Havering from 25 July to,{ﬁ\geétembﬁq;

well on 11 September; and at Windsor from 12 September until

N
\

31 January 1367.
Ypres' Hospicium expenses total £4,345 2s.7 1/24.,
‘ranging from the £19 7s.4d. on Good Friday 1369 to the £136 19s.5
1/24. on St. George'é Day. The account, covering 136 days,
hgs an avérage daily expenditure of a}most £31 19s. The house-
hold waslé£é£ioﬁed at Windsor for the duratioﬁ of the period of
account,/ | “
. c , :
~ The tQtal Hospicium expenditure for the 365 days (1372
was 5 leap year) of the first year of Wakefield's account is

£13,876 2s.3 1/2d.; the daily average amounted to some £37 18s.3d.

<,

The daijly total variés from a low of £17 5s.6d. on 31 January

1372 to a high of £184 11s.1d. on St. George's Day. Dt -ing

Wakefiel@'s first year, the‘qusehOld reéided»at Henley from
28 June 1371 to 6 July; at Windsor from 7 July tolll August;A
at Takeham on 12 August; at Marlborough from 13 August to 15
September; at Windsor from 16 September to 28 November; at
Eltham from 29 November 1371 to 17 Apri1v1372;rand at Windsor'
from 18 April to 27 June. , | |

A total of £13,747 1lls.7d. was spent. by the household
in the second'yeaf of Wakefield's acéount7 averaging éome
£37 l3s.3 l/2d; per day. There is variation from a low of

£21 18s.9d. on 7 December 1372 to a high of £236 14s.3 1/2d.

on Christmas Day. In this second year, the household was at
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Windsor from 28 June 1372 to 31 July; at Eltham from 1 to 11
August; at Gravesend on 12 and 13 August; at Leeds on 14, 15,
and 16 August; at Godmersham on 17 August; at Preston from 18
to 26 August; on shipboard from 27 August to 14 October;7 at
Sheen from 15 Octobér to 7 November; at Windsor from 8 November
to 4 Décember; at Sheen from 5 to li December; at Eltham from
12 December 1372 to 29 January 1373; ét Sheen from 30 January
to 26 March; at Langley from 27 March to 20 April, and
at Windsor from 21 Aégil to 27 June,‘the end of the accounting
period. |

.Beverley's account covers 244 days, at a daily average
of some i37 1s.6 1/2d., for a total Hospicium expense of
£9,046 18s.4 l/2d.8 - The loweét amount 1is £9 14s.4 1/2d4. oo
15 July 1377, the highest £566 5s.5d. on 5 July, the day ~
Edward's funeral. Both of these sums are found after Edward'..
deafh,which took place on 21 June. The lowest and hignest:
expenses in this adcount while Edward was alive are the
£18 2s.4d. on 19 June and the £293 20d. on the feast of St.
George. The household was‘stationed at Windsor from 25 .

November 1376 to 27 June 1377; at Sheen from 28 June to 2

July; at St. Paul's on 3 July; at Westminster from 4 to 8

July; and at Bernelines from 9 to 26 July, the last day of
the account. ’

A .comparison of the daily average Hospicium expenditures
(see Table ;) reveals that Farley's expenses are far lower

than those in the othér accounts. The reasons for this are



HOSPICIUM EXPENSES

TABLE I
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Daily Averége sTotal
Farley £24 i?s.4d. £8,554 Ss. 1/24d.
Gunthorpe £48 1s.4 1/2d. £17,545 4s.104.
Ypres £31 l9s.‘ £4,354 2s.7 1/2d.
Wakefield £37 18s.3d. £13,876 2s.3 1/2d.
(year 1) i
Wakefield suy,. - £37 13s.3 1/24. £13,747 1ls.74.
(year 2) "%&» | L
‘ £37 1s.6 1/2d.,  £9,046 18s.4 1/24.

Beverley

1



75
r:‘discussed-below.g The daily averages in Qakefield's and .
Beverley's eccounts are very similar in value; Gunthorpe |
averagc. some ﬁlonhigher. This higher sum arises from the
fact that Philippa's household had been attached te that of-
the king.lo The dally expense in the queen's establishment
scems tqjhave been flO, 2 flgure based on the sum paid each
day by her receiver into the king's household. Phlllppa s
household w&s off1c1ally attached to that of the king from.

Y

1 September 1362 to September 1368, but actually cpntlnued 1n_

......

—

a subordlnate position right up to the trme of her death on

15 Augus£/l369. Ypres' account 'is within this period, and
records'payments made by the‘queeﬁ's%receiver into the king's
wardrqbe;ll as Qell as the fees, robes,_and footwear allowances
made to her servants.12 However, the level of daily ekpenses
inlfpres' aceount is far below that of Gunthorpe's. The
reason4for thnis is twofold: first, both Edward and Philippe
/wereﬁill at.this time;13 secondly, with the return of the

- Black Death'in.the spring of 1369, the kiné and queen closeted
themselves in Windsor, probably with as few personal attendants
as poss1ble.14 Certalnly, the expenses of some £70 on Easter
~Suﬁdey and some £137 on St. George's Day are by far tﬁe lowest
amounts for these feasts in all the accounts, save Farley;s.

It would appear from the surviVing accounts; therefore, that

the average Aosplc1 expense dun@ng the last 15 years of

»Welgn was some £3"l or £38.

el
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_As 'has been noted, the Hospicium expenses do not
always reflect strictly domestic expenses. Farley's and
Wakefield's accounts include househcld expenses incurred
while Edward Qas on a military campaign, while Beverley's
includes those of the king's funeral. These non-domestic
expenses are of some intereat.‘

“s.‘
The period of Farley's account covers Edward's Rheims.

campalgn in France during 1359-60, as well as the subsequent
peace negot’atloxs.l5 However, the sums seem to »e only Farley's
ac}ual expenditures, not the true coste of the household; in
éigpdition, the accgunt includes a period when the keeper was
not responsible‘fcrwhousehold expenses incurredlby the k-
. Farley's accountingdperiod'commenc%s on 3 Novemb.
1359, the day before Edward set out from Calals on his
expedltlgn. The klng\Js mllltary act1v1t1es continued untll g

27 April 1360. Between l and 8 May 1360 peace negotlatlons

.were held at Bretlgny. Delegates SLgned a treaty on the latterg

date, the kings of England and France werewto ratlfy it at

some future date in Calais. With the<£reaty concluded Edward
and his army headed for Le Neubourg. From there the army

" inder the leadership of Henry of Grcemont duke of Lancaster, -
made lts way to Calais, and reached England tog;md the end of
May. Edward, his sons, and some personal adv1sors, left Le.
Neubourg, andljourneyed toAHonfleur via Thibouville. ,The king
bembarked at Honfleur on 18 May, Ianding at Rye on the same day.

' While Edward8 hurried to England, the household stayed temporarily
in France, then made its way slowly;bacﬁ’to England from Calais.

; : . ‘ U



'*bi the end‘of'March 1360 although ‘on Christmas Dax £47 18s.9

During the period of the campaign, the sums - in the account

= 77
The wardr staff, however, remained 1n Calais. l§ Edward

found this so awkward that on 26 May 1360 he established a

new household, under the keepership of William de Ferriby,
;('\‘“

to be. respon51ble ¥or expenses in England 17 Farley remained

N

in charge of eXpendltures f%{giéars. Th% gap in Farley's

Hospicium expen:eq from 3 June seems to correspond with

14
the period when Farley and the wardrobe briefly returned to

' 18
England. Hospicium.esi Shpses recommence on 30 June w1th

¥
Farley in France preparing for the arri”als of the *kings of

-France and England to ratify the Treaty of Bretlgnx&& Edward

landed on 9 October and the treaty was ratified on 24§@ctoberg ,
. v S ‘
The klng returned to Englaﬁd in earlyNNovember and Farf%y@on Z:f
November, the flnal day of the account f-‘g ) é;} a S
‘ Farley a Hosglc1um expenses begln on 3 NOVember 1353

1th some f% “he dally expense gradually decllnes to some £l4>,
8 %

-~

i

3/4d 1s spent.- After the £3l 18s. 3d on Easter\Sq day (5

s o
Aprll 1360) expeﬁSes agaln 1ncrease from a low\

Aabout £13

“

~J

to about £30 by§§he third week of May, excludlng about £47 and

'I£80 on 12 and 13 May respectlvely. There is a rapid increase

- »

‘after“23 May, and,over £135 is reached on 2 June.

" of the expenses recorded between 3 November 1359‘and 2.

June 1360, it is only those between 10 May, when ‘Edward” and
his familia19 left the army, and 26 May, when a second houSe-

hold was establlshed, whlch seem to reflect true household—gosts.
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was brought to Calais on 10 July. O, Fromdﬁé :ﬁgsc to 7

Lol
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probably do not represent_actual costs because supplies seized
from the French and thoSe‘brought from England, for which
Farley would not have toypay, would not have been~recorded as
eXpenses.when consumed. | | '
,Sumsiafter’3Q June refer only to expenditures incurred

in Calais. Between 30 June and the end of August, the f%

expenses are in the £10 to £15 range, although over £26 was
)

'spent on 11 July, presumably reflectlkg the presence of members

P O
of the king's famllla who guarded king John of France when he

[ /2 )
October expenses were in the .£25 to £30 rg%ﬁg“ l%bough almost

’f‘£77 was -spent on 5 September The steward, treasurer, and b
others arrived: 1n Calals on 12 Septembef@ chdward reached o
Calals on 9 OctoBéé' an: event reflected by ‘the hrgher Sums @

v

recorded from 8 October. Betwgen 8 and 12 October thé@*e

expenses rose fr@m about ‘£ 34 tosome £52.. On 13 October,22

‘r <

2217 17s,3 l/4d was spent, and gearly £77 on the following
-

day. Thereafter, expensesrfluctuate greatl %&day to day,

o = . , Lo BRI
between some £¢ on 18 tober and fsome £33 on“6-November; the
%%‘d o ° ’ .
average is about £50 per day. "The Tredty of Brétigny-was

-

'ratlfled on 24 Octobeﬁ Edward and John are said to have hedld

' feast on that "day, ¥3,although the day S expenses amount to

only £42 16s. 6&d. However, a Qelebratlon_was certalnly held on

13 October, as is verifi by the approximately‘£218 spent.
- t ‘( . [ ] . . ) }
The seéond account to record other ‘than domestic
a ‘ : ‘

expenditures is the second year of Wakefield's. Edward attempted

s _ q
ﬂi



~ailing son, the Black nce. In the three g

u
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to cross the Channel to relicve the siege of La Rochelle, but

was prevented from doing sc by contrary winds. While on

~shipboard with his househc .d between 27: August and 14 October

1372,(he?was joined by s .diers and nobles, 1ngl

the attempted seadvoy ' dally expenses rose from the £25 to
£30 range to ‘the £50 Lo £60 range, where they remalned until
4 October; by 14, October they decreased to £30. These increased
expenses had no apprec1able effect upon the yearly total. 24

2y The final account to contain other than r0ut1ne
domestic expenses 1is Beverley S. This records the expenses

of Edward’'s funeral. In the flrst three weeks of Jiie 1377
e.

the daily, expenditure fell within the£20;u)£30 raﬁq - On

§unday, 21 June, the day Edward /died, an expense of £32 7s ll

e - 1 .
l/2d. grecorded.‘ However, £46 14s.3d. was spent on the
s

/
follow1ng day,‘presumably bectuse of the presence of 1nd1v1duals

E

who had come ta pay thelr flnal,respects Th% Hospicium

ur
ey, -

. / g
expenses normally remaln in the £25 to £ 35 range from 23 June

to 2'July' There is a dramatlc increase fﬁr Edward s funeral

l’
the expenditure was- £79 2s.4d. on Frlday 3July, £145 175 4 1/24.

on 4 July, £566 S5s. 5d on Sunday, 5 July (the day of the klng ER
"

funeral), and £51 7§ 10 1/2d on 6 July.125 From 7 to 26 July,
the last‘day of the accoégt"the expenses ranged from £10 to

£15 as a reduced household settled Edward' s affairs.

-

4~

~The daily household expénditureze is recorded in eleven

dlfferent categorles in the follow1ng order: pantry, buttery,

s
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wardrobe, kltchen, poultfy, scullery, saucery, hall and chamber,
stable, wages, and alms.27 Apart from the stable, wages, and
alms, all are household departments or subdepartments although
the list named here is not comprehensi?e. The expenses of
unnamed departments are, perhaps, included under one o;,other

[, of the above headings.
The daily. "departmental" expenses in the accounts of
Gunthorpe, Ypres, Wakefield, and Bevexrley are similar.
‘Firstly,'exbenSes i@g re%brded under each heading every day.\
Secondly, on ordinarys, that is non-feast days, the expenses
of each.department are generally respon51ble for a similar
proportlon of the total daily expendlture. Possibly becéUse,d

of the household s 1nvolvement in the war,effort and the peace

- J*-! qﬂi— -
,negotlataﬁhsﬂmFarley s exg\nses do nqt resemble those in the.

P

0",
other accounts The d1fference\égtweenﬁaariéy s and the other

i

accounts’ can be Seen in Table II. In\Farley s‘account, no

expenses are recorded under some headlngs. HaLl~expenses

~occur only 15 times, all but one ‘after the breakhiﬂ-the\b

: . : ' 2 \ .
"Hospicium expenses. Nonekbf these are repofded on consecutive

»

days. No wages are recorded prlor to the break, bresumably

Lunr v

because the household was on a'war time footing, and all the

~

N members of the household were receiving war wages. 'Stable
oo 2 S .

N Vexpenses are recorded .only for the perlod prlor to ghe break

and for the flISt week afterwards. For lengthy périods before
-
the break expenses of the scullery .and . saUCery are not

'recorded for lnng perlods before<and a{ter the break, chatber

-

/
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TABLE II

THE BERCENTAGE DIVISION OF THE DAILY

HOSPICIUM EXPENDITURE

Y

i )
Farley* | ” Other Accounts**
y
~pént_ry ' © 1 - 5% 3 - 7% Y
Buttéry | 10 - 30 - 15 - 25
Wardrobe | 5 - 25 5115
Kitchen o ' - 103 40 | §?26A— 30
Poultry BRI E—" Y ijilf .‘2“—,107
Scullery . | 2 -4 . o 1
/Saucery : ;; ; : 1
Hall and Chamber -+ 1,55
Stable . & 15
Wages | 5 - 10
Alms - . 1 _ 1
- *Farley's?account aoes not recora any poultry expenses,

while those of the hall and chamber are listed separately.
However, for long periods no chamber expenses appear and those
of the ﬂall'rarely occur. Prior to 4 June 1360 no wages are
listed and expenses of the scullery and saucery do not occur
for .long periods. ‘'Stable expenses are recorded only until the_
first week in’ July. N ‘
: xx ; ' -
. -~ These are the accounts of Gunthorpe, Ypres, Wakefield,
and Beverle o ! i o :

/ N X )
<

we : . . . £l !
PR , L . "1,@ . -
oy - ' ‘e : f
By ) . . ] Reoe o Y
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expenses do not occur.
The pantry was that department which purchased or

purveyed bread; the bakery, a subdepartment bought or purveyed

the necessary flour and grain, and baked 1. ..ad. All bread
-was stored in the pantry, and issued ¢ equ’ =d before each
:E meal‘ The waferer was a member of the »ai  _.y. .Generally,

thsﬁpantry accounts for some 3% to 7% of the daily HosE1c1um

expense. in Gunthorpe's, Ypres Wakefleld S, and Beverley s
R
wardrobe books, bug only some l% to 5% 1n,Farley s
Wl
The buttery ~provided the wine and ale required by the

< <‘

household mtiserwﬁ ﬂu&elxaeraxs atneahs The department had 2 2

s ; ro

custody of. the pots and cups, tankards, barrels, and other R

Y

necessary to carry out 1ts tasks. The buttery
Lol

0% to 30% of the: dally expense in Farley's

assofted ve

accounts

- -
R

accounfy & v 15% to- 23% in the other four. f,l

The wardrobe was respon31ble for draw1ng up the accounts
of tht household, as well as be1ng chargéd w1th the safe custody‘”'
of platew although in practice most ‘was 1n the custody of
various depariment heads) and the klng s ®rothing. Clothlng
was apparently kept in a subdepartment called the waf%robe of

N

1rrobes.2gﬁ The wardrobe incurred expenses for foffers, pens,

ink, parchment, seallng wax, and so forth. There was a very
'-close relationshlp.between the wardrobe and the 5p1cery. The
usplcery stored and distributed wax, napery, ‘linen, cloth, F

,canvas, and splces (1nclud1ng‘sp1ces proper but also such

thlngs as almonds, raisins, flgs, and ‘sugar).. The'chandlery,

A .
’ «
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distributed candles, and 'he office of the

Tlu}terei, who purveyed“fruit were subdepartments of the, .
v . I'
\,spicery. The wardrobe expenses may perhaps include those

J@‘daily spicery expenses which wer® not chargeable to other
(} Vdepartments 2% The wardrobe had'tbe facilities for storing
‘J%Elothlng, as well as Yaluable non- perlshable commodltles which
were not bulky, prec1sel§ the facilities requlred b&ﬁqﬁ:he
splce;y.' In addition, the clerk of the spicery was also the
chief usher_of ‘the wardrobe Finally, the Household Ordinances
” of 1318 reveal that, to make wafers, the waferer recelved
ﬁFhe poultry and sugurr de la garderobe.30 In
v

~Farley's account, the wardrobe's expenses normally amount  to

eggs from

some 5% to 25% of the daily total, but to only &dte 5% to 15% in

the other accounts. -
. s \

rvawed the meats and fish
ug ’

wikse, cooked all the

vy

The kitchen purchased or p¢

E ' consumed“by the household, and, ofﬁ
) meals. Meat and fish were stored in the larder,'a subdepartment.
of the kitchen;‘,The'kitchen expenses varied from 10% to 40%
‘of the daily total in Farley'siaccount, and between 20% and

: 30% in the accounts of Gunthorpe, Ypres, Wakefield, and
“ T, b P
Bevesley. In the latter accounts, the dally kltchen expense
»4}' :

is generally ‘the highest among the several "departmental"

'expenses. 7
N . * ,‘-f'w\ 3 . h
" The poultry, a sﬂ%&epartment of the kitchen, purchased
or purvewed and also stored the eggs and poultry needed by
the household. It may also-have stored the wild fowl taken by

\ . . ‘ . | | \ U



84

the king's falconers. Poultry and fowl were scalded by a
sergeant "garbager" before they were delivered to the kitchen.31
No poultry‘expenses appear in Farley's account. The other
accounts reveal by the very low poultry cxpenses that
Wednesday; Friday, and Saturday were fish days; expenditures on
these days are always much lowef-than.those on the other days.
of the Qeek.32 This holds true whether a feast day or not,
except for Christmas Day and St; George's Day% Generally,
the lowest poultry expenditure is on Friday and the highest
on Sunday, diffefing by some £3 or £4. On fish days, the
poultry expense amounts to some -2% of the daily total; on
| other‘daYS,tI>sau310%._ During Lent the poultry expenses are
very low{ some 1% to 2% of the Hospicium expense. “
| The scullery{yanother subdepart%ent of the kitchen,
v;pdrohased or purveyed, as well as stored, the wood and coal
"and the pots and pans, both wooden and metal, used in'the‘
kltchéﬂ Sllver vessels used by the kitchen were also iH the
custody of the scullery._ In Farley's account, scullery
expenses amount to some 2% +to 4%.of the daily’total;but to only 1%.
or less, in the four other accounts. |

The saucery, also a subdepartment of the kltchen,
purchased or purveyed flour and other materlals necessary for
‘the'preparation of the sauces. In all five agﬂbunts the

-

expenses amounted to l% or less of the dally total.

The Kall and chamber were the two departments respon-

sible for the lodging of the king and the hotsehold, as well

t Ld
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as for ensu:ing the proper seating at, and the proper setving
of, the meals. The chamber served the king and his entourage,
the hall the other household personnel The sums regorded in

il

the titulus re;sit from the purchacn ‘of litter for Gléeplng

and fuel for-. h%gftng. The accounts of Gunthorpe, dﬁﬁbs,
* Wakefield, and Beverley combine thce expenses of the two depart-

ments, but Farley's records them separately. In the four

former accounts the expenses vary from 1% to 5% of the total
9

daily expenditure, and, since expenses were higher in winter

than in summer, the percentages represent summer and winter

\,

expenditures respectlvely. “Farley's account rarely enters
any'expenses_for the chamber; those for the hall are 1% or
less. | |

The heading "stable".records the expenses of caring
for the horses attached to the household, the primary duty of

&Y 4 &
. the office# of the marshalsea and its s irdinate &ices. -

T
PRy B ]
The expenses include the costs of oats, ‘{iﬁalltter 'med1c1nes,
tf)_q' e .

harnesses, and other things relatlng to horses, as well as the
costs. of repairing,.and purchasing equipment for, the carts.
In Farley's account, the stable expenses vary from 15% to 55%,

but ‘in the others they vary only between 15% and 25%V
o

The second duty of the marshalsea was to keep a rgcord

of the dally presencérxn, or absence from, court of household
-
personnel.' This list was used not.only as a check on the total

a

. , .
: -daily household»expendlture,‘but also as the basis for the

payment pf wagges to those ngusehold servants present at court,
’ l . '. . . Q\h ~

. m,_ . -
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. . v
exception of hunters and falconers, whose wages are
33

recordéd in eeparate tituli. The Hospicium expepses give

the total daily wagmg,falthough household servants received
[ N IR . s

their wagee iﬁwfﬁﬁééééms only periodically. 1In Farley s
accounf, wages amount to 5% to 50% of the total dally expen-—
diture, but to only 5% to 10% in the. other accounts.

The final division of the Hospicium expenses is the
"alms", which recotds.the daily fixed alms granted by the kingf

Presumably, éﬁ%h alms took the form of food@ and drink, perhaps

the leftovers of the”meal served in the household.34 However,

=

-it is possible’ that these alms were gifts of money. Wakefield's.
‘account reveals that Edward had a silver jar in which were’

kept his alms.35 If meals were issued, .then the cost must

c .,

have been estimated, since the daily alms are constentoiﬁrough—

out ‘the periods of account; they are 2s in Gunthorpe s, 4s.
’ ®
- in Farley's, Wakefield' s, and Beverley' &ﬁrand 6s. 1n Yﬂtés;. :

“In a1l the accounts ‘they represent 1%. or less of the dafii%ﬁ;l by
‘\ £ ‘ °

expense.
e The Hosplclum tiralus, therefore, contains the aally

ekpenditures of feedlng and housing the court. During that @%

part of the final 15 years of Edward's reign covered by the”
3 B
accounts of Gunthorpe, Ypres, Wake%ield, and Beverley, the

~

daily average would appear to be about £37 or £38. g;;tuaIly,-

" ﬁ_Gunthorpe s account has a dally expense of £48, but the extra

, e -f.'" ;),

:'£10, as has been noted, is due to the cost of Philippa's
household, “attached to that of her husband's. The average

s AT ) : A
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expense in Ypres' account is only some £32,

is caused by the iilness of both Edward and.Philippa du: i: 7 the
accounting period, and by the fact that the Black Death had
returned to England; the king and queen retired to Windsor‘~
with as few staff as possible. Farley's daily averade is

only £25, but his account does not reflect actual costs,
because of the military campaign and because two households

existed during part of Farley's period of account.

.

i I The daily expenditures were divided into certain
. ‘ . . -

departments or categories, depending upon how the expense was

jfncurred. The most important‘departmental expenses in the -

%;accounts of Gunthorpe, Ypree,.Wakefield, and Beverley were

\

ﬁgthose of the buttery, kitchen, and stable; together they

accounted for about one-half to three-quarters @¢f the daily

* expense. The remainder was usually accounted  for by/the wages,

ardrobe, pantryhand poultry, since the combined e%behses‘
" of bhe scullery,'saucery, haLJ and chamber, and alms only

amounted to some 5% of the daily expendlture. Although the

expenses in.Farley's account differ, theyvdo not represent

normal domestic expenditures. ' ' ‘ Fo

[S N,



FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER IV

A}

lThe title Hospicium is used to describe these
expenses (eg., Tout, ChaEters, VI, p. 73) in order to distin-
guish them from the household S forelgn expenses (see pp. 8-9).

2However, the value of gifts of food and'yine, and
meat provided by hunters and falconers, when consymed, are not
listed among these expenses because they cost the houSehold
nothlng. :

4 .
3An"exa'mple of the_daily“expenses is given in n. 25

below.
. I

4Possibly the exchequer did not require details of
these routine expenses because it regarded the internal house-
1d accounting procedures as satisfact y. Thus, a record
as kept of the number of persons re51drhg at court and the
umber ofnmesses servedﬁa meals as a means of verifying the
expense claimedALn the domestic offices (see pp- 282, 293).
In addition, -such expenses had already been audited by the dual
heads of the hofisehold, the steward and treasurer (see pp.
298 99) _\nﬁ - : o SN e B o
?&&‘n : B - 3 L o . N
5Farley‘s account has a gap from 3 to 29 June 1360
includive when no expenses pre'listed (see below, p. 77).

W’-6See the t;; es in Appendix II.

7See below pp.\78-79. ‘jf
[} o ‘{):\,\3 * . o N . .
8Beverley S account also 1nd1cates that the household
\\\ggnsumed 1 cask 140 gallons of ver;ulce without value from
the 5 casks-received from Adam de Hertyngdon, clerk of the
' ndsqr Castle (see pp. 48, 56). 'The Prestlta states
ining 3 casks 140 gallons of verjuice were
1lllam<kaPak1ngton, the first keeper of Richard
Beverley's is the only account to specify the
WL any stores’ among the Hosglc1um expensgs. No
explanation is given but perhaps the verjuice was employed
during ,the embalming of Edward's body (see Ralph E. Giesey,
The Royal Funeral Ceremony in Rennaigsance France (G&neve,
leralrle E. Droz, 1960), p. 27). : .

88 .. S y



9500 pp. 78-79.

10500 Tout, Chapters, IV, pp. 170-75, especially p.
175, and _above, p. 50. :

11500 p. 50.

sce pp. 171-/2.

]}Tout, Chapters, IV, p. 182.

~ - prederick G. Kay, The Lady of the Sul rhe Life

and Times of Alice Perrers (London, Frederick Muller, 1966),
pp. 67-68. »

L_)For Edward's activities during this period, see
Kenneth Fowler, The King's Lieutenant - Henry of Grosmont,
First Duke of Lancaster, 1310-1361 (New York, Barnes and Noble,
1969), pp. 197-213.

1 )
‘(See Tout, Chapters III, pp. 227-28,,and IV, pp.

145-50.

1 ibid., 1V, p. 150 n. 4.

l8Tout, Chapters, IV, p. 146.

19The familia includes not only members of the king's
family, but also the inner group of confidants, household
officers, and servants who accompanied the king whenever he
was absent from the household. However, in the present
instance, the chief household officers rémained in France.

20See below, p. 130, and Tout, Chapters, IV, p. .
145 n. 1. However, Fowler, King's Lieutenant, p. 212, and Jbhn
Le Patourel, "The Treaty of Bretigny, 1360", Transactions of
The Royal Historical Society, 5th ser., vol. X (1960), p. 35,
say 8 July.

2lgee below, pp. 130-31, and Tout, Chapters, IV,
p. 145 n. 1.

22The,sizeable amount found on 13 October corresponds
to the feast of the Translation of Edward the Confessor,



al though, in fact, no reason is given. However, this

particular feast 1s mentioned in the Flemosina as one of

the holy days on which Edward granted special alms (sce p. 119 n.19).

Occasionally, the accounts 1dentify feasts by a marainal

notation next to the day in question, but no such remarks appear

in Farley's account; generally, only feasts such as Faster,

St. George's Day, and Christmas are noted in the other accounts.
"In general, .all the accounts, save Farley's, show iancreased
expenditures on the feasts of the Circumcision, the™
Epiphany (6 January), the Purification of the Blessed Mary or
Candlemas (2 February), Laster Sunday, St. George's Day
(23 April), Pentecost, All Saints Day (1 November', and

Christmas Day. .

Al

3Fowler, King'srLicutenaQE, p. 213.

245606 Table I, p. 74.

“>The daily expenses for the period 1 to 7 July (folios
23v, 24r) are as follows: .

On Wednesday, 1 July, at Sheen: pantry, 17s.2 1,/24d.;
buttery, 101s.9d.; wardrobe, 49s.6d.; kitchen, ¢6 16s.24d.;
poultry, 18s.8d.; scullery, 3s.8d.; saucery, 3s.11 1/24.;
hall and chamber, 6s.7d.; stable, 68s.11 1/2d.; wages, 36s.8d.;
alms, 4s. Sum, £22 7s.1 1/24d.

On Thursday, 2 July, at Sheen: pantry, 12s.104d.;
buttery, £7 4s.; wardrobe, 30s.9 1/2d.; kitchen, £9 2s.1 1/2d.;
poultry, 40s.6d.; scullery, 3s.8d.; saucery, 4s.2d.:; hall and
chamber, 5s.11d.; stable, 68s.11 1/24d.: wages, 61ls.5d.; alms,
4s. Sum, £27 18s.4 1/24.

. On Friday, 3 July, at St. Paul's; pantry, £4 l4s.4d.;
buttery, £23 11s.3 1/2d.; wardrobe, £20 12s. 7 1/2d.: kitchen,
£19 1ls. 3 1/2d.; poultry, 1¢s.; scullery, 20 1/24.; saucery, 7s.
1/2d.; hall and chamber, 8s.3d.; stable, 109s.10 1/2d.; wages,
63s.11d.; alms, 4s. Sum, :79 2s.4d. ‘

On Saturday, 4 July at Westminster: pantry, £10 1lls. 1/2d.;
buttery, £46 12s.7 1/2d.; wardrobe, £32 17s.10 1/24.; kitchen, )
£35 18s.7d.; poultry, 14s.7 1/2d.; scullery, £6 2s.2d.; saucery,
9s.11d.; hall ar.. chamber, 77s.5d.; stable, 108s.11 1/2d.; wages,

' 60s.2d.; alms, 4s. Sum, £145 17s.4 1/24. \ s

On Sunday, 5 July, at Westminster: pantry, £15 13s.9
1/2d.; buttery, £132 4s.5 1/2d.; wardrobe, £115 17s.9 1/2d.;
kitchen, £99 18s.6 1/2d.; poultry, £129 *7A4.; scullery, .

44 13s.10d.; saucery, £4 7s.7d.; hall .n- chamber, £12 4s.11d.:
stable, £8 19s.; wages, 60s.2d.; alms, .- Sum, £566 5s.5d.

—
7
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on Monday, 6 July, gt Westminster - pantry, 6 14s.9d.;
buttery, 12 1 35‘., 1 2d.; 'wardrobe, £11 7s.9d.; kitchen, 110
9s.4 1 2d.; poultry, 38s.11 1, 2d.; scullery, d4s.64d.; saucery,
I1s.1d.: hall and chamber, 7s.; stabl~, 6 d4s.3d.; wages,
19s.11d.; alsm, 4s. sums, ol 75010 1/24.

7

on Tu-aday, 7 Jduly, at Westminister: pantry, 8s.11d.;

buttery, 24s.1 1,2d.; wardrobe, 10s.6d.: kitchen, 50s.11 1.72d
poultry, les.7 1/2d.; scullery, l0d. saucery, 2s.3 1.2d.; hall
and chamber, 2s.3d.; stable, 71s.11 1 24.; wages, 19s.6d.;
alms, ds. sum, 10 11s.11 1,24.
26 .
In about hal! the.weeks covered, the accounts {save

Farley's) 1ndicate that the total daily expenditure on Frids
was the weekly 1ow while that on Sunday was the weekly hia’

27 :
Except Farley's account, which has no »oultry, tl

hall and chamber being recorded boparate1}

5
“8500 pp. 134, 294.

9To my knowledge, this suggestion has not been made
before. :

3OTout,"Household Ordinances", Edward II, p. 286.

31Ibid » P.- 295, and Frederick J. Furnivall, ed.
hlng Edward II's Household and Wardrobe Ordlnances, A. D. 1323
in Life-Recordc of Chaucer, 2nd ser., vol. 14 (London, Chaucer
Society, 1876), p. 36.

32E‘or~these days 'being fish days, sce Labarge, Baronial
Household, p. 78. .Although not . period of routine domestic
exoendltures, this can be scen from the daily expenses recorded
in n. 25 above.

efSee,Chapter XII.

/

84J0hnson, "Wardrobe and Household", p. 218.

35See. ~. 137.



CHAPTER V

ELEMOSINA

The titulus Elemosina (Alms) records the value of

grants of oblations and alms.l Oblations were solemn
offerings at religious services or holy places. A set
oblation is recor led { * . iily masses; on special-feast days
sums greater than the daily set oblation were offered.
Occasionally, oblations were also granted to the celebrants
of the mass. Offerings of this nature were made by Edward,
Philippa, and others.

Alms were gifts of charity. Those recorded in the
Elemosina were of a specialrnature, being described as issued
“from the king's special alms" or granted "by the king's
special grace". Such alms were granted at specific times or
to specific individualé for specific reasons; they aie distinct
from the ofainary, daily set alms, recorded in the Hospicium
expenSes, which were distributed to paupers who chanced to be
at hand. Special aﬂns include payments granted on certain
feast days, gifts of charity or food allowances to paupers,
and grahts of wine to reliéious houses for the celebration of
the mass. Geni;ally, alms were offered only by Edward.

The a ounts record set oblations first. All the
accounts sta ‘;ihat Edward offereq a "large coin" (magnus

denarius' valued at 7d4.°% at daily masses celebrated in his

92
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presence. Several accounts reveal that queen Philippa and two
minors, Edward's son Thomas3 and Joan, the lady of Brittany

(domicella Britarm'),4 also granted daily set oblations at

masses. Gunthorpe and Ypres state that Philippa offered a
"large coin" valued at 54. Thomas offerel 1d. daily in the
accounts of Gunthorpe, Ypres, and Wakefiel@¢, while Joan

)

offered 1d. in Gunthorpe's account.

Noréally, the period during which daily iations were~
'offere§,corresponds to the period of account, but this 1s not
true for Farley and Beverley. Farley's account should co. .r
the period 3 November 1359 to 7 November 1360, but the daily
oblations actunally extend from 3 November 1359 to 31 Janaury
1361. Beverley's account extends from 25 Novémber 1376 to 26
July 1377, butbdaily oblations cease on 5 July, the'day of
Edward's funeral.

Following the entries which give the details of the
daily oblations are recorded, chronologically, oblations made
on feast days by Edward, Philippa, Thomas, the lady of Brittany,
and others, such as minor:s or wards who appear to have been
in court on a particular feast day.

English custom dictated that every adult should offer
oblations on four feasts a year.5 For Edward these four feasts
wouid appear to have been the Epiphany, Candlemas, Good Friday,
and St. John the Evéngeli§t. The accounts of Gunthorpe,
Wakefield,'and Beverley state that on these days the king
6ffered oblationé of "gold" which were greater then the daily

[

V
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set oblaéion. Ypres' short account mentions only Good Friday,
but does revealbﬁAdt such oblations were distributed by John

-
de Saxton, Edward's chief chaplain. The greater oblations in
all fourjaccounts were identical, but in Gunthorpe's the

-

greater oblation was in additién to the daily set obhlation;’

in the other three they/éeplaced them.6 These four Particular
feasﬁs also occur in Farley's accéﬁnt, but they ére not shown
to have been special and the oblatidns are not 1identical to
those 1in tﬁe other accounts. In addition to these four feasts,
the accounts reveal that Edward granted oblations additional

to his daily set ones on Easter Sunday and St. George's Day.

Qs did her husband, Philippa granted oblations greater
than her daily set one on certain feasts. Gunthorpe names
these as the Epiphany, Candlemas, Good Ffiday, Easter Sunday,
and Christmas Day. In this account, Philippa's greater ﬁ%
oblatioqsuwere additional to her daily oblations. Of these
special\feasts, only Good Friday appéars in Ypres' short

8
account; the greater oblation replaced the daily one.

’

The kihg's son Thomas. granted greater oblations on
certain feast days i;\khe accounts of Gunthorpe, Y?reéizahd
Wakefield. 1In the latter Ewé,'these greater pblati ns replaced
the daily set oblation, but in Guhthorpe's they suppjlemented
them. The feasts on which these oblations were grapted are
not identical in all the accounts. The most compl/te list

comes from the second year of Wakefield's, which states that

Thomas granted greater oblations on Candlemas, Good Friday,'Easter,
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a
Pentecost, All Saints, and Christmas. This list ‘includes all
the feaéts‘found in the first year and in Ypres' account.
Gunthorpe names only 'some of these feasts but adds the
Fpiphany and Corpus Christi. Oblations on special feast days
were made by the lady of Brittany and others, but occur only
on those days that Thomas made offerings. Oblations made by~
Thomas and others were made in the presence of thé king or
queén.

Oblation: on feast days cover the entire periods of
‘account in all but t‘arley's. Despite the leﬁgthy period of
Farley's daily set oblations, those made on feast days extend
only from Christmas Day 1359 to Easter Sunday (5 April) 1360.
Special oblations after this time were possibly the respon-
sibiiity of William (de Ferrib;. In the following discussion
of the chronologically entered oblations on feast days,
emphasis will be placed on those made by the king.

In all but Ypres' accouﬁt, which does not include.
the feast, Edward's oblation on the Lord's Epiphanybis one
gold noble valued at 6s.8d. Gunthorpe, Wakefield, and
Beverley refer to additional gifts of myrrh and frankincense.
Edward celebrated Epiphany at Verzey, neér Rheims, in Farley's
account, at the manor of Sheen in Gunthorpe's and both years
of Wakefiéld's, and at éaﬁering in Beverley's. Gunthorpe
records Philippa’'s oblétion for this feast as one crowh (scutum) ,

valued at 3s.4d., along with myrrh and frankincense, granted

at Windsor Castle.

L}
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A . i
On the feast of Candlemas, Gunthorpe, Wakefield, and
Beverley state that Edward's oblation was five gold nobles

infixed in his candle (in precig”quinque nobilium auri cereo

-suo_infixorum). Farley's account mentions a greater oblation

of three gold nobles, but does not specify their being infixed

in a candle. Edward celebrated Candlemas at:Trowanseingeorge

O
L . Lo
in France in Farley's account, at Moorend in Gunthorpe's, at

the manor of éltﬁam in'the first year ot ''akefield's and at
Sheen in the second, and at Havering in Beverley's. On this
feast day, Gunthorpe shows that Philippa‘offered 5 gold crowns,
each valued at 3s.4d.; lord Tﬁomasland the countess of‘March7
both offered 5 groats, each worth 4d., and the lady of Brittany
offered 5 half groats. The offerings of ali four, made at
Windsor Castle, were infixed in candles. Finally, Thomas and
the earls of Pembroke8 and March9 in the first ye;r of
Wakefield's account, aﬁd Thomas and ﬁhe earl and countess of
Cambridgelo in the second year, offered 5 silver groats infixed
in their separate candles;

The accounts of Guntho;pe, Ypres, Wakefield, and
Beverley show t%ft Edward made the adoratibn of the Cross on
Good Friday; and offered in oblations three gold nobleévand 5s.
in silver pennies, for a total of 25s. On this feast in
Farley's accountzEdwara made two §gparate offérings, the first
of 5s. in silver”pennies\and the seégnd of two gold nobles, ‘at

the Lord's Cross. These coins were then redeemed in money of

equivalent value, and gold and silver cramp rings made from
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(;them. L.ater, these rings were hallowed by the king; such
royal cramp rings were regarded as a cure for epilepsy.ll
Good Friday was observed by Edward at Chanteloup in Farley's
account, a£ Windsor Castle in Gun horpe's and Ypres', ét the

manor of Eltham in Wakefield's first year and in the church

of the Dominican brothers of Langley in the second year, and

-~ %

at sheen 1in Beverley's.

In the accounts of Gunthorpe and Ypres, Philippa
adored the Cross on Good Friday in the same place as her
husband and offered*Ss. in silver pennies. These oblations N
were then redeemed, and cramp ;ings made from them.12 Ypres
indicates that lord Thomas, the countess of March, and the
lady of Brittany édored the Cross on Good Friday and together
offered 12d. in oblations. The earl of Cambrigge in the first
year and Thomas in both years of Wakefield's accounﬁ offered
3 groats at these services.

The accounts of Gunthorpe, Ypres, Wakefield; and

{ . :
Beverley reyeal that Edward offered one gold noble at the

.adoratiogzgf the Cross of the Resurrection on Easter Sunday.

The oblations of this feast day in Farley's account differ.
Edward offered 5s. in silver p;nnies at the Lord's Cross on

the dawn of Easger Sunday and a gold noble at a high mass
celebrated later on the same day. Gunthorpé and Ypres show

that Philippa adored the Cross and offered 5s. in silver pennies.

Others making oblations on this day in the various accounts are

Thomas, the éarls of Pembroke ahd Cambridge, the earl and
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Counﬁoss of Marcgt and the lady of Brittany.

. Oblations for St. George's Day do not occur in
Farley's accoungz presumably because the king celebrated that
. festival only in St. George's Chapel at Windsor Castle. St.
‘George's Day was the occasion for the annual feast of the
Ordérlof the Garter. Only Edward is recorded as offering an
oblation in the accéunts, with the exception of Beverley's.

In that account, the heir to the throne, Richard of Bordeaux,
also offered an oblation of 6s.8d., no doubt because he was

then invested into the order. Edward offered 6s.8d., usually
stated to be in the form of a gold noble, at a high mass
celebrated on St. George's Day. He also gave oblations to
celebrants, ranging from 5d. in Gunthorpe's account toh8s.10d.
in the second year of Wakefield's. After mass Edward adored

the Cross of NeytlB\in Windsor Castie, and offered an additioﬁal
6s.8d. The accounts of fpres, Wakefield, andeeverley show

Edward attending a Requiem Mass in St. George's Chapel on

the morrow of St. George's Day. The familiar 6s.8d. was
\\ ’

offered. L

Farley's account records that on Christmas Day Edward

offered one gold noble in oblations at Verzy in France. 1In

»

the second year of Wakefield's and Beverley's accounts Edward

granted oblations to the celebrants. Gunthorpe states that

-

Philippa offered one gold crown at Windsor Castle. Oblations
€

on this day made by Thomas, the countess of March, or the lady

of Brittany are also recorded in several accounts.
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The last feast day of the year on which oblations
wo%e offered is that of St. John the Evangelist. Gunthorpe,
Wakefield, .and Beverley say that Edward offered a gold franc
valued at 3s.4d. On this festival in Farley's account Edward[g .
oblatién is one §§ld mouton valued at 4s. Edward iéuﬁhe'oﬁi§3? ﬁk
person recorded as offeiring oblations on ;h;s partlcular feas;\\k‘

\‘.

day, which was celebrated at Ver7ey in Farley's account a{

\\\
-

Windsor Castle in Gunthorpe's, at Eltham in both years of-
Wakefleld s, and at ‘Havering in Beverley's.

The accounts record some miscellaneous oblations.
For example, at some time'between Candlemas and Maundy Thursday
in Farley's aécount,Edward offered £16 13s.4d. in Crealx of

gold, each valued at 3s.44d., at the shrine of St. Edmund in

N -

Pontigny in Francg.

Gunthorpe}s account records that on the day of St.
Nicholas (6 December 1366) the lady of Brittany offered 3s.44.
in oblatlons at Windsor to a certaln boy in the d%ocese who,
as was the custom,’was elected to be bishop for the day.

Edward offered 3s.4a. to the boy-bishop at Gravesend, but
this money came from his alms, mot his oblations.

Two accounts record oblations at anniversary masses. .
The first yeér of Wakefield's account shows that on 24 August
1371, the anniversary of the funeral;of queen Philippa, Thomas
attended a Requiem Mass celebrated in the king's chapel in

Marlborough Castle in the preSence of Joan of Kent (domina

Principissa), wife of Edward the Black Prince. Thomas'

oblations amounted to 8d. Bevérley shows that Edward attended

-
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an anniversary mass for his son Edward oi. 8 June 1377 at the
manor of Sheen. The celebrants received 114.

Included among the dated oblationsiére entries ‘in “he
accounts of Gunthorpe, Ypr . and Wakefield which state that
Edward made offerings at shrines in Canferbury. Gunthorpe's
account <ays that on 12 Apfil 1366 Edward offered 106s.¢A4.
at the shrine of St. Thomas the Martyr in Christ Church
Cathedral. At holy places in Canterbury, the king offered
100s. on 14 May 1369 in Ypres' account, 113s.4d. on 1 April
1372 in Wakeficld's first year, and 166s.84. on 18 August 1372
in Wakefield's second year. .

Ypres and Wakefield show that Edward's oblations in
Canterbury follow a fairly definite routine. In Christ Church
Edward gave oblations at the shrine of St. Thomas, at the head
of St. Thomas, at the image of the Blessed Mary in the vault,

cat thevold tomb of St. Thomas, and "at the point c¢‘ the sword"

) .
(ad punctum gladii - the altar built- marking the place where

Ft. Thomas was murdered). Inythe Church of St. Augustine
Edward made regular oblations at the shrine of St. Augustine
and at the head of St. Augustine, ir .144ition te various other
shrines. Edward offered money at . = s -ines of St. Mildred
and St. Adrian iﬁ Ypres' account; at the shrine of St. Ad;ian
ﬁin the first yvear of Wakefield}s account; and at the altars

of St. Gundred and St. Wenfrié and at the "place" (locum) of
St. Gilbert in the second year. The oblations at the shrine

of St. Thomas, the image of the Blessed Mary, and the shrine



O St Augustine were 20s. in Ypros! «1«\.‘«‘»1mt,,1‘1 JonLdd. n
Wakefield's first yoar, and 405;. in \\J‘xkui‘liol_d’:: second yoar,
Oblations of 6s5.8d. wvroheffornd at all the other holy places.
in the sccond year of Wakeficld's account, Thomas ot Icz‘.cd a
Lotal ot 7s. in the same places as his father. \

In the second year of Woieotield's dxwr(ﬁlxlt, the ti}nlxiq
(18 August) and the oblations made at the "place” of St.
Gilbert, where Edward asked for a fair wind (id_BQEEELEQQET
ventum) , suggest a connection between the oblations and Edward's

v

unsuccessful attempt to cross the Channel to reliceve La ™’
Rochelle. Edward was on shipboard from 27 August to 14 October,
+but his prayers went unans&ercd.' If the higher oblations in
Wakefield's second year do reflect specific prayers for the
successful conclusion of this voyége, then the total oblations
at the shrines in Canterbury in all three accounts are

fairly constant. .

With a few exceptipns, él%s follow the oblations in
the Elemosina. Appearing among the dated oblations are the
alms granted by Edward to the boy-bishop on the day of St.
Nicholas, which are mentioned above,15 the cos£s of a silver
chalice charged to the;queén's alﬁs mentioned below, ané.alms
offered on Maundy Thursday by Edward, -Thomas, and others.
Aside from the costs of the chalice and the Maundy Thursday
alms, payments from only Edward's special alms appear in the

accounts.

S~
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Gunthorpe's account shows that on 22 September 1366
William de Bufton, gqldsmith and citizen of London, received
215.§d; in money and 8s.3d. in the value of an old silver
chalice for a new silver chalice which was glven to thelchapel
in the manor of. Havering. This sum came from the queen's alms.

Only Farley's account records alms granted by Edward on
Maundy Thursday. These are mentioned below.16 The accounts
of Gunthorpe, Ypres, and Wakefield show that Tho * and othefs
offered money on Mahndy Thursday by the hands of either the

K&ng“s or. the queen's almoner. In Gunthorpe's account, 13d.

was granfed to each of 13 paupers on the maundy (in mandato)

of the earl of Cambridge. 1In Gunthorpe's and Ypres' accounts,

134.,1Qd4., and 8d. respectively were granted to each of 13

paupers on the maundies of Thomas, the countess of Marc . and
™

the lady of Brittany. In the two years c-' wakefield's accounty’
125. was granted to eacﬁ{of 13‘paupegs or. ‘e maundy of )
lhomas. .

.. Ypres, Wakefield, and Beverley indicaﬁe that Robert
\_de ﬁhitbergh) the king's&almoner, was to pay out yvearly for
Edward's speciel alms a total of £100 in equal portions on the
feasts of Eester, Pe:. ecost,'Michaelmas, angd Christmas,
although Beverley replacea Michaelmas with All Saints. The
entire sum was pald only in Wakefleld S account. Beverley s
accountlné.;erlod does not include the feast of All Salnts,

only Ea:.er and Pentecost are within Ypres'. No similar

payments are found in'Gunthorpe's account. Farley mentions
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that the almoner, Thomas de Keymes, received £100 per yeer

"for the increase of Edward's newly granted secret alms"

(pro incremento secrete elemosine Regis de novo concesse).

Keynes in fact paid out £19 13s.9d., but there is no explanation
of when or by what method this was done. Perhaps these "secret"
alms are the same as the "special"alms in later accounts.

In addition to the "secret" alme, Farley's account
indicates that the almoner received payment for the £9 8s.

paid out by him for the king's "great" alms (pro magna elemosina)

of 4d. per day for the 47 days from 8 November to 24 December
1360. These appear to be an extension of the daily alms
listed in the Hospicium expenses.17 This 'is the only occurrehce
of alms of this type among the Elemosina expense;.

Paﬁpers receive aims in all but Gunthorpe's account.
The form taken by these alms differs radically between Farley's
and the other accounts, Farley deseribes them as food ~
allowances on special feast days, although it is unclear
whether these were actual meals or'sums of money in lieu there-

-

. : ¢ ,
of. Alms to paupers in the &ther three accounts are daily

payments of money.

Farley's Iist of feast davs on which food allowances

were issued is guite extensive. wi - one exception, all
entries are grouped- together. 'he =2r-eption shows that on
Maundy Thdrsday at Chanteloup, n:= - " oissey, 25 paupers

received 3s.4d. each from Edward's special'alms. The gift of

3s.4d. per pauper is the largest recorded in the account; next
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highest is 2d. 1In the grouped entries, one item states that
50 paupers each received a ﬂsédmallowance'of 1ld. on Maundy
Thursday in 1360.

The fast that the exception is the only entry in
Farley's account which gives the place where the food
allowances were issued, as well as the large individual
payments, suggest’that the-king made the payments personally.
The other food allowances Presumably were made in England‘by )
the almoner, T'homas de Keynes. He does not seem to have
accompanied the king abroad; at least he is not recorded as
receiving war wages.

Farley's Elemésina also contains gifts of cloth, which
follow the food allowances. Among these is an item statlng
that 200 ells of ‘cloth of Candlewickstreet (now Cannon Street),
50 pairs of .shoes, 4 ells of linen cloth, and 2 short towels,
a!'a total cost of f£15 . 16s.6d., were used on Edward's maundy.
The shoes and cloth suggests that Edward's‘maundy practices
included the washing of feet.

Aside from those on Maundy Thursday, food allowances
were valued at either 1 1/2d. or 2d. A food allowance of
2d. was granted to each of 200 paupers on Christmas Eve in
135¢ anc 1360, and on Goed Friday and on the eve of Easter
'Sunday in 1360. On Christmas ‘Day in 1359 and on the feasts
of Easter Sunday, Pentecost, al1l Saints, and All Souls in 1360,

200 poor each received a food allowance of 1 1/2d4. one éhtry

indicated that on the eves of 15 feastsl8 50 paupers each



105
received a food allowance of 1 1/2d. Another entry shows that
100 paupers each received a food allowance of 1 1/2d. on
42 feast days.19 Finally, 50 paupers received a food allowance
of 1 1/2d/ on each of the 15 Ember Days within the period that
daily oblations wefe recorded in Farley's a >unt; 100 paupers
were granted a similar food allowance on the 59 Fridays during
the same period.

The food allowances granted on two feasts special to

the king are recorded separately. .In 1359 and 1360, 300

paupers each received 1 1/2d. on ‘the feast of -St. Brice (13

November), Edward's birthday (quo die Rex ‘nascebatur). A food
aiiowance of 1d. was granted to each of l,OOOtpaupers in 1360

on the feast day of St. Matthew (21 September), the anniversary

~of ‘the death of Edward's father (anniversarium Regis patris

defuncti).

e
/

Farley's account alone records food allowances granted
to large numbers of unspecified paupers on special feast days.
Such éfants appear to have ceased between Farley's keepership
and that of Gunthorpe. Gunthorpe's account records no grants
to paupers. Between his account and that of Ypres, new forms
of alms to paupers appear.

In the accounts of Ypres, Wekefield, and Beverley,
alms to paupers take the form ok 3d. to each recipient. These
were distributed in two ways. On the king's oral command,

Robert de Whitbergh paid out this sum every day to each of 14

unnamed paupers for their sustenance. Presumably recipients
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were  those who chanced to be at hand. In addition, the
almoner made daily grants, by the king's special grace, of
- 3d. per day to certain named men.

h In Ypres' agcount ohly %our pPaupers are named, but
only'by théir;surnames, @ rare occurrence in the accounts.
Thus, Mérche, Warrewyk, Cokkere, and Wodestok received. alms
for the entire accounting ;eriod. By the first year of
Wakefield's account, this methnd éeems to have become fully
established since the number of men (some 10 or‘11) receiving
alms remained relatively stable in the two Years of Wakefield's

and in Beverley's accoun - In the first year of wakefield's

~aceount seven men (Jokn Cokker, Roger Kyngesgrome, Thomas de
Ilford, Thomas de Shirlyod, Roger de Killesby, Jacob Boteman,
;nd William de Bannebury) received alms for the entire
accounting period; five men received. them for only a part. One
of these five, Robert de Wodestok, died before the end of the
period of account, while JOhn Godyng; John Langeford, John de
Bedford, and John Newgrk‘(or Newark) began to receivé alms
part way through the account. Men receiving alms at the end
of the first year of Wakefield's account were also granted
alms for the entire second year; only John Portour was added
to the list during the second year. Shirwod, Boteman, Godyng,
Langford, Bannebury, and Portour, who are named in Wakefield's
account, in addition to Robert Fouler; Henfy‘Carier, Lawrence
de Kirkeby, and Nicholas Herblot were all given alms for the

entire period of Beverley's account. 1In faét, Herblot's alms
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AY
commenced before the actual accounting period; John de Maple-

‘treewell was added after thé account had begun.

The fact that an individual appears in more than one
account suggests that these alms were life gran s. This
seems to have been the case for Robert do Wodestok, who
reéeived alms in Yprcsﬁ‘accouﬁt and in the first year of
Wakefieid's until his‘death on 11 September 1371. Signifi-
cantly, a nuﬁber of the men named were household servants,

appearing in either the Feoda et Robe, the Vadia Venatorum or

the Vadia Falconariorum of at least one of the accounts.

It is difficult to discuss the four paupers listed in Ypres'
account, since only their surnames are recorded. However,
Edward's servants do include men with the surnames of March

and Warwick. In both years of Wakefield's account, Kyngesgrome,

Ilford, Godyng, and Langeford appear in the Feoda et Robe;

Shirwod is in the Vadia Venatorum and Portour in the Vadia

Falconariorum. Beverley's account includes Shirwod, Godyng,

Langeford, and Portour, household servants in Wakefield's

account, in addition to Fouler, Kirkeby, and Herblbt, who are

named in Beverley's Feoda et Robe. Most individuals, such as
Thomas de Ilford, received these daily alms after they had
ceased to serve Edward (at least they no longer received

either robes or wages)}, but a Few, such as.John Langeford,

still appear in the Feoda et Robe. Nevertheless, the fact
that these paupers include both former and active household

servants suggests that Edward used these alms as a form of
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life pension, or as a supplementary grant to his servant's

wages. This usage of royal alms has not hitherto been noted.

Following food allowances, Farley places entries
dealing with cloth and Beverley entries concerning Edward's
) \

funeral. Farley's account will be discussed first. Of the

six undated entries in his account, the one dealing with

The remaining items record the cloth offered at funeral services.

o

These offerings are described as oblation » although they are

said to be from Edward's "special alms". .entries concern

the funeral services of Roger Mortimer, earl ea March, who
died on 29 February 1360.21 In the first ent;y‘6 cloths of
gold Rakem'22 of Lucca were offered in oblatlons at -a cost of
£33 7s 3d.; the second entry reveals that a cloth of gold

brocade doutr', valued at 117s.10 1/44., was offered at

Windsor For the funeral of John de Wlnw1ck 23 keeper of the

privy seal Edward offered 2 cloths of gold rocade of Lucca,

N

valued at £11 6s.8d. Edward offered 3 cloths of gold brocade,

doutr', at a value of £17 13s.6 3/4d., on 22 August, the
. anniversary of his mother's death.

Beverley's account is of great interest because some

of its entries, especially in the Elemosina, pertain to Edward's

funeral, an event almost ignored by chronlclers. Edward III
died on Sunday, 21 June 1377 in his manor house at Sheen (the
modern Richmond); this is noted quite simply in the Hospicium

expenses by the marginal entry quo die Rex Edwardus tercius

Edward's Maundy Thursday observances has already, been mentioned.20
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gpitt. The Nuncii (Messengers) shows that on the same day
two men, Simon de Burgh and Willjiam Blacomore, were sent from
Sheen to Dover, bPresumably to take or send news of Edward's
death.to France. Charles‘v the'&\ng of France, attended a
Requiem Mass for Edward in Par}s when Fie heard the news

The householq, statloneg at Windsor, did not arrive
. at Sheen until a week after Edward's death, but-the sharp |
.rise in the Hospicium expenses24 {up some f£14 to about £47) on
Monday, 22 June indicates that many arrived more quickly to
pay their last respects. On 23 June Edward's grandson,
Richard II, and Edward's son Edmungd, eari of Cambridge, offered\

) )
oblations of 6s.84. and 3s.44d. respectively at a high mass

expenses.

Roger -neundeler, a citizen of London, would have
arrived at She~~ as soon: as p0551ble after the king's Qdeath,
if he was not air eady at court. The Elemosina .reveals that
he received £ 21 for his labours’and expenses in Preserving
ﬁdwardfs_bpdy from 2. "~faction with balsam and other unguents

and oils.25 The body may have been disembowled and then

embalmed, the Practice at tpnc Sire 26 Stephen de Hadle, a

household servant, was eithe. p. &< fheen or eélse hurried
there. He fashioned an image - an effigy, of the king
(pro facture‘unius-ymaginie é@j;‘e liﬁil_ﬁgﬂii\ as well aé

-

a sceptre, an orb, and a cross wit it - of g1 silver.

3!
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For these and other expenses Hadle received 22 4s.11d. These

"other expenses" mayghaVe included the coffin upon which the
funeral effigy was b;rhe.' The effigy28,consisted of a‘woodén
torso, hollowed at the back;.with a plaster head based on wobd.
Recent restoration of the effigy reveals that thébplaster head
was a aeath—ﬁask; there»is'eviﬁence of paralysis, the result
of a stroke, on the left side of the face.29 The accouﬁt
makes no mention of'the apparel of either Edward's body or

tﬁe effigy.

The Recepta Scaccarii states that Philip la Vache, the

rgceiver of Edward's chamber, gave the wardrobe £1,447 towards
the burial expenses on 28 June. The Elemosina expenses show
that on the same day Robert de Whitbergh;~Edward's almoner,
distributed 100s. to paupers afger a Requiém Ma for Edward's
soul was celebrated at St. Paul's Cathedral in London ip the
presence of the archbishop of Canterbury and other dignitaries.
This Eﬁéélmust havgﬁbeen celebrated without.the presence of
Edward”’s body, since it sééms reasonable to suppose that the
body travelled from Sheen with the household, which did not
reach Léndon until 3 July. The Hospicium expenses indicate
that the houséhold was at Sheen on the second, at St. Paul's
cn the third, and at Westminster on tﬂe fourth.>? Since
gnothér Requiem Mass was celebrated foraxEdward in St. Paul's
on 4 July and a third in Westminster on the next day, it

appears tﬁat Edward's body was taken fyom Sheem on 3 July,
[

and brouéhf to London later the same day. Apparently, the body
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was kept -overnight at St. Paul's, but on 4 July, after the
mass, was moved to Westminster, where it was buried on the .
fifth. Perhaps the body was transported by water from Sheen
'to London. On 11 February 1377, while 111, Edward travelled

by water from Havering to Sheen.3l However the body was

moved, it is not necessary to conclude, as does St. John Hope,32
that the trip was m;de at night. Thevcaqdles and torches
consumed could certainly have been used during the daytime
when the body lay in ;tate since_they served not necessarily

33

as a means of lighting, but were part of a religious ceremony.
On 1 July Whitbergh theJalgbnér received £470 in three

feparate payments from the exchequer. The Elemosina reveals

that this money was Aistributed for Edward's soul to pau ers

inter Shene at Westmonasterium per tres dies, presumably on

the trips from Sheen to St. Paul's, from St. Paul's to West-
minster, and at Westminster on the day he was buried. During
this period paupers wearing black tunics and carrying lighted
torches received alms totalling £27 155&4d. The Prestita says
that this cloth was purchased by John ié Sleaford, the keeper
of the great and privy wardrobes, on 28 June and 1 July at a
cost of £300. An entry in the Elemosina stateg that\1}700
torches, 15 large candles, and 12 mortuary candles made frém
18,411 pounds of wax costing £277 15s.11 1/2d. were lit around
Edwa;d's body "for 3 days between Sheen and Westminster". It

Seems reasonable to suppose that the large candles and the

mortuary candles were not used while the body was, in transit,
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but were placed on Edward's hearse34 as he lay in state in
St. Paul's and Westminster. The paupers who carried lighted
torches could have done so while the body was in transi£ or
when itglay in state.

On 4 July John Pope and Williém Campion, chéndlers of
London, received £11 for a hecarse, as well as for the carriage
of the same hearse, erected around Edward's body in St. Paul's

Cathedral.35 A Reguiem Mass was celebrated in St. Paul's

on the‘same day. Edward's son, John, duke of Lancaster,
offered 6s.8d.; the earl and countess of Cambridge each gave
3s.4d. in oblations. All these offerings were charged against
Edward's expenées.

The king was buried on 5 July. William Hanele erected
a hearse around Edward's body in the Church of St. Peter in
Westminster. Hanele received £59 16s.8d. for money paid by
him in making the hearse, as well as for barriers and closets
erected 1in the same church. Unless the barriers and closets
were very expensive. this was, judging by the price, a finer
hearse than the bne erected in St. Paul's. Oblations to the
celebrants of the Requiem Mass at Edward's funeral amounted
to 2s.1d. 1In addition, the sacristan of the church received
20s. from Edward;s alms for his labours in ringing thé bells
on that day. |

A Requiem Mass was celebra* for Edward's soul on

the dies mensis (the day of month's mind)36 in the Church of

St. Peter in Westminster. The celebrants received 2s.4d4. in
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oblations. On the same'day Whitbergh distributed £ 25 in alms
.
¢ N . . . .

to paupers in this church. The Recepta Scaccarii reveals

that he had received the money from the exchequer on 14 July.
Finally, 300 large torches made from 2,084 pounds of wax
costing £56 8s.10d. were lit around Edward's tomb on the
dies menéig. )
Hence, the sums in Beverley's accoynt connected with
the funeral, although not representing the entife.cost, do
indicate that Edward was buried in splendour. The Eiemosina
records a total expenditure of £928 95;5 1/2d. and the Prestita
another £300. Furthermore, the Hospicium expenses show that
the total household expenditure on the four days of Edwa;d's
funeral_celebrations, that is 3 to 5 July, was £843 4s.,
with £566 5s.5d. being spent on the dai of the burial itself.37
| The final entries in the Elemosina of all the accounts
are those deaiing with the Gascon wihe granted by Edward to
variousbreligious houses for the celebrations of mass. These
are the only alms recorded in Gunthorpe's account. Farley's
account 'lists nine communities: the Dominicah houses of King's
Langley and Dartford; the Cistercian -houses of Waverley,
Coggeshall; King's Beaulieu, and St. Edward of Litterly; the
Carthusian houses of Withém and Hinton; and'the Benedictine
house of St. Peter of Westminster. Gunthorpe's and Wakefield's
~accounts include these, and add the names of thrée additional
communities - the August%niaq&griory of St. Denys next to

Southampton, the Cistercian house of St. Mary Graces next to
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the Tower of London, and the Carthusian monastery of the Holy
Trinity in Beauvale. Ypres' and Beverley's accounts omit )
several of these communities given above, probably because

Ahey both cover less than a year, unlike the other accoﬁnts. 4
The Carthusian house of the Annunciation of Blessed Mary in
London appears only in ﬁeverley's account. Tt would appear

that the communltles listed in the accounts of Wakefield and.
Gunthorpe were the normal recipients of wine during Edward's

last ten years, and that the list was not yet completed in

0

Farley's account.

' "Edward seems to have favoured the Dominican order.
Although only two houses are listed,. each community normally
received four casks of wine per year; the houses of the othet
orders normally received only one cask. Only one account
indicates when wine was granted. Begerley states that St.
Mary Graces received 1l pipe (half a cask) of wine for the feast
of St. George in 1377.

In summary, the Elemosina recerds the value of oblations
and alms distributed. The oblations were ejither set dally

- .

oblations for the period of the account .Or greater oblatlons
on certain feast days. Oblations were given not only by
Edward, but alsd by Philippa, lord Thomas, and Joan, the lady
of Brittany, as well as some others of Edward's family or
minors who chanced to be at court. The alms listed in the/ﬂ

titulus are special, being distinct from the daily alms

recorded in the Hospicium expenses. The special alms include
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alins on certain feast days, alms to paupers, and grants of
wine to religious houses.

\\»The method of dis stributing oblations and alms Jdiffers
dramatically between Farley's and Ypres' accounts. This may
have been the result oﬁ a deliberate attempt to systematize
disbursements. Judging by the total ﬂigmgsiqg expenses in
Farley's account (about £330) and in Wake®- ld's (about £390
in each year),38 the only accounts to include complete
disbursements for an entire year, these changes did not result
in’any savings.

In Farley's account, the distribution of oblations
greater than the daily set oblation on special feast days was
apparently not mafle on any speCific days. However, the accounts
of Gunthorpe, Ypres, Wakefield, andg Beverley state that on
the feasts of the Epiphany, Candlemas, Good Friday, and st.
John the Evangelist, Edward offered greater oblations. \In
Gunthorpe's account spch oblations supplemented the daily set .
oblation, but in the other three they replaced them.

The only alms recorded in Gunthorpe's account ..e the
grants of wine to religious houses. Farley, Ypres, Wakefield,
and Beverley list other types of alms, e:t the forms differ
between Farley and the three others. These four accounts
state that Edward was to grant £100 yearly in special alms.
Farley states that some £20 had actually been distributed,

but does not say how or when this was done. The three other

accountslstate that the money was to be distributed equally
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on the feasts of Raéter, Pentecost, Michaelmas or All Saints,

and Christmas. HOWuVer) the most dramatic change took place
in the method of distributing almé to paupers. In Farley's
account, they are grants of food allowances (either é‘ﬁeal
or a sum of money) to large numbers of paupers on specified
feast days. In Ypres',Wakefieﬁd's, and Beverley's accounts
distribution of alms to paupers takes two forms. The first
1s a daily sum granted to a definite number of unnamed poog;
the second is a daily sum granted to named paupers. Hpwevoer,
since some of‘thése named "paupers" had becen, or still woere,

household servants, it appears that Edward used these alms as

a form of pension or wage.



FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER V

lThe total Elemosina ¢Xpenses are: Farley - ¢£328 8s.
114. ; Gunthorpe - IIE§*3S.8d.; Ypres - 152 9s.84.:; Wakefielqd
(year 1) - :389 1s.5 1/2d.; Wakefield (year 2) - £399 18s.34.;
and Beverley - £1,177 11s.10 1/24.

5

“This coin, and the one valued at 54. offered by
Philippa (sce below), could not have been English Since no
colns of Edward ITI had these values.

3Thomas of Woodstock, Edward's youngest (sixth, but
fifth surviving) son, was born on 7 January 1355. He was
knighted on 23 April 1377 and was made duke of Buckingham on
the day of Richardg IT's coronation [The Complete Peera e of
England, Scotland, Ireland, Great Britain, and the United
Kingdom, George E. Cokayne and Vicary Gibbs, eds., (London,
St. Catherine Press, 1910-1940), vol. v. pp. 719-28).

4Joan (3asset), sister of John IV, duke of Brittany,
who was born in November or December 1339. Edward III became
the guardian of the latter, and presumably also of the former
upon the death of their tather on 26 September 1345 (Complete
Peera .2, vol. X, Pp. 822-24, and vol. 11, pp. 3-6).

5Richard Hart, ed., Ecclesiastical Records of England,
sreland, and Scotland, from the Fifth Century till the Reforma-

tion, 2nd eqd. (Cambridge, MacMillan, Barclay, and MacMillan,

1846), p. 134.

6Why this was so for Edward, his wife, and son (see
-below) is not €xplained.

7Philippa, daughter and.heiress.of Lionel, duke of

Cl-~ . 1d earl of Ulster, Edward's second son, who died

or 7 2r 1368. She was born on 16 August 1355, and married
Ec - " 1lmer, earl of March (born 1 February 1352) about

Ma, © .see rn 9 below)

8John de Hastings, born on 29 August 1347. His father
died ory 29 or 30 August 1348. He proved his age on 12 September
~-368 adAc received Possession of his father's estates. In 1359
he married Margaret, Edward's fourth daughter, who died without
issue soon after 1_October 1361 (Complete Peerage, vol. X, pp.
381-94) .

117
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9Edmund Mortimer, born on 1 February 1352. His father
died on 26 February 1360 (but sce below, n.2l}. About May
1368 he married Philippa, Edward's grand-daughter (see n. 7
above), becoming carl of Ulster on the death of his father-in-
law. On 6 January 1373, although still under age, he received
his lands, and Edward took his homage and fealty (Complete
Peerage, vol. VIIIL, pp. 445-48).

lOThe carl was Edmund of Langley, fifth (fourth
surviving) son of Edward III, born on 5 June 1341. He was
named carl of Cambridge on 13 November 1362. Between 1
January and 30 April 1372 he married Isabel, daughter of Pedro
.the Cruel of Castile and sister of Constance, who was married
to his brother John, earl of Lancaster (Complete'Peerage, vol.
11, p- 494, and vol. XII, pp- 895-99).

3

lRaymond Crawfurd, "The Blessings of Cramp-Rings - A
Chapter in the History of the Treatment of Epilepsy," Studies
in the History and Methods of Science, ed. Charles Singer
(Oxford, Clarendon Press, 1917), pp- 167, 180.

l2Crawfurd does not mention that the gqueen-consort
could also Bless cramp rings, although he guotes the entries
in Ypres' aécount concerning Edward, which immediately precede

»

those dealing with Philippa (ibid., p. 170). \\

: l3Crawfurd (ibid., pp. 168-69) says that "according
to tradition, [the cross] was made of wood from the true Cross
presented by a pilgrim to Richard Coeur de Lion; no satisfac-
tory explanation of its name is forthcoming". However, the
name Neyt, or Gneyth, as it was spelled earlier in the reign,
suggests the Cross Neith, or Rood of St. Neoty a portion of the
true Cross and sacred relic of the Welsh, seized by Edward I
when he took Carnarvon in 1283 [L.F. Salzman, Edward I (London,
Constable, 1968), p. 178]. ' R

14Ypre@' account states that all oblations in Canterbury
were in the fo- -f gold nobles, each valued at 6s.8d. o
'lSSee‘p. 99.
? 16

See pp. 105-106.

l7See p.- 86.
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18These were Andrew and Thomas the apostle in 1359 !
and 1360; and, in 1360, the Ascension, Pentecost, the Nativity
of John the Baptist, Peter and Paul, Jacob, Lawrence, the
Assumption of the Blessed Mary, Bartholomew, Matthew, Simon
and Jude, and All Saints. '
191n 1359 these were Stephen, John the Evangelist,
the Holy Innocents, and Thomas the Martyr; in 1359 and 1360,
Edmund the Confessor, Edmund the Martyr, Katherine, Andrew,
Nicholas, the Conception of the Blessed Mary, Lucy, and
Thomas the Apostle; and, in 1360, the Circumcision, the
. Epiphany, Candlemas, the Divine Annunciation, the Holy Trinity,
Corpus Christi, John the Baptist, Peter and Paul, the Trans-
lation of Thomas the Martyr, Mary Magdalene, Margaret, Jacob,
Lawrence, the Assumption of the Blessed Mary, the Glorification
of the Holy Cross, Matthew,.Michael, Edward the Confessor,
and Simon and Jude.

OSee pp- 103-104.

21The Vadia Guerre (f 79v) says that the earl received
war wages from 5 September 1359 "usque ultimum diem [29]
Februarii quo die idem Comes obiit" (see p. 235). However,
Complete Peerage, vol. VIII, p. 445, says he died on 26
February. '

22Written Rakematz in the Necessaria (see p. 140). 1t

is a precious cloth, embroidered, or woven, with Phrygian work
| see Racamas in Charles du Frense, sieur du Cange, Glossarium

Mediae et Infimae Latinitatis, ed. D. P. Carpenter and G.A.L.

Henschel (7 vols., 1840-1850)].

A

3He was keeper of\th privy seal from beforé& 27
November 1355 to about 17 May| 1360 (Tout, Chapters, VI, p. 53).
He had custody of both the prfvy seal and the great seal '
during the campaign of 1359-60, when he accompanied Edward.

on the continent. . As the chief non-warrior at the peace
negotiations at Brétigny, he probably had a great share in the
negotiation and drafting of the Treaty of Brétigny.. Winwick
died around 12 July 1360 (ibid., III, p. 227 n. 2, and V.,

p. 36) when his wages ceased (see below, p. 128). See also
above, p. 60.

24See p. 79.

25Seé p. 64.
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26Verjuice may have been used in the embalming process

(see p. 88 n.8).

27See pp. 66-67.

28William H. St. John Hope, "On the Funeral Effigies

of the Kings and Queens of England, With Special Reference to
those in the Abbey Church of Westminster", Archaeologia, vol.
LX (1907), pt. 2, plate LVII, shows the whole effigy. R. P.
Howgrave-Graham, "The Earlier Royal Funeral Effigies - New
Light on Portraiture in Westminster Abbey", Archaeologia,
vol. XCVIII (1961), plate XLVII, shows the face at various
stages of restoration. -Paul Johnson, The Life and Times of
Edward III (London, Weidenfeld and Nicolson, 1973), pp. 197,
214-15, shows the face and the tomb effigy made from the
funeral effigy. _

29The discovery that Edward suffered a stroke is
consistent with the description of the death scene in
Chronicon Angliae, ab Anno Domini 1328 Usque ad Annum 1388,
Auctore Monacho Quodam Sancti Albani, Edward M. Thompson,
ed., (London, Rolls Series, 1874), pp. 142-46.

305ce p. 90 n. 25, which records the daily location
of the household for the period 1 to 7 July.

31Tout, Chapters, vol. III, p. 318'and n. 1.

32"Oh the Funeral Effigies", p. 532.

33Howgrave—Graham, "The Earlier Royal Funeral Effigies",

p. 162.

34This was "a framework with a sloping roof having
candle-sticks or prickets at the corners and along the sides,
placed over the coffin during the burial service or watch"
fJohn S. ‘Purvis, Dictionary of Ecclesiastical Terms (Edinbargh,
Thomas Nelson, 1962), p. 91].

35See p. 64.

365ee dies and mensis in Latham, World-List, pp. 145,
195-96. A Catholic Dictionary, 3rd ed., Donald Attwater, ed.
(New York, Macmillan and Co., 1961), p. 331, says that month's
mind was the Requiem Mass celebrated 30 days after death or
burial. ‘In the case of Edward III it would appear to have
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been celebrated on 21 July, a month after his death, because
the almoner received on 14 July the money distributed to
paupers on the dies mensis and because the account ceased on
26 July.

37The daily departmental expenses for the period 1
to 7 July are recorded on p. 90 n. 25.

38See n. ‘1 above.



CHAPTER VI
VESSELLAMENTA ARGENTI
————— 20 ARGENTI

Following Ypres' §l§ﬂ€§£ﬁi is a unlque\_ltulus entltled
Vessellamenta Argenti (Plate of Silver), which records the
descrlptlons and weights of 51lver Plate purchased from the
executors of the testament of Thomas Cheyne. These 1tems,
include ba51ns, ewers, drinking pots, salt-cellers, goblets,
dishes, platters, Spoons, a plate, and one small cruse or
drinking bowl. Most of the plate is of sterllng silver,
although some 1s of s1lver-gllt. While most descrlptlons
indicate that there was nothing dlStlnCthe about the items,
this is not always the case. For example, the purchases included a
' silver-gilt gohlet standing on three llons a silver goblet,

:gllded on the swage, Wlth the arms of. the blShOp of Llncolg

on top; and a small silver-gilt Cruse garnished with sterllng

silver.

i

Part of the description of the Plate is its value in

goldsmith's weight (per pondus aurifabrie).l Although the

weight is expressed in terms of pounds (g), shillfﬁﬁs (s.),
and pence (d.), a pound of plate was worth more than a pound
of specie.2 Significantly,'ln all but the sum Wthh glves
the total weight of plate purchased the "g" isg abbrev1ated
by the scribe as 1b' rather than the Customary 11'; thlS

indicates that Ypres' scribe is dealing with Weights rather

122
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than with money. HOwever, the "s." and the "d." are
abbreviated in the normal manner. Although the actual
monetary value 1s not entered fér any particular piece of
plate, the account does record that all the pla£e welghed
a total of £105 13s.11d. The plate was purchasedbat a cost
of £200 13s.9d. in money, a sum that includes not only the
cost of the plate, but also the costs of making the plate.
The expenditu;e recorded in this’ titulus is not real,

. . 3 )
since the Recepta Forinseca  of the account reveals that the

_value of the plate received from the executors of the testament
‘'of Thomas Cheyne was also regarded as a receipt. Tﬁis plate

is listed in the inventory of plétebat the end of the account;
a marginél note says that it‘was_delivered by indenturé to

-~

William de Sleaford, clerk of the king's works at Westminster

and the prer.4



FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER VI

lThe term per librum Jocalium is used by some accounts.
(see p. 260) . »

2Examples where both the, weight and the monetary
value of silver plate are known (see pp. 264, 265, 266, and
272 n. 19) indicate that one pondus aurifabrie of silver is
equal to about 26s.8d. in money. At the end of the fourteenth
century, one pound of silver was equivalent to 24s.2d. in
money (see Reddaway and Walker, Goldsmiths' Company, p. 75).

3
See pp. 49f50.

4See p. 271 n. 5.
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CHAPTER VII
NECESSARIA -

The Necessaria (Necessities or Sundries) includes

all those expenditures whichldo not fall under any of the
other categories in the account.l There are two principal
types of expenditure under this héading? the payments of wages
and expenses of household servants who were sent, or were |
staying, out pf court on buSiQess, and the expenses incuf?kg
by the king's butler infthe performance 6f his duties. Some
accounts élso contain exéenses which deal with plate, utensils,
and other miscellaneods-items. Certain Qf thesé'miséellaneous
expenses, especially a few describéd‘as gifts, seem rightly

to belong in other tituli; it is not clear why they appear in

the Necessaria. Possibly the other tituli had already been

preparea and it was too difficult to add the  items to them.

;

Farley's and Gunthorpe's Necessaria also record

expénditures dealing with horses. Bothbaccounts use this
heading for the purchase of horses, but only that of Gunthérpe
for payments to.household‘members whose horses had died in the
king's service. In later accounts, suchuexpenses occur in

their own tituli, the Empcio Equorum gnd Restaurum Equorum, .

and the expenses dealing with horses in the Necessaria will be
2

considered in the chaptef'dealing with these tituli.

125
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The Necessaria include expenses incurred before the

. beginning of the particular period of account. Many right-

fully belong in other tituli of expenses; perhaps they appear
in the Nécessaria because the other tituli would normally
include only expenses arising during the accounting period.

The folloWing discussion will‘be based primarily upon
the accounts of Férley'and Gunthorpe, since these have the
Jlargest exéenditures and provide the be;tlexamples of
 expenSes placed under this titulus. |

Aside from huntérs and falconers, whose duties entailed’
their absence from court, lay houséhold,servants normally
were paid wages only for the time spent in court, and these
wages were recorded'in'the Hospicium expenses.3 When househola
servants were out of court, however, their wages and expenses

were recorded in the Necessaria. Two groups of servants did

not receive wages - clerics received benefices and theAchief
lay lusehold officers (who ranked as bannerets or knights)
received yearly fees.4 Such payments were not affected by‘

absences from court; however, payments to cover their expenses

asAdistinct from benefices Qf fees appeaf in-the Necessaria.
All accounts record payments for the expehses of thé
keeper, steward, controller, and tofferer when staying out of
court, either on business concerning their offices or on
missidns described as "the king's business". The Reeper and
steward received ZOs.lper day when absent from court, the

controller 13s.4d., and the cofferer 6s.84. Most entries give
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no details as to what the king's business might have been,
nor do most identify any specifié period when the person
concerned was out of court. Generally,_all the absences were
grouped together. However, Gunthorpe and Qpres do not_combine
such expenditures. Each individual absence is recorded
among the chronologically"dated éntries; often the teason
for being out of court is given. Gunthorpevprovides the mést
interesting examples.

Eightéen entries in his account concern the sending
of Gunthorpe frbm wherever the king.or household was st;ying

to London to obtain money (pro denariis querendis).5 These

absences totalled 89 days. ' For example, the keeper was absent
from court for 4 days between 1 and 10 June 1366, when sent
from Windsor to London to obtéin authorization from the king's
council for money for household expeﬁées. Several entries
indicate that Gunthorpe personally returned with money. - For
example, for 6 days between 20 and 30 Septembér Gunthorpe was
out of court, havihg Leen sent from Hévering to London to
obtain money which he conveyed to Clarendon for the king's use.
Andther item shows that Gunthorpe was sent from Havering to
Cranbourne to cbnvey money for Edward'é use during a hunting
expendition; hg was also sent from Cranbourne to London énd B
back to collect more money. He was out of court for 7 days
betwéen 16 and 29 August; three yeomen, John Longevill, Thomas

de Miton, and John Shefford, together reteived a reward of 20s.

for accompanying the keeper and guarding the money. In at
}
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leas; One instance, Gunthorpe did not receive cash. He was
out of court on 7, 8, and 9 October, when sent from Chertsey
to London to get money in the form of tallies valued at
£3,000. This is the one occasion when the amount collected
is given.

‘ In Ypres' éccount, one undated entry states that

Richard de Beverley, the cofferer, was sent out of court to

Reading for 3 days to purchase horses. Farley's Necessaria

shows that Henry de Walton, the former wardrobe keeper,
received £30 for his ekpenses in living out of court on the
king's business for the period 4 October to 2 November 1359.
This intérval actually precedes the period of Farley's account.
The latter account also shows that two successive Keepers of
the privy seal were paid 2Q0s. per day while out of court.

John de Winwick6 received £43 for the period 31 May to 12
"July 1360, John de Buckingham £178 for the period 1 July to.
I25 December 1360. In Beverley's account, the.chamberlain,

Roger de Beauchamp, received 20s. pér day for the 47 days he

was away from court. Thése are the only instances of such
payments to the chamberlain and the keeper of the privy seal.
‘Payments for expenses and/or wages were granted to
household servants other than the officers mentioned above.
In Farley}s acéount these payments are chiefly concerned with
tasks performed on the continent. On the whoie, entries can
be divided into those pertaining to persons sent on Edward's

<

business and those pertaining to the movement and transport of

BV
.
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the household. However, two ltems do not fit these categories.,
Clement de Merk and William Gambén together recceived 13s.44.
for their expenses while waiting inp Calais for Edward before
the comﬁencement Of the Rheim: campaign. An undated entry
Teveals that John Herlyng, a yeoman of the Chamber, received
£4 2s.1d. for his expenses and various other casts as he
awaited Edward's arrival for thelsigning of the peace treaty.

Eight items in Farley's Necessaria deal witp individuals
sent‘ou£ of court op business. 1n 3 few instances men carried
letters.7 Stephen Romylowe ang Geoffrey delstyuecle were sent
by Edward from Thorne to Calais to. Henry of Grosmont, duke of
Lancaster, at some time between 26 January and 22 April 1360.
John de Elleford, king's eSquire, carried letters of the king's
privy seal to.Cherbourg E%‘the king df Navarre. gig task
Ooccupied 19 days, and he'received payment of hig wages, at

6s.8d. per day, and €Xpenses on 18 August 1360, Lord Nicholas

of prince Edwarg and other lordscconcerning the extension
of the peace. Loveigne'sg task took 12 days; he received
bayment for his expenses (at 6s.8d. per day) on 8 September

1360.

Hilton went to the Papal curia to Seek a dispensation for the
‘marriage of the duke of Brittany ang Mary, the king's daughter.8

He received rgg 13s.44d. in payment of his expe: :g. An undated
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entry indicates that lord William de .1 was sent to the
papal curia on the king's unspecified business. Burton was
absent the 140 days from 14 March to 31 July 1360; he received

13s.4d. per day to cover expenses.

Entries in Farley's accc ... -oncerning the transport
of the household cover the expen: of crossing the English
Channel. The recipients of méney generally were not house-

hold servants, although the steward was paid £6 13s.4d. on

20 June 1360 at Honfleur for thé passage of’Welsh and other
archers. Richard Stephan, master of the ship le 3émes of
Sandwich, received payment on 24 June 1360 for freighting the
plate of the kitchen and other offices from Calais to Ldndon.
On 8 July Thomés atte See, Salamonus Bottman, AlexanderA'
Hortyn, and William Denam, sailors of Qover, used three ships
and a barge in conveying the king's familia (who were in the
escort of the king of France), horses, and victuals from Dover
to Calais. John Gerand and other sailors of Dover conveyed

the king of France and other magnates to Calais from Dover

IS
{

on 10 July.
At the end of Augugt 1360 the daily household expenses.
roselo as preparations were made for the arrival of the kingfs
officials, who in turn were to prepare for the king's érrival._
On 12 September, John Gerand and qompéhions from Dover carried

the lord steward and others from England to Calais (usque Cales').

Two other entries dealing with trahsport across the Channel

are dated 12 September, but both say that the trip was from
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Calais to England. Richard de Geynesburgh and his fellow
mariners brought the Efgfaiand victuals of various household

offices de Cal' usque Lwndon'. The treasurer and others of

the king's familia, along with the bedding and other equipment

of the king's chamber, were brought usquc Dovorr' by william

Gibbe and his campanions. If these twc cntries are not in
error in descrrbing the trip as being to England, they would
appear to reoord payment for services rendered in late May and
early June, when Edward's staff returned to England after the
end of the military campaign.ll

The war preparations which took place during the time
of Wakefield's account are reflected in only a few items. In
the first year of the account, John de Cokefeld was sent
ahead of the court to prepare lodglngs Pro guerre in Sandwich
and Porchester for the klng and his familia. Cokefeld was
absent for 212 days and received /12d. per day for his expenses.

In the second year of the account, Cokfeld spent 95 days out

of court at Sandwich and Southampton obtaining lodgings‘for

the king and the lofds of Englend. Finally, the firstryear of
Wakefield's account shows that Thomas de Bernolby received two
‘paymeots on the orders of a prlvy seal writ dated at Westmlnster
on 16 April 1372. Bernolby was relmbursed for the 106s.4d. he
paid for the repair of"Edward's ship, the Redecog!, and for the
£52 6s.8d. he paid as a'reward (rewardum) to 17 saiiors of
Southamptod and Hamelhok on the orders of Richard de Pembroke,

a knight of the chamber, and John de Ypres, controller. It is

not stated how the reward was earned.
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In addition to the military consiéerations already
mentioned, domgstic‘réquifeﬁents also gave rise to the.payment
of wages and/or expenses. ﬁhile some entries in the accounts
give no oxpl?nationlﬁgybnd §ta2ing that the person was on
busihess, some reasons are recordes These\can generaily be
divided into two groups: expenses oﬁ persons sent out of court,
and expenses resulting from the travels of the household. The
follawing discussion will concentrate on Gunthorpe'SAaccount,
partly because such expenses in Farley's account have already
been considered, and partly because they occupy a lérger
portion of Gunthorpe's expenses than in the other accounts.

The daily wages of 3s.4d. paid Mast;r John de Glaston,
the king's physiéian, when sent out of court to prepare'medicines
"for:the king's body" appeér in all but Farley's acccunt.12
In addition, Glaston also purchased medicines "for the king's
body"; these cost 108s. in Gunthoppe's account, 21s. in fpres',
£4 lés.Bd. and 58s. in the two years of Wakefield's, and 16s.
in Beverley's. Other individuals also purchased mecicines.

In the second year of Wakefielé's account, medicines valued at
£16 11d. were puréhased'by John de Slééford, clerk of the
great wardrobe, for éhe king and his familia while they were
on shipboara. The same account reveals that on 11 August 1372
medicines valued at 665.8d. were purchased from Johﬁ Leéhe for
Edw=-4d and his familia on shipboard, and‘that a further £4 15s.

10d. was spent on 31 July 1372 for medicines for royal use

purchased from William > Wadesworth, apothecary of London.
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Medicines purchased from thg same man during Edward's illness
cost £7 12s.8 1/2d. in Beverley's account,13

Gunthorpe's account reveals‘that Thomas de Maddyngle
was sent from Windsor tolLondon for 4 days between 1 February
and 21 March 1366 to fetch cloth for thevking. John Chippes,
Joﬁn Shefford, and others went from Windsor to London to
fe£ch silver plate for the feasfs of Easter, All Saints, and
Christmas. William de Brantyngham, John de Wyght, and William
Prest were sént from Windsor to Westminster with pléte of gold
and together received 3s.44d. on 7 May 1366.

Indivi ﬁTs\étaying out of court also receivgé payments*
for wages or kxpenses. 1In Gunthorpe's account, Andrew de
- Tyndale, tailor of the gueen's robgs, received 12d. per day
for his expenses in living in iéﬁaon for 276 days wh’le making

robes. Ypres' Necessaria indicates that Tyndale stayed out of

court in London for 62 days on the queen's "secre business".
Gﬁnthorpe's account reveals that Nicholas de Slendon,

hunterz received payment of his wageS((at 4d. per day) and

expenses for the period 30 September';o 21 December 1365,

which precedes the accounting périod. Simoﬁ‘de la Hawe, tendour,

received 2 payménts by writs.of the privy seal giveﬂ at Windsor

and dated 5 June 1366 and 12 January 1367. De la Hawe was

paia his wages, ati9d. per day, for the 647 days between 6

April 1365 énd 12 Janﬁary 1367, which partly precedes Gunthorpe's

accounting period. He was also paid for a falcon, a goshawk,

a tercelet-gentle, and a 'tercel of a goshawk taken by him for

-
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the kings' prise in the port of Kingfs Lynn. The birds were
delivered to Edward by the hands of Edmund Chesthunt, falconer.
In the first year of Wakefield's account de la Hawe was paid
for birds taken for the king's prise in the counties‘of Suffolk
and Norfolk. Ypres' account indicates that Walter Rouland,
falconer, received payment, on anard's oral command, of his
wages at 6d. per day for the 111 days from 25 October 1368 to
12 February 1369, a periodwimmediately preceding the accounting
period. |

The movement of the household during the period of
Gunthorpe's account resulted in numerous expenses. Walter
Norman, king's sailor, and others received payment for conduct-
ing the queen from Chertsey to Havering by the Thames, as well -
as for the conveyance of her equipment by water from Chertsey
to Barklng between 4 and 16 July 1366. Hanekinus Croft,
king's yeoman, and nonfhousehold Yeomen were paid fer hauling
two -barges end one boat belonging to the king from Barking
to Sheen, -and from Sheen to Chertsey, between 23 and 30
September. Roger Smale received wages of 3s.10d. for his round
trip from Windsor to Shipton with the klng S wardrobe (garderoba).
Smale was also out of court for 40 days between 20 August and
30 October when sent from Havering to Westminster and Sheen
with the_"equipment" (herhesium) of the‘kings' wardrobe of

robes (garderoba robarum).14 Lawrence Lok received 3d. per

day for his wages while staying out of court at Windsor for 82

davs from 23 June to 12 September to guard Phlllppa s wardrobe
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after her familia had gone to Havefing. John de Bedford and
John KemSéld wére each paid a similar amount for guarding the
quéen's chamber and wardrobe of robes. .

The first ye: of Wakefield's account reveals that
John Fyssh, John Botesham, and William de Upton, yeoman, on two
separate occasions were sent from Windsor to Winton and
Marlborough with the bed hangings and.equipment of the wardrobe
and with 100 "suits" (hernesii) of armour for 100 men-at-arms.
For guarding the equipment, as well as for preparing for the
arrival of the king's familia in these two placés and‘for‘
returning with the equipment to Windsor aﬁd London, they were
paid 66s.8d. on 20 October 1371.

k Ypres', Wakefield's, and Beverley's accéuhts state
that, by Edward's special grace, two mén were the recipieﬁts
of lifetime wages. Richard Bosevill and Robert de Ap;ulby,
king's sergeants~at-arms, received wages of 12d. per day, both
in and out of court, for the entire periéds of accounts. They
also received normal fobe allowancesl |

All wérdrobe books record payments of expenses incurred
in the compiling writing and rendering of the household
accounts. In Gunthérpe's £20, and in Wakefield's £46, were
granted to the clerks who wrote -the accounts of éhe keeper and
the controllg;. Ypres' account shows that £26 13s.4d. was
paid to the clerks who drew up the accounts for his accountiﬁg
perioa (13 February to 27 ‘June 1369) and for the preceding
accounting year (13 February 1368 to 12 February 1369). ' In

Farley's and Beverley's accounts the keeper also received money.
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Farley was paid the enormous sum of £266 13s.4d. for.his
expenses and those of wvarious clerké while staying‘in London
for 1 1/2 years to draw up the‘acéount. The fact that the
wardrobe book reéords the accounts of.the clerk of the great
wardrobe and the king's butler, as well as the wages for
Edward's French expendition, was taken into consideration
when granting Farley this large sum. Beverley recéived £133
6s.8d. for his expenses and those of the clerks who stayed,
presumably in London, for 218 days between 27 July 1377 énd

9 July 1379, to draw up.theuaccounts of Beverley and William
de Moulsoce, the former keeper. Beverley's expenses and labours
during the time of Edward's fhnerai were taken into consider-

ation. In addition, 100s. was granted‘to the clerks who wrote

e

the accounts.
The expenses of making or repairing plate .are found in

the Necessaria of Gunthorpe's, Ypres', and Wakefieldls accounts.

For example, Gunthorpe reveals that Thomas de Hassey, king's
goidsmith and citizen of Londog, made or repaired silver or
gold dishes,‘goblets, and other pieces of plate.  Hasséy was
paid £787 55,106:, which includes éaymeht for tpe metal usea,
as well as tﬁe costs ,of making, repairing,’or stampingvthe
plate. Ypres' account shows that Joan de Hassey,15 wife of
Tﬁomas'de Hassey, was paid £46 14s.5d. for 24 silver .dishes.
In the first year of Wakefield'é account Robert Launde) a
London goldsmith, repaifed the king's.great seal, on the order

of the treasurer, at a cost of 6s.8d.
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The Necessaria impGunthorpe's and the first year of

Wakefield's accounts reveal that certain utensils and victuals
were purchased for the household. 1In Gunthorpe's account
Robert Rosse delivered bronze pots, copper bowls, pans, and
stone mortars to the household stationegﬁag)windsor. Rosse
also delivered a gridiron, 2 ladles and 2 skimmers of lattea, 

and one shave of iron to the king's hypbcaust or hot bath

(pro Stuph' Regis) at Windéor. Coffers for the kihg's cofferer
and the offices of the saucery and pantry and one chest for
the controller were purchased from Thomas de Staunden,
cofferer of Landon, at a cost Qf 76s.8d. A pair of knives
purchased from William de Retteford for the queen's table fof
the feast of Christmas cost 40s.

In the first year of Wakefield's account, Robert Rosse
delivered 3‘cookiné pots and 6 Hasins and ewers to the house-
hold of the king on shipboard; Margery de Shadwéll received
26s.8d. for a caa; of black leather, made for a large silver
jar in Wthh were kept the king's alms

Gunthorpe S account regords the purchase»of certain
victuals. John Mulward of Stanweli was paia 42s.4d. owed him
for unspecified victuals obtained for the household. Roger
Slak delivered 3 casks of honey to John de Foxle, constable of
the castle on the Isle of ~Sheppey, and Randolf Martyn 8 casks
of honey to Thomas Cheyne, constable of Windsor Castle. This

honey cost £122. John atte Welle delivered woo costing

£32 8d. to the palace of Westminster, the manor 4f Gravesend,
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the castle of Hadleigh, and Windsor Park for the king's use
in his secret visits to these places.

Far;ey'é éccount@alone reco;ds expenses incurred by
the great wardrobe, the privy wardrobe, and the king's butler.
The’ great wardrobe16 had originally:developed out of the ward-
robe of the household; the privy wardrt:bel7 in turn developg?
out of the great wardrobe, although it was also closely refg%gﬁﬁhg
to the chamber. During the period covered by this thesis the
great wardrobe was concerned pﬁimarily with the purchase and
storage of non—ﬁerishable commodities such as cloth, fur, and
wax; the privy wardrobe_étored and manufactured arms and
armour. Although partly'dependeht on the great wardrobe, by
1360 the privy w;rdrobe was. essentially an indeéeﬁdeﬁt organi-
zation,_receiving its revenues from, and>accounting to, thé
exéheqﬁer. The k_ing's»_bt-ltlerl8 was the official who proQided

all the wines required_by the king, including that used in
®

\

the household.

Originally aécountable to thebwardfobe of the house-
hold, the great(&ardrobe and the king's batler were rembved |
from household céntrol in 1324, whén it was required that the
keeper_bf the great wardrobe and the butler should receive
all their money from, and should account FQ, the exchequer.
The only exception Was that the butler still accounted to the
wardrobe for the wines he.délivered to the household. Until
1351 this directive was fairly well maintained,zo but be;ween

1351 and 1360 the great wardrobeé and the king's butler reverted

to their former dependence upon the wardrobe of the household.
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The reason for this development is not clear; it may have had
something to do with the war in France. ' The close of Farley's
‘account saw the end of wardgﬁbé control err the offices of
the great wardrobe and the king's butler, which thereafter
accpunted to the'exchequer: Whether the privy wardrobe also
accounted to the wardrobe of the household during the period
1351 to 1360 is nét certain. However, entries in the Recepta
Scaccarii21 would suggest fhat, at least for the period Qf
Farley's account, the privy wardrobe accounted to the great
wardrobe. Thig development presumably took place because of
the war; it may have been %n‘effect only for the dﬁration
ofFérley's account.
| John de Newbury, clerk of the great wardrobe, réceived
£54 8s.6 1/4d. to pay the wages of his clerks and yeomen, and
.to cover the.éxpenses of transporting spiqes, napery, linen
cloth, éanvas; and "other things"; bf mabing barreié in which
to. store the spices; of shearing and‘fulling cloth; and of
seﬁing linen cloths. Newbury alsoc received his annual "ancient"
feé of £20 and a further reward or regard (rewardum) of £66
17s.6 1/2d. for the period 2 January to i November 1360 out of
an annu;I suﬁ of £80. Henry de Snaith, clerk of the king'
privy'wardrobe; received 32s. for the repair of various things
perteining. to his office, and £7 12s. for his wages at 124. per
day from 1 june to 1 Novembew %360. . |

The costs of commodities bought by the great and privy

wardrobes are also recorded. Certain goods, such as cloth,
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were purchased for the king's personal use (pro oorEore Regis),
although most weye delivered to Edward's servants. However,'

6 cloths of gold Rakematz22 costing £34 were delivered to the
king at Haveri’ ‘for his own personal use. Wax, spices,
napery, linen cloth,-canvas, and other things", valued at
almost £70, were delivered to lord William de Clee and Walter
Whithors for the king's private expenses at Westminster and
Rotherhithe. Cloth, fur, mercery, and "other things" costing
Asome £500 were delivered to John Marreis, Edward's tailor.
Velvet Camakazé cloth of‘gold and "other things" were delivered

to Gerard le Heaumer, yeoman, smith of the king's. weapons

(faber armorum Regis), for covering the king's nlate and

armour. Saddles, brldles, halters, and other "harnesses"”
were delivered to Thomas Spigurnell, keeper,of the king's
great horses. John de Coloigne ana William de Glendale,
 successive armourers of the king, and Thomas de Thorneton,
pavilioner, received unspecified things. Items for the

"king's body" cost some £1,280; nearly half was spent on

: N
. . ~,
deliveries to the armourers.

‘Expenses incurred byhthe subordinate bersonnel of the
great and privy'wardrobes appear in the account. The tailor‘
Marreis received some £33 for his expenses in making garments.
The king's armourers, Coi01gne and Glendale, were paid some
£182 for their expenses in making beddlng, standards, streamers,
small banners, anq_"other thlngs" The pavilioner and the

keeper of the king's great horses received some £23 and 6s.8d.
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respectively for ExXpenses.arising from tﬁe repair éf
articles pertaining to their officés. Hugh Penitour, king's
painter, receivéd almost £137 for his costs in painFing large
shields, standards, small banners, streamers, and “éther
things".

An expenditure which perhaps pertains to the ggeat or
 privy wardroBe shows that Edmund Rose was paid £40 7s.24 for
.uréhésinchlqaks, doublets, leggings, and linen cloth for
Richérd Vinegré and Richard Verius, king's henchmen,25 for
halters for the king's horses, for other necessities, and
for renting a house for the safe éustody of Rose's'unidentified
office. | |

The Necessaria of the various accounts contain the
expenses incurred-'by the king's butler. Farley records those
arising from the purchase and purveyance of all the wine
required by the king; the other four aécounts include only

those expenses pertaining to the pfovisiOn of wine for the

household. The expenses recorded in the Necessaria do not

include the value of the wine actually purchased for, or
conéumed by, the household. These appear in the Hospicium

. T
expenses. Onebentry records the butler's fees, the wages of
his servants, and the expenses arising from the transport ‘and
storage of . -e purchased by the butler. 1In Farley's ac&ount
John de Stode¢,. the butler,‘was allowed £924 55.21 William

Street received £409 7s.2d. in Gunthorpe's account, 81 15s.3

1/2d. in Ypres', and £205 15s.7 1/2d. and £197 16s.8d4 1/24.
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in the two years of Wakefield's, Geoffrey Newton was paid
£164 3 1/2d4. in Beverley's account.

1

The value of wine used by the butler to make good any
ullage and leakage 26 of tne casks of wine which came into
his custody is listed as 4n expense. These costs amount to
about £525 in Farley's account, £2380 in Gunthorpe's, £30
in Ypres, £340 and £315 in Wakefield's, and £90 in Beverley's.
In addition, both Gunthorpe and Ypres note that some £SO and
£4 respectively was spent in making good splllage (in fusura)
‘and leakage of wine used in the household.

Wine wnich went bad wae sold at a loss. No expenditure
of this sort occurs in Ypres' account; it amounts to some
£675 in Farley's, £260 in Gunthorpe's, £275 and £355 in Wake~
field's, and £50 in Beverley's. The value of wine lost is
also recorded as an expense. For example, Féiiey;s account

reveals that 74 casks of Gascon wine valued at about £395 were

lost on a sandbar .called la Grillere in the mouth of the Thames,

while Vernaccia and Malmsey wine worth some £30 was seized by
vthe French at Winchelsea. Beverley 's account shows that 3‘caSks
of Gascon.wine, valued af some £18, in the custody of John de
Chichestre, lieutenant of the butler in Weymouth, were destroyed
when fhe galleysAburned. Howevir this entry is cancelled
because it was without any warrant- the sum is charged as a
prest izinst the butlyer.27

ﬁ}nes consumed by the king and his familia when out of

court are listed as expenses in the Necessaria During Farley's
~=x=5s5arila

\ -
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keepership 7 éasks of Gascon wine costing some {37 were
consumed on shipboard by. the king and his familia betwcen
Honfleur and England. Wines consumed by Edward, and others,
when he was out of court at his residences at Sheen and Sheppey
cost over £33 in Gunthorpe's account. Several accounts
record the costs of wines stored in Westminster and consumed
by Edward and his council during the king's secret visits.

For example, Gascon, Flurr', Malmsey, and Vernaccia wine worth
some £28 was used in this'manner in Ypres account.

Farley's and Gunthorpe's accounts include several book-

keeping entries dealing with wines. Farley records as an
expense the purchase price (£19 3s.) of 2 pipes of Rhenish
wine which were sold because the wine had gone bad. However,

a receipt of £8 1l4s.2d4. is recorded in the Recepta Forinseca.2

Therefore, the net losé is actually £10 8s.10d4. Similarly,

the household paid the butler i181 8s.10d. for 68 casks of
white éascon wine. This wiﬂéiwas part of a larger consignment
received by the butler byvforfr"ure at Dartmouth and later
sold.‘ The receipt was creditea to ~he butler in the Recepta
Forinseca. Thus, B the wardrobe actually recéraed as an expense
money paid to itself.” Gunthorpe's accournt has two entries
dealing with the sale of 78 casks 1 pipé of unusea'Gascon wine.
The first item records an expense of £713 8s.44d., butcphis is
a cross entry, sinée the identical sum is credited to the

butler in the Recepta Forinseca. The second entry records the

actual loss of £259 17s.5 1/2d. In addition, Gunthorpe's account
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lists as an expense the costs of prise wines taken by the

butler. This wine was sold and the receipt, which exceeds

the expense, appears in the Recepta Forinseca.

All the accounts indicate that‘a vearly fee of 12 casks
of Gascon wine was given to the cnjncellor of England William
de Edington, bishop of Winchester, and Simon Langham, bishop
of Ely, each received 12 caskﬁ‘valﬁgd at £64 12d. and £72 7s.
réspectively during thei; chancellofships in Farley's and
Gunthorpe's %ccounts. For the pe{iod of “Yores' account,
William wfkeham; bishop of Winchester, as chancellor was
given 9 casks of winé valued at f£45 l3s.6d.r kobert de Thorp,
knight,'received his chancellor's fee of 12 casks of wine
valued at £100 18s.6d. for the first year of wWakefield's
account; in the second year Thorp received his fee for the
period 28 June to 5 July 1372, while his successor, John
Knyvet, knight, received his fee from 6 July 1372 to 27 June
1373. The wine cost £102 65. In the period of Beverley's
account, Knyvet received his fee for 7 weeks:; his successor,
Adam Houghton, bishop of St. David's, received hisafee for
23 weeks. The‘ﬁqtal cdst was £41 17 1/24. 1In addition,'an
entry found only in Farley's account shows that the chancellor
was given 11 1/2 pounds of w per week for his fee. For the
perlod from the feast of All Saints 1359 to All Salnts 1360,
thlS amounted to 598 pounds, at a total cost.-of £19 15s.4d.

Two accounts show that spoiled victuals were sold at

a 1 s. For example, the second year of Wakefield's account
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*

reveals that victuals purchased for Edward's voyage and allowed
to spoil were sold at a loss of £84 5 l/Zd. The same account
shows that 8 casks of flour which had rotted at sea were
delivered to the almoner. The value of the flour lost and

the cost of its previous transport from Salisbury to South-
ampton amountecd Lo about £ 25.

Several accounts contain miscellaneous expenses. In
Farley's account, for example, lord Roger de Beauchamp and
Robert de Erhuth were reimbursed on 28 October 1360 for the
£53 7s.11d. paid by them for the expenses of Lionel and Edmund,
the kinq's'sons, in living at Boulogne in Ostag' for 10 days.29
John Wodrove, the king's confessor, and his companion Qeré
granted 11l6s. for their "smqll necessities" for the feasts
of Christmas 1359 and Pentecost 1360.

Gunthorpe's account also has some miscellaneous
entries. On Edward's command at Beéqlieu, the sum of 26s.8d.
was paid Simon de Burgh on 20 July 1366 fbr the expenses Qf
the son of the king of Lithuania30 between Breamore and Londén.
Joan de Samford was paid £326 for cloth, and John Clerc and
rcger de Alby, skinners of London, were paid £264 18 1/24. for
furs and ermine skins purchased for ‘the queen's liVery for
Christmas 1366. A silver dish worth 50s.11d. was dropped ‘into
the Thames, in Edwgrd's presence, by William de Notyngham,pége

A~

of the kitchen. The value of the plate was pardoned to

N
o +

Notyngham by a privy seal writ given at Windsor Castle on 15

January 1367. John de Conyngesby, purveyor of the household,
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was forgiven by the king's council the £276 18s.11d. he was in
arrears from the £693 11s.8 1/2d. received by him from the
third pepny31 for the purchase of oxen and mutton. He was

unable to accgunt for the whole sum because of the dearness

Y

)

of animalé,-gﬁ ¥ immense household expenses'in the summer and
during hunting trij; s, and "other causes". However, an

addition states that, neverébeless, the sum was charged against
Conyngesby, because‘the keeper had to account for the wholé
amount.

The second year of Wakefield's surviving account shows

that £47 lBi.4 1/2d. was lost by the keeper, and claimed as

an expense, k{ié the superpluéagium (that is, the balance in
his favour) of his earlier account (covering the period 27 June
1369 to 26 June 1371). The expense was disallowéd at the

audit because it had been allowed "in the foot of the [pre&ious]
sccount” . This would appear to have been a deliberate attempt
to cléim the same expense twice.

The Necessaria is concerned with two types of expense:

- payments of expenses. and/ar wages of household members out of
court, and the expenses of the king's butler. These constitute

almost the entire exbenditure. Only .in the accounts of Farley

and Gunthorpe does the Necessaria make reference to large
expend:tures on items other than wages and wine. These include
the purchase of plate, utensils, and victuals for the house-
hold; of cloth, u: 'nd other commodities for royal use; and of

horses, as we' ) che restitution of horses which had died
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in Edward's service. In addition, Farley's account contains

the expenses of the great and privy wardrobes” and the king's

butler, offices which were temporarily subordinate to the

wardrobe of the household.

-



FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER VII

lThe total expenses are: Farley - £6,159 14s.14.;
Gunthorpe - 4,068 17s.5d.; Ypres - £505 6s. 1/2d.; Wakefield
(year 1) - £1,702 3s.5 3/4d.; Wakefield (year 2) - £1,408
9s.1d.; and Beverley - £906 9s.4 1/24.

2See Chapter VIII.

3The wages of hunters and falconers appear in the
Vadia Venatorum and the Vadia Falconaric sum (see Chapter XII).

4See p. 162.
5 .
See pp. 22-23.

®see pp. 108, 119 n. 23.

7See P- 206.

8She was his fourth daughtef, born at Walton near
Winchester on 10 October 1344. She married the duke in the
summer of " '"1, but died 30 weeks later (Complete Peerage, vol.
X, pp- 82 : '

9See‘p. 191.

lOSee p. 78.

llTout's statement (Chapters, IV, p. 145 n.l) that
"the stewardq, treasurer and others arrived [in Calais] on Sept.
12" certainly assumes scribal error.

,lee was absent 22 days in Gunthorpe's account, 9

in Ypres' 67 and 68 in the two years of Wakefield's, and 7 :a
Beverley's.

13See PpP. 64-65.

14SeeTpp. 82, 294.
15See pP. 264.
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16See Tout, Chapters, 1V, pp. 132-33, 428-37.

l7Ibid., IV, pp. 439-84.

18
See p. 24 and Tout, Chapters, IITI, p..179; 1v,
PpP. 132-33, 159 n. 1.
19 ;
See Tout, Chapters, II, P. 264.

201p14. IV, p. 431.

21See p. 25.
2 .
See pp. 108, 119 n. 22.

23 fine material, (probably) silk" (Latham, Word-
List, p. 64).

24See pPpP. 58, 236.

25Avhenchmaﬁ (henxstmann'), who ranked ‘as a yeoman
palfreyman, attended the king in processions.

26
being full; leakage is the amount spilled during transport.

"see pp. 253-54.

SSeefag 45-46 for this and' following references to the
Recepta Forinseca. :

2951‘he two, alohg with their brother‘Edward, accompanied

king John of France to Boulogne, when the latter left calais
on 25 October after his release (Barnes, Edward the Third, pPpP.
605-606). '

30He had been captured by Thomas Beauchamp, earl of
Warwick, on the feast of All Saints 1364, The captured’prinée
became a Christian, adopting the christian name of his captor
and godfather. . ' They came to England from Prussia in late-
1365 (Barnes, Edward the Third, pp. 661, 669).

lThis was a third.of the profits of royal justice in
.the counties, towns, and cities.



CHAPTER VIII

TN

EMPCIO EQUORUM AND RESTAURUM EQUORUM {

2

Payﬁents for the purchase of horses appear in all
accounts with the exceptien of the second year of Wakefleld
payments for horses lost 1n the king's service appear in all
accounts. As already mentioned, the accounts of Farley and

Gunthorpe enter the costs of horses purchased in the Necessaria.

T..cir Dona and Gunthorpe's Necessaria contain payments made for
horses lost. The other accounts have special tituli, the

Empcio Equorum (Purchase of Horses) and the Restaurum Equorum

(Compensation for'Horses Lost), for these expenses. Since
Farley's and Gunthorme's are the earllest of the accounts
under study, it would appear that these spec1al ElEEll were
not yet in household accountlng use when these two accounts
were drawn up.1

| Horses were generally bought for the domestic needs
of the household although nearly all the horses purchased in
the flrst year of Wakefield' S account were to be used in the
war effort with France.2 These.latter horses will be discussed
separately.v In Gunthorpe's accohnt all horses purchased, and
. in Wakefield's those destined for the war effort were dellvered
to the avener, the household off1c1al respon51b1e for their

care and feeding,3 who would then assign them to carters and

other servants requiring animals. Some of the horses purchased

150 - - -



151

~during the period of Farley's account were obtained in France
since Edward was campaigning. In the other accounts; horses
were bought in England.

Most horses purchased were destined to pull the house—x\ N
Hold carts. ?wo types of cart «can be distinguished: the. -
chariota and the‘carecta. The former was for personal trans-
port, the latter for the transport of goods and equipment.
Gunthorpe records that £4 és.9d. was paid to Riqhard de Sutton
for a grey horse purchased from him and d=livered to the avener
for the chariota of Adam Chadle. 1In Beverley's account,

Robert atte Celg: receivedfﬁs;4d. for a brown—-grey horse
which was deliveréd to Walter Brewer for. his carecta.

Normally the names‘of'the carters receiving the horses
ére given. However, in Farley's account two horses ére
described simply as "for the‘kingfs cart" (carecta). 1In one
instance only is it specifically stated what the carts were
hauling; Gunthorpe shows that three horses were purchased éb
for the cart of the queen's bedding. | \

Gunthorpe's account shows thét sumpter, or pack, horses
were also purchased. They were to carry the king's tents
u”andisaddle4bags of fur, as well as the que?n's chambér,
bedding, and‘jewels. One sumpter horse was delivered to the
pantry which accompanied the king when he ‘was out of court

(pro somario Panetrie pro Rege per 'se). 'In Farley's account

horses were bought for the transport (pro cariagio) of the

household offices of the spicery and baiery. Some were also
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purchased for the transport of the personal effects of the
king; they are described as "for the:king's jewels" and "for
the king's chamber". These horses may have been sumpter
horses. ,

Most horses are described merely as equi, but several
specific kinds of horse are mentioned. 1In Gunthorpe's account,
a maler' costing £5 was bought for EdWard's son Thomas.
Farley's accouhtrshows that five mareg\were bought from Thomas
'Flemmyng, at a total cogtvof 40s., to transport the equipment
of the office of the bakery. "The same account reveals that |
three coursers (cursarii) were purchased. One of these, "
costing £26 13s.4d., was obtained from John Hart between 26

January and 22 April 1360. It had belonged to Roief Mortimer,

earl of March, 'who died on 59 Februafy, and had been used for

his standard (pro vexillo). Two horses in Farley'é account
purchased for the large sum of £66 13s.4d. may have been

coursers; thevaere perhaps bought‘for Edward's personal use

éincelthey-are described as ad opus Regis.

Beveriéy's account contains th£g¢~33€iies indicatinq
that horsés were purchasedﬂfor the king's storeroom (pro ceila)
in London; On 12 March 1377, John de Yakesle ~eceived £40
for a'courser called (wocatus) "dapéle—grey Yakesley" purchased’
from hiﬁ plus an additional £6 for a trotter. John Hattfeld
was paid £26 13s.4d. on 3 June for a palfrey called (vocatus)
"dapple—grey Hattfeld". These three horses were purchased by

Robert Bardolf; the Recepta Scaccarii states that he was paid
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for them at the exchequer on 11 March and 3 June.4 To what
use these horﬁes were put is not stated.
The first year of Wakefield's account records the
. greatest number of horses purchased.and the largest expehditure.
| Of the 462 horses bought at a cost of some £1,275, all but &

costing £18 were obtained for military use (ad opus Regis pro

guerre). The six horses bought for the household became cart
horses. The others were deiivered to the avener to become
sumpter and cart horses for the king's chamber and various
household offices. This would suggest that thexhorses were
not intended for service on the continent, but were to be
used to £ransport‘the'household and supplies tqlthe place of
embafkation. The account does not”staté what became. of these

horses on Edward's failure to reach France, but it is signifi-

cant that no Empcio Equorum appears in the second year of

Wakefield's account.
The purchase of horses for military purposes was done
b§\six commissions. Four of these commissions were composed

-

of two men each, one of whom was a houSehold servant. The other
two commissions consisted of only one mah in each case. All
these agents probably were household servants; only two cannot

be idepftified as such. One of the two, a Thomas Stafford,

in the Recepta Scaccarii, where he is' stated to have
received £100 on 29 April 1372 fram the collectors of customs

. ’ 1 .
in Kingston-upon-Hull against -the purchase of horses for the
' AN .

N

war.



154

Only one entry actually states where horses were
purchased; Thomas Spigurnell was paid for the horses he bought
at Stamford Fair. Most entries do record the names of the
vendors' home towns. These names suggest that each commiésion
visited certain areas. It looks as if the commissions
purchased most, if not all, of their horses at fairs; entries
recording purchaSEQ from persons living in the same town
often occur with intervening entries. However, it is impossible
to be certain since the only dated payments are those for
horses purchased for purely domestic needs.

As in other accounts, most horses purchased under
Wakefield were not specified as to type.  Occasionally, however,
the commissions pﬁfchased courseré, amblers, and trotters.

These presumably did not become sumpter or cart horses. For
bexampie,,Simon de Bukenahm and Peter de Bury were paid £19
6s.8d. for one black ambler and two grey trotters with stars,
purchased from William, the rector’of ClenchyartOn. Thomas
Spigurnell was paid £17 6s.8d. ﬁér a grey courser purchased
from Adam Wace. The value_of the individual animals fahéed
from 17s. for a bay horse to £18 for a black trotter. Robert
Bonde of Fyspath' supplied the largest group of horses purchased
from one inaividual; he was paid £53 6s.8d; for 18 horses..

; It was Edward's responsibility to provide a household
servant with compensation when that servant's horse died in
his service. Paymenﬁs "in compensation" are described as’

in restauro and occur in all but Farley's account.6‘ However,
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Farley's and Gunthorpe:s Dona also contain payments “in
compensation"; althohgh the phrase iﬁ restauro is not used.

it is neverlstated what services household servants
were performing when their horses died. An entry in
Gunthorpe's'account shows that he received compensation for his
dead horse at Windsor on 22 January 1367. The Necessaria

reveals that betWeen 12 and 22 Januar ~of that year Gunthorpe

had been sent from Wlndsor to
Presumably, Gcnthorpe s horgd'“;f _g?the;execution of
this mission. John ClisseoQ’” --L coopengat1on for his dead
horse on 19 June l3é§ at éheftsey' .the 2923 reveals that in
the last two weeks of June the king and queen were at Chertsey
Cllsseby may have lost his horse while 1n personal ttendance
upon Edward and Philippa.

Compensation Qas made only to household servants. In
all cases the sum granted was 40s., regardless of the rank of
the owner ot the dead horse and, apparently, the value of the.
dead horse. ThoSe receiving the 40s. in the various accounts
include the keeper of the»wardrobe, the controller, clerks aﬁd
sergeants of the offices, and esgoires. No one of a rank
lower than esquire is found receiving such a payment. Perheps
servants of lower ranks did not own horses or perhaps the
king had no similar obligations-towards them.

The second year of Wakefleld S account contains a
unique payment. Robert Erhuth, a sergeant of the household,
received 40s. at Langley on 9 May 1373 "in compinse;ion" for a

\i%/
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bay cart horse which was delivered to the king's almoner.

In this case the horse was alive, not dead, although the

formula in restauro was employed and Erhuth received the normal
payment of 40s. for a EOrse lost in the king's service.k
Perhaps the horse had been purveyed by the almoner.

Farley's and Gunthorée's Dona contain the expenses
of'thg restitution of servants' horses tﬂat died in thebking's

p i
service, but, as has been noted, the formula in restauro was

not employed. Farley's Dona contains four payments, totalling

nearly £25, "in-recompense" (in recompensacionem) for horses

which had died. It is not actually stated that the horses
c_.ed in Edward's service, but thi§»is probableisince in three
o f the—four instance they died in Frapce or Calais. It may
be tﬁat‘the service was non-military siﬁce the costs of

replacing horses lost in the war effort seem to be recorded

at great extent in the Vadia Guerre. Lord Andrew Luterell,

living at Calais:and going to France, was granted £6 13s.4d.

on 3 November 1359 for his dead horse which could have died
before actual hostilites begaﬁ. Payments in Farley's Dona would
appear to represent the actual value of the lost horse, or the

cost of a replacement.

Farley's Dona records gifts "in payment" (in persolu-

cionem) or "in subsidy" (in sﬁbsidium) of horses which had

been, or were about to be, purchased. They do not seem to
have been payments in compensation for the loss of horses and

may not have been gifts at all, but payments for horses



purchased or to be purchased. For example, lord John de
Beurle received a gift of £20 "in subsidy" of a courser to be
bought by him; lord Simon Basset received £10 in payment for

o

a horse purchc sed by him.
In Gunthorpe s Dona, two householl servants refelved
40s. each for a dead horse, but the payments were descrlbed

"as a reward" (pro rewardo) and "in recompense". It is. not

clear why these payments were considered to be gifts, but
. S
both recipients were of ranks lesser than an esquire.
With the exception of Farley's account, most of the

entries dealing with horSes record the horses descriptions

or colourlngs. The Empcio Equorum of the first year of

Wakefield's account is especially rich in varied and detailed
descriptions; the examples of the descriptionstf hofsef diven
below are all drawn from this accoght unless otherwise stated.
Descriptions range from one-word colour definitions
to ones more complex. Bay and grey horses appear most frequently,
but ashen-grey, black, chestﬁut, and white horses are common.
Horses with varylng colour comblnatlons, but espec1ally of
black and grey, and of grey and white, appear from tlme to
>t1me. Some horses are 1ron~grey, fallow, and dun. & few,
as well as being described as to their colour, are said to be
sorrel; briﬁdled or dappled, or piebald. Occasionally, the
clerk writing the descriptions could think of no suitable Latin

word. In such lnstance he resorted, . to "English" words, such

as bronbay (or brounbay), sorbay, horgray, and falowe.
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Occasioi.ally, horses are scribed as having dis*tinctive
markings. Some had stars. Wakefield's account records the
purchase of a sorrel horse with a star; in Gunthorpe's account,
a horse had a star in fronte. Many horses were marked by
streaks. One ashen—-grey horse had a black streak; another
had both’a star and a streak. 1In son - cases, colour differences
between feet, head, and body are noted. A grey horse had a
v tebald heed; a grey-black horse had a white head; and a
white horse had a brindled head. A number of horses had white
feet. A black-piebald horse had three white feet: a black-
grey horse had white forele 3; and the hind feet of a black
horse were white.
Beverley's account, as has been noted, refers to o
" "
courser'called voca?us) dapple-grey Yakesley" and a palfrey
called "dapple—grexﬂﬁattield". These may be the names of the

horses; however, since they were bought from John de Yakesle .

. “and John Hattfeld, the phrases may only be descriptive.
Gunthorpe's account records that the queen was presentec

behalf of the king with a white courser called (vocatus)

"Blanchard Kyng ‘ ;This would appear to have been the horse's
name.,;:ﬁw
accounts éf"'i 15 .“bhstantly needed horses, except in

the Second year oﬁ H. efleld s account. The large numbers

Y

o puxchased far~bhefwar effort in the first year of the account
g P o




it neecded. The purchases in the first year of wakr .d's
account show that while the household was becoming more and
m re simpiv the domestic organization of the king, 1t could
still be used for the needs of war. All accounts contain
payments for the loss of horses in the king'%lservice by
household members of the rank of esquire or above. The
compensation was a flat payment of 40s., regardless of thé
value of the horse .ost or the rank of the owner. The excep-
tion here 1s Farley's account in which such payments seem to
be for the agtual wvalue of the horse, perhaps bc.-ause the war
with France had been renewed. 1In Fatley's and Gunthorpe's

accounts, the tituli Empcio Equorum and Restaurum Equorum were

not in use; expenses for horses appear in the Necessaria and

in the Dona.
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FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER VIIT

o

lEntries dealing with the purchase of horse~ in Farley's
account were scattered among the other Necessaria expenses,
but in CGunthorpe's were kept separate from other Necessaria
expenditures. In the latter account, entries recording the
buying of hoises were collected in chronological order, at the
end of the Necessaria; they follow the item recording the
expenses of compiling and writing the wardrobe book, the las:
entry in the titulus in the other accounts. However, paymer =¢

in compensation for horses lost in Gunthorpe's account were
recorded amcny the other Necessaria expenses. '

R AN ]

' “The total expenses are: ‘Farley - £204 2s.44. for 40
hbrs@ﬁ;'Ganthorpe = £151 18s.5d. for 46 horses; Ypres -"¢9
6s.94. for 3 horses; Wakefield (year 1) - £1,276 4s.2d. for
462 \Mprses (all but 6 horsesyxwosting £18 were purchased for
the war), ani Beverley.- :79 6s5.8d. for 6 horses.

JHe was also respohsible‘for the purchase and upkeep
of carts, harnesses, etc.,. Expenditures incurred by the avener
were recorded under the heading Stabulum in the Hospicium
expenses. , =

.
*see p. 29.

5

Coursers, of course, were war horses. Presumably,

amblers and trotters are horses trained so that ambling
and trotting were their natural gaits. :

6The totals are £32 in Gun ' rpe's account, £12
in Ypres', £30 and £20 in the two R s of Wakefield's, and
14 in Beverley's. :

v

»\3
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CHAPTER IX

FEODA, ROBE, ET CALCIATURA

The king's household servants were granted yearly
issues of fees, robes, or footwear. .. n -Xpenses were
listed in one = 1on in the wardrobe - The fblios
Comprising this section in the various daccounts have different

.

titles, such as Feoda et Robe or Robe et Calciatura, .depending

upon the ea?tents of the folio. 1In Ypres' account, titles

are quite specific, such as Calciatura Valletorum Regine.

Several folios in both years of Wakefield's account record

the composite title Feodé, Robe, et Calciafu;a (Fgés, Robes,
and Footwear). !

Fees were paid to>certé§n household members either in
lieu or wages or because of the offices which they heﬁd. Most
household members were entitled to an issue, or livery, of
robes and/or footwear. The normal‘practice was for ﬁhe‘issue
to bebmaderin money not in actual ciéthing or shoe;N}‘ The
recipients of thesc¢ .~ayments are’ normally named.

In general, - the sections commence with the allowques
gfanted to the highest ranking household members anrd work
dowr to the lowest ranking servants receiving allowances. The
highest ranking se.vants received a robe allowance, the median
rar“s a robe and shoe allowance, and the lowest in rank money
fcr shoes only.

161
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These sections provide é partial list of household

members during the period of cach of the accounts under study.
A full list, however, cannot be made. Grooms and pages are -
not listed becauée they reéeived neither robes nor footwear.
The lowest ranking servants mentioned are the yeomen palfreymen
and sumptermen. Household servants absent from court when
liveries officially were made did not normally receive the
allowance to which they would o£herwise have been entitled.2
Outriders to the household'carts received their allqyances
from the carter of their cart and so are unnamed.
| ~ It also appears that many of the officials, such as
the cofferer and controller, and perhaps others such as cle}ks
of the various offices, hired their own clerks to assist them
in their duties.> These were not official members of the roval
household, even if they were physically a part of it. What
remuneration and perquisites they received came fraom the person
who.hired them, not from the king. Consequently; these &
individuals do not appear under the sections concerned with L g
fees, robes, and footwear.

The wages paid household members are recorded ii1 the

Hospicium expenses, the Vadia Venatdrumj or the Vadia Falconario-
EEE;4 However, not all household members received wages.

Clerks were normally presented with benefices.. The major lay
household officers;‘namely the baﬁneréts5 and knights, were

too dignified to receiée wages. Instead, they received fixed

yearly fees; these,payments are reéorded in the pregent titulus.
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Fees were granted in equal portions twice yearly at Easter
and Michaelmas.6 In addition to fees, bannerets and knights
were éiven robes.

Bannerets receiveé a yearly fee of £13 65.8d. (20
marks); knights (or knights of the chamber as they are
described in several accounts) received £6 13s.4d. (10 marks).
The steward of the household was a banneret in ail but
Gunthorpe's account. The latter records no bannerets, but
does list 6 knights, one of whom‘is the steward, John de la
Lee. John dé Charleton and Robert de Astonzﬁgﬁaﬁgeriains,
received the feés of a banneret in Farley's and Beverley's
accounts respectively, the only accounts in which the chamber-
lain is mentioned. Ypres and Wakefield record the presence
of only one banneret, the steward; Beverley lists 2, the
steward apd the chamberlain. Farley's account reveals that
7 bannerets and 19 knights received fees, although this does
not répresent all of the'éannerets and knights listed in the
titulus. Iﬁ is not clear why some of the bannerets and knights
did not‘Feceive fees. It may be that those who did not were
temporary additions to the staff.7 Six knights are named in
Ypres' account, 4 and 3 in the two years of Wakefieldis} and
3 in Beverley's. A}he knights include Roger la Warde, guardian
of Edward's son Thémas, in Gunthorpe's account, and th .

controller of the household when .he was a layman, such as

‘: } ?;}‘/ M
John de Ypres in Wakefield' s achugts. ' : /{

5*' '?_ 3
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1 addition to, but distinct from, fees paid to
household bannerets and knights in lieu of waées, at'e those
paid to household servants to cover expenses they incurred
becaube of their offices. Such fees appear in all accodnts
but Farley's. The household launderers and laundresses were
paid for their yearly supply of wood and ashes. The laundress
of the chambers cf Thomas and Joan, the iady of Brittany,
received 13s.4d. yearly in Gunthorpe's account. All other
accounts show that other launderers or 1aundresses received
either 20s. or 265.8d. for their yearly fees. In Gunthorpe's
.account the 1aundress of the queen's chamber and of the napery
and vestments of the chapel received 26s.84d. per year; the
launderer or laundress of the king's chamber received 20s. in
Wakefield's and Bevetley's accounts.v_The-laundress_of the
napery of the household received 20s. yeafly in Gunthorpe's
| account, but the launderer of the napery in‘Wakefield's and
Beverley's received 26s.8d. Finally, Gunthorpe'ségéd Ypres'
accounts indicate that the seamstress of the queen*s chamber
and of the vestments of the king's and queen's chapel recelved
a yearly fee of 6s.8d4. for_her thread 8 "‘ ]

The klng provided most of his household staff with a
yearly livery of robesvand/or footwear, or, more often, a
money payment. The value or uality of the livery depended
upon the rank of the recipient. The servant diddnot necessarily
receive his allowance when it was off1c1ally issued becausev |

the household settled only perlodlcally with a, servant for all
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the sums owing him. This is illustrated by the two accounts,
Farley's muiBeﬁaﬂey's, which include débts.9 For example,
Beverley's account shows that Alan de Buxhuli, a knight of
the chamber, was supposed to receive 66s.8d. for his fees for
Easter and 106s.8d. for his yearly robes; the Debentur,
however, reveals hat he was owed £8 13s.4d. at the end of
the accounting period,

Liveries of rébes are descfibed as either summer or
winter »robes,'and were, according to Edwérd”II's household
ordinances, made at Pentecost and Christmas.l0 HdweverL Ypreé'
account contains-the only entry in the accounts under discussion
that stafes when a iiwaﬂrwasrmde. William de Latimer, banneret,

steward of the household; received 106s.8d. for his summer

robes pro festof@ntecostéé; In reality qng“persons‘entitléd
to robes valued at 40s. or more yearly recéivéd ;émi—annual installments.
Servants whose robes were less than 40s. received their livery
once a Year at Chgiétmas.ll

The accounts indicate that there are eight different
grades ofvyearly qllowance ranging from £10 13s.4d. down to
6s.8d. Sinde Gunthorpe aﬂd Ypres record onlyiédmmef robes,
liny persoﬁs entitled to robes valued at 40s. or'more per year
are listed in their accounts as rcceiving robe all%wances.

Thefhighest yearly rbbe allowance ‘is the élo 13s.44d.
(16 marké) gfantéd, except in Gunthorpe's account, to the
keeper of ﬁhe household and‘bannereﬁs. Gunthorpe reveals that

the keeper and the gteward only received 53s.4d. for their
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summer robes, half/the second highest yearly robe allowance
granted. Receiving 106s.8d. (8 marks) were knights and clerks
of‘thé‘ﬁighest grade,'including the controller of the house-
hold (who was a lay@an in all but Férley's_acc0unt), the
cofferer (except in Farley'g’accpunt whéue'he received only
46s.8d.), and the keeper of the privy seél. Others granted
rqbe allowances ofﬂ%his value were the king's almoner,
chaplain, phyéician, and surgeon, and, in Ypres' account, the
éle;k of the Qﬁeen's privy seal and her physicign.

The third,higheét yearly robe allowance was valued at
46s.8d. The recipieh£s include sergeants, sergeants—at—arms, '

clerks of the offices, chaplains and clerks of the chapel,

clerks of the privy seal, and (from Ypres' account) clerks

of the wardrobe of account (garderoba compbti). Several of
the accounts indicate that peréons'issued a robe allowance of
46s.8d. yearly were granted 26s.8d. for winter robes énd-20s.
for summer robes. William de Dighton, clerk of the privy seal,
éppears in all five accounts. 1In Wakefield's and Beverley's he
receiﬁed yearly robes of 46s.8d.; in Gunthbrpe's and Ypres'

he received summer robes of 20s. Farley's account showé that
'Dighton'received yearly robeS'fbf 1359-60 plus winter robes
valued at 26s.8d. in 1360. Thus,‘for'yearly robes valued at
46s.8d., the sémi—annual liveries were not equal. For the
other grades of seryants granted summer'aha winter robes,

the two issues were equal.
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The fourth rank of houmsehold servants were those who
received a yearly allowénce of 40s. for their winter and summer
robes. Men granted such an allowance include clerks of the
third grade, esquires of the chamber and offices, minstrels
(from Farley's account), and the queen's chapiains énd the
Writing clerk of the queen's seal (from Ypres' account).

A robe allowance of 20s. was granted to the next lower
rank. of household servant. Most of the recipients are
carters. The ranks or posifions of the others are not given.
However, they may have been clerks. For example, Faﬁieyls

-

Feoda et Robe lists nine men for whom no rank is recorded.

However, three szfhem are described as clerks in the Vadia

Guerre. 1In Bevgrley's account no position is recorded for
/

five men who 7éce1ved a 20s. robe allowance, but one of them,

-

,/

\Thomas Penr dok, is called a clerk in the Calendar of Patent

Rolls.12

Threggrénks of servants received robes valued ‘at less
than 20s. However, in addltlon to their yearly robes, they
were given a yearly footwear allowance of 4s.8d. Such allowf
ances are described as winter and summer fbotwear, and were .
issued in equal portions;13

While Gunthor?e and Yp;és_record the issue of oﬁly
- yearly robe allowanceé valuéd at 40s. or more, the liéts of
household servants that'can'be made from them are almost as

complete as those obtainable from the other three accounts

because, except for outriders, these two accounts name the

<

t:
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recipients of footwear allowances (that is, those recriving
robe allowances of less than 20s. a year). The only persbns
not listed in Gunthorpe and Ypres are those entitled to robes
valued at exactly 265. per year. Even so, carters, who
received yearly robe allowances of 20s., do appear in these
two accounts because outriders received robes and footwear not
by their own hands, but by the hands of the‘carter to whom they

\
were a£tached.14 Thus, it is the carters who are named, not
the outriders. .Aside from outriders, therefore, only those
few persons (other than carters) receiving a yearly robe

allowance of exactly 20s. are not named in Gunthorpe's or'&pres“

Feoda et Robe.

Household servants receiving a yearly robe allowance
of 13s.44d. include'yeomen pf the chémber-and officers, and,
in Farley's account, king's messengers. Recéiving yearly robe
allowances of 10s. were yeomen palfreymen, sumptermen, and

maler'.‘5 Finally, unnamed outriders received yearly robes

of 6s48d.

Ex;luding Gunthorpe's and Ypfeéjdbecause they list only
summer robe alloﬁances, the accounts record the names of a
number of men given only footwear. Farley .ndicat hat 22
yeomen hunteré received footwear only, but for two years (1359
to 1361). In the second year of Wakefield's accounf, for
example, one entfy shows that 18 me; received allowancés. The
first 5 men receivéd a'yéoman's robe and footwear allowances,

but the remainder only footwear. Since most of the lB'men

> - )

/
/
4
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appear in the Vadia Venatorum, they were all presumably hunters.

Why most yeomen hunters received only footwear is not clear,16

Household servants did not normally receive robes or
footwear if they were absent from court when liveries were
made. A comparison of the details of wages paid hunters and

falconers (as recorded in the Vadia Venatorum and the Vadia

Falconariorum) with the names recorded in-the'ggpda et Roube

’

reveals that those men absent most or all of the accounting

L)

. * . . 1
period normally did not receive allowances of robes or footwear.

However, among the falconers there are a small.humber of
exceptions. For e;Ample, thé second year of‘Wakefield's account
shows thét Denis Fauconer, yeoman, was absent from ou t for
the ent%re accéunting peridg?yet still ;eceived robes and foot-
wear. Edmund Chésthunt, esquiré, received wages out of bourt
for the entire accounting period in Wakefield and Beverley,
énd glso received robes.' There is no indication why these
particular individuals received robes‘ana footwear. It is
possible that in Chesthuﬁt‘s.case it was because he was Ecdward's
chief falcoQg:. Mary C. Hill18 has shown that é senior
messenger collected thé'robes and footwear for those of his
¢Companions who were absent from court when liveries were made.
Perﬁaps' a similar devélopmént was taking placé among the :
upper echelon of falconers.

Although household personnel are liSted according to

rank, their specific tasks or the departments to which they

were attached are rarely given, except in Ypres' and Farley's‘

gt
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~accounts. The only general exceptions are the steward, the
treasurer, and the launderers and laundresses. Farley'e
account records the names of 2 physicians and 2 surgeons
among the clerks there are 4 clerks of the privy seal and 7
clerks of the chapel..i The esquires include Philip de la Gere,
goldsmith, 8 falconers, and 14 minstrels. Also named are 13
messengers and 19 carters; ranking as yeomen are 16 falconers,
22 hunters, 8 farriers, 21 yeomen of the chamber, and 44
archers. |

Ypres' account is quite detailed in assigning per- s
to specific tasks or departments.  The controller was John
Ypres, the keeper of the privy seal Peter de Lacy, the L' ef
chaplain of Edward's chape’ John de Saxton, the almoner Robert
de Whitbergl., the cofferer Richard de Beverley, the physician
. John de Glaston, ahd the surgeon Adam Leche. Three clerks of
‘the offices are identified: Thomas de Bernolby was clerk of
the»pantry, buttery, and kitchen; William de Humberstane,
Junior, was clerk of the'splcery,,and William de Humberstane,
Senior, was clerk of the avenery. There are 2 clerks of the
wardrobe of account, 2 clerks of the privy seal, ahd 7 chaplains
and clerks ef the king's chapel. Among the esquires are 5
falconers. The account names 49 yeomen of the chamber and

offices, and also records the tasks of each or the department

to which they were attached. There were 9 yeomen of the chamber,

7 of the kitchen, 4 of the buttery, 3 of the splcery and

chandlery, 2 each of the wardrobe, pantry, larder, scullery,
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and saucery, and one each of the wardrobe of account vpoultry,
almonry, ewery, and the apothecary's office, in addition to
3 ushers of the hall, a partridge-catcher, a fisher, a ferreter,
a "garbager" (Garbag'),19 a doorman, a baker, a purveyor of
grain, and a purveyor of the great kitchen. Other yeomen
include 18 farriers, purveyors of oats and hay (one of whom.
Robert Sadeler, is described as a "saddler"), 20 hunters,

8 falconers, and Thomas Irby, the pur&eyor of fruit.. Finally,
Marga et Knyghtle was the laundresg of the napery.

While Farley, Wakefield, and Beverley record only
the names of Edward's servants, Gunthorpe and Ypres also list
fhe names of servants attached to a subsidiary householé,
that of the queen. Gunthorpe also indicates the presence of~\
the attendants%ﬁé& Thomas and Joan, the>lady of Bri£tany, while
Ypres récords those oftThomas,-Joah, and the earl and countéss
of March. Gunth pe .provides the names of vefy few of the
servants attachegd to important individuals living w1th the
klng, yséreas Yp;\s, because of the careful listing of ranks
and-taské( names 99)such servants, almos£ one~quarter of the

AN

staff listéa\fﬁyzge titulus. Thus, Thomas had 3 eséuires and

2 yeomen, and Joan one yeoman. A total of 82 persons are ]
listed as Phlllppa S servants; one other, the seamstress Agatha
- Lyngeyn, was shared.by both Edward and Philippa. The queen's
‘ervants include John de Hermesthorp, the clerk of her privy

seal, Peter de Florence, her physician, and John Mils, the

writing clerk of her seal. 1In addition,. there were 6 clerks

2
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of her'chapel and 12 esquires. fwenty-one yeomen were attached
tc - he queen's househcld, and the positions of all but one are
given. There Qere lO’yeomen.of her chamber, 3 of her ward-

robe, 2 of her buttery, and one each of hen pantry: kitchen,
zend'apotﬁecary's office, in addition to.a furrier and a |
waferer. One item list: -he names of 39 yeomen pal‘reymen )
and sumptermen, of which one is identified as a carter, one
.as an outrider of a cart, one (Henry Aldresshate)‘as keeper of

the_aﬁeen's litter, ;nd one (Richard atte Noke) as keeper of

the queeﬁ's carts. Findlly, there was Alice de Cestre, the

: , , . .
'laqndress of Philippa's chamber, and Agatha Lyngeyn, thed

-

,seamstress of the queen's chamber and ‘the vestments of Ed@érd's

1

The size of the household staff recorded in the Feoda

chapel.

et Robe or the accounts decreased from Farley's to Beverley S
accounts. This is seen in the numbers of servants listed in
each.aﬁd in the expenditures on fees, robes, and footwear
(see Table III). However, the iarge size of the household
in Farley S account is misleading because that organlzatlon
was on a war- tlme footlng, including military personnel whose
:~‘-"J
presence was only temporary. For example, Farley's account
'recorde the names of 10 bannerets, 48 knights (of whom 11
were newly created), 18 sergeants—at—arms, 44 yeomen archers,
ana 13 messengers. 1In the other accounts, only one or two
‘baenerets, S or 6 knlghts and a elmllar number of sergeants-at-

arms appear; no archers Or messerngers normally were household
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N TABLE 111

SIZE OF HOUSEHOLD K STAFF.AND EXPENDITURE

AS RECORDED IN THE FEODA ET ROBE

Number of ‘Total Number Expenditure
‘Servants* Of Servantg*
Named : !
Farley 592 : 621 £1,293 10s.8d.
Sunthorpe A 446 458 £ 789 8s.8d.
Ypres, 387 399 . £ 213 17s.
. W L.
wWakef ield ' " 356 372 £ 544 124.
(year 1) o
' Wapefield 356 : 377 £ 547 4s.
(year "2) ’ '
Beverley. i -~ 338 352 £ 519 . 4dl

* . o . . .

These: figures include the keeper of“the privy ‘seal
and the clerks of the privy seal, who are. identified only in
Farley's and Ypres' accounts. Although- fhe;ﬁrlvy seal -office
was no longer attached to the household, its- staff still
received their robes from it. The higher flgures in. the
second column represent the unnamed outriffers in Farley's,
Wakefield's, and Beverley's accounts, and, strigtly speaking
the carters in Gunthorpe's and Ypres' (see above p. 168). To

.thgse can be added. the named hunters and falconers who are

not listed in the Feoda et Robe (see p. 217).

Ii'\.
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mcmbem‘?‘:l Other ranks of" scrvants may also have been 1ncrcasgﬁ
‘”because of: the war, but.this 1is impossible to determine. If
one excluc rearly identifiable war-time additions and

‘their liveries (that is, all but about 3 bannerets, 6 knights,

and 7 sergeants-at-arms, the approxrmate numbers of peacetlme
-
military personnel) $fthe size of Farley's household was about

™
500. Thus the net dec.rease w%‘i bout 150 Persons over an 18

Yyear period. waever, the actually increased in size
g Tt : i
between the first and second years of Wakefield's account.

Although these addltlons §§h§ not military personnel, ‘the

increase resulted from Edward 5 attempt to relleve La Rochelle,20
The greatest decrease was betweenyGunthorpe s and Ypﬁ&s'
e .

{!-};'

)

accounts where the staff was reduced by some 60 personsfﬁg

"o
3
R

IR,

less than three years. HOWever, Ypres"accountlng period @
\\

covers a renewed outbreak of the Black*Death. axi!&e 81zeof ﬂmz

=, _;. B

staff was perhaps lOWer than it would have been under normal

T

e It is- lmposs1ble to determlne the extent tO}Wthh the g

B

1ncorporatlon ofﬂthe queen S household 2L with: that \ﬁ;the

& ¥ R g

klng 1ncreased the érZe of the klﬂg s staff account

reveals that Edwaaw‘s servants, 1nclud1ng outrlders, numbered

305, but-the smallest staff to,serve Edward when his household

5}

was’ not.fncumbered by that of hlS wife was some 350 in

Beverley s account. This: mlght suggest that some of Phlllppa (]
servants had been transferred from Edward's staff. ‘The accounts

show that, on her death, many: of Philippa's staff joined Edwarﬁ's.

-

S
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The general deciine in the size of the household staff

is not as easily discernible from the total section expendi-

tures (see Table III). The - main dlfflculty is that Gunthorpe

and Ypres contain 1ncomplete issues, so that they cannot be
compared with each other or with the other accounts.

Although FarleY}s Feoda et Robe‘includes wartime addi-

tions, an estimate of the size of the domestic household staff

. and of their liveries can be obtained by eliminating the
. > . :
obvious military staff and their issues. ¥Doing so yields a

‘ e LY
stdff of about 500 with an expenditure of some £775, or an

approx1mate expendlture of £1.55 per persor.22 hls cgmpares
o
favourably w1th the approx1mate £l 5 per caplﬁa*éﬂpeﬂﬁ&tu e

c“ 4

found in the two years of’ Wakefleld s and in Beverley ] accounts,

vl

and suggests that - the estxﬂated size, or at: 4east the comp051—'

tion, of Farley's domegflc household staff is falrly accur&te.

The contlnulty of the per capita prendltures also suggest§,a

that the decreases w&re hot madé a@'the,expense of. any one
'leﬁel.of servants, but were made‘oveg the entire household

staff, w1th the exceptlon of the chief officers 'tﬁe house-

hold and its depart ents.; is coneiusion is gen-

Ve -
out by a study of tae varlous 1evels or dgrades of personnel

llsted in the accounts (see Table IV). However, Gunthorpe's
'accouht cannot be used because it gseldom records ranks or
positions. ] »

Tﬁe table shows)éhat the numbers of bannerets did not

L
-

essentially chande,_being limited, excepf in'Farley's account,

ally borne‘”

4

«',(_4,

&



176

o

+

#590T330 pue

. Z8 96

A Z6 . 3 6T 8 12 Iaquey) jo uswoax

S € 9 L suIe-je-sjuesabiag

184 LT LT - z¢ _A s3HeabIag

. - L ¥ ’

2 . € S 8 xySI2UOOTR S

3 €9 L9 3 29 ru/w_: 3 G/ - pue saxtnbsg

¥ . .

ST 0T T j2 €T (Ppeab 35T) sux9Td

L ZT A 6 T S9OTHFO- 30 sxI9TDH

L n 9 8 8. . Awm‘m,&@ IST) SYISTD

19 m 9. 9 o ) saybrtuy

4 T T T X RS \ AR s}axduueq

LL=9LET - €L-TLET TL-TLET 69€T 09-66¢T o

AsTasasg PISTIayemM PI9TIoxem saxdy . AsTaeg

ot PN

T

AL ATEYES >

A%

W

*TANNOSYId AIWYN J0 SIAYHD SNOI¥VYA J0 mmmmSDZ NI SHEONVHD
> " ’ . . N

L



177

-

. erm>ﬂuommmmH
uswisxyTed uswosi pue uswisjidums uswosX Jussaadax AaTaey #OJ saanbrty omy wQB*#

g
-

3

. : o - "ATsaT308dsax seoTI30 mﬂm.Wo cm&omm,ﬁcm.
I8qureys ay3 3o uswoalk ucmmmu@mu soadx pge A3Txeq 103 s8aInbTt3- J0 s3ss oMm3 mﬂaw

‘PBUTqWOD- 8I18M Sjuesbros pue mwuﬂn@mm%~mumcooamw 9yl 103 3dsoxy :
’ e . BEXE] e

& ~ ,
.

; MM . ‘;gw Ie34) @amﬁmeﬂz uTt wumnmmmm 3dsy 3jo0u
9I19m Asyg, -A1saT3oasdsex SIduQ@oTey a1Tnbs3d @ﬁmmw v

sxTtnbss jussaixdax seanbty ayg o

¥x ’

P *sIsbusssau pue mwmsoum.mﬁuwoxw
'S80T330 By3 30 uawosk sy3z oTTym se3ewTyss aze. WIie-3e-sjueshias Ucm\~mwamﬁax ‘s3exsuueq’
FO sIsqumu sy3z ‘juncooe s,keTaeg ug Jmanmcﬂamwum@ 10U UsATbH JIdyzToU ST uoT3Tsod asoym
®S0Yy3 10 ‘sasssapunert ‘sasxspunert ‘aqoapaem ayy 3O zadsay syjy SPNIOUT 30U s90p 81qel. ayg
"suot3Trsod 10 syuex SPI0D081 wopTas 3T ®sSneoaq pssn jo0u ST 3unoode s,adxoyzunsg

¥ -
\NNMM . ) : ) © . v ‘, 4 .
8T 8T 5 8T 0% L A sIs3uny cw%Omm
| - . T #pusukoxzrey 3
€L S8 | 06 3 T¢ g -193dums usyosx
b1 | 0z _ A 61 N sI9318)
LL-9LET €L-TL€T L ZEeTLET  69ET  09-6GET

AoTasnag PI®TIoyeM PTISTIoyeM e saxdyx AoTaeg

(PeNUTIUOD) AT FATEVI




wr

-+

'numbers of clerks ‘of the offlcesm“

Pa}

i 178
to the‘steward and, in Beverley's account, to the chamberlain.
On the other hand, the number of knights of the chamber diq
decrease slightly. lncluding the keeper, the total number of
clerks in the household declined slightly, from 25 in Farley's
account to 23 in Beverley's. Between Farley's and wakefleld s

accounts, the numbers of esquires, sg&geants of the offlces,

and sergeants-at-arms decreased, although it is impossibleitc

. determine how many, if any, of the sergeants in Farley's accunt

were military additions. The numbers of esquires remained
falrly steady between Wakefield's and Beverley s accounts,
but in the same interval the sergeants and- they Sergeants at—

arms increased. \It 1s not cléﬁr why the numbers of sergeants—

at-~ arms 1ncreased but the 1ncrease in the numbers of sergeants

¥

may have resulted. from the correspondlng decrease 'in the

Pept for a‘small.increase

L

between Wakefleld and Beverley, the-yeomen of éﬁgﬁchamber and ‘

offices decreased The numbers of .yeomen palFreymen and
sumptermen declined durlng the entire perlod probably

reflecting Edward's 1ncrea51ngly sedentary llfe.; Yeomen

”hunters decreased by 4 between Farley and Wakefleld but

remalned the same for Wakefield and Beverley. Presumably, the

decreased 51ze of the household meant that less meat was

requlred
The flnal household members are the: carters. These i
e
figures are'“ 2 dlfflcult to 1nterpret ~ The numbers of

carters in Y_. 3! and; Beverley's accounts areﬁgimilar and.
Sy ‘ : T T ’ :

B

3

- 3 g : .
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probably represant normal conditions. The hlgher numbers

in Wakefield's account are undoubtedly due to the household's

role in Edward's war Preparations. Milio oy activities
probably also explain the higher numb = in =rley's account.

That Ypres and Beverley record the nor-al uambers of carters

' 1sasupported by Gunthorpe s account which shows that 12

carters received footwear allowances for thelr outrlders The

Jliveries issued two men are also pertlnent Thomas Lovekyn

S
received robe and footwear allowances as a yeoman of the

chamber or offlces durlng sthe first year of Wakefleld s

account; in the second year he recelved robes and footwear u

>

¥ outrlder However, 1n Beverley s account

- J\M\
Lovekyn: o recelved allowanCes as a yeoman. Rlchard

.Wakefleld s account but in Beverley s he\receiyed_them as a

yeoman of the chamber or offlces.‘ It-appears, therefore,'that

some of the carters in the second year of Wakefleld s account

were temporary app01ntments. T : SR
» Yol ! N &
A comparlson of the 1nd1v1duals named in the Feoda et

ﬁRobe of each account 1nd1cates a certain cont;nulty among the

household ‘staff, assumlng, of course, that those persons who

' appear in more, than one account continued to serve in the

household during the 1ntervening'periods. *Of the 446 persons

4

~hamed in Gunthorpe $ account, 119 (27%) also appear 1n Farley s

account.' Thus, in ‘the .Six years between the two accounts,

not only did the size of the household staff decrease greatly,
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'v\ﬁlrsopnel. The °

',"%'me perlods between the other accounts were not as great
: \t! .

@ SO0 there was more continuity. E%res account records the
(names of 387 persons, of Wthh 281 (72%) also occur in
Gékthorpe s -account. Of the 356 persons named in both years

of Wakeffeld's account, 342 (96%) are common to both, ;hlle 286
(75%) are found in Ypres' account. Finally, 256 (75%) of the 338
persons named in Eeverley's account also are named in
Wakefield's. »

Not oﬁ&y'is there continuity ofhhousehold personnel

from one account to the next, but a large number appear in

three chce351ve accounts.- This is pafk/cularly tqhe of the

last four accounts under discussion. F%ﬂqr persons appear

in four of the flve accounts. Thus, kil ‘i\ ns are common to
. Nk - 1 -
the flrst four accounts (Farley, Gunthorpe

ield); 147 persons are common to .the last four accounts
N \.

(Gunthorpe, Ypres, Wakefield, and Beverley). The fact that

Ypres, and Wake-

about 33% of the household personnel in Gunthorpe's account

was still active 10 years later suggeqts a falrly stable

household staff. 1In all, 55 men (about lO% ovaarLgyzs staff)

were actlve durlng the entire 18 years spanned by the accounts¢

Of these, 46 men appear ‘n. all flve}accounts, another 9 men-

‘occur in both Farley's and Beverley S accounts but not in one

N

of the 1nter3én1ng ones. These nine men were .probably house—

» hold servants the entire perlod-but were absent when 11ver1es

were made durlng one accounting perlod Although not .

necessarily representative of thetother household servants, these
. . ’ N « : . .
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55 men will be''used to illustrate the advancement of the
household staff. The discussion must be eomewhat imprecise
because, with the general exceﬁt{bn of Ypres' account, the

exact functions of the household.ﬂembers.are seldom given.

Only the advancement from one rank\XQ another can be seen

from the accounts. \\\\\ » ‘ﬁ?

o l
Of the 55 men mentloned above, only 10 men, who appear

in all the accounts, actually advanced from one wank to
another: Five.yeomen became esquires. For example\._Henay

de Almann is a yeoman of the chamber in Farley's and YprEEQ
”accounts, but is descrlbed as an esquire in Wakefleld's and
Beyerley S. -Edmund Chesthunt a yeoman fal@oner in Farley's
aecount} received the summer robes of an esquire in Gunthorpe's
and“Ypree' accdunts‘ in Wakefleld s and Beverley's he is
1ncluded éhong the esqulre falconers. Two yeomen became b
eergeants% Simon de. Bukenham is a yeoman of the offices in
Farley's account; he/received “ummer,robes as either an esquire
or sergeang.in Gunthorpe's and Ypres' accounts; in Wakefield's
and Beverley's he is 'called a sergeant of the hodeehold.. John
Pusy is a yeoman of the chamber or dffices in Farley's and
Wakefleld's accounts, a yeoman of the chandlery anda§p1cery

in Ypres , and a sergeant of the household in Beverley s. Two
'sergeants became esqulres. Robert de Louth is ‘called a |
'sergeant of the offices ;} Farley s account, but! in Ypres

he is a qheen s eSPulre, ard an esqulre in Wakefleld s and

Beverley's accounts. Johv. Herlyng>-is a sergeant in Farley's

<
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. »

account, ranked as a sergeant or'esqu1re in Gunthorpcqs and
Ypres' accountsf‘but~ls called an esquire in Wakefig; d’s and
Beverley S. E}g%!ly, John de Saxton is a clerk of the king's
chapel in Farley s account and received summer robes ‘as such
in Gunthorpe' s,*hut is called chief chaplaln of the king's

chapel in Ypres' account, receiving robes ®at that level in

the final two accounts.
Examples®of promotion also occur among men who were
not household servants the entire period covered by the accounts.
Richard Pekker is a carter in Ypres' and tne first year of
Wakefield's accounts, but a yeoman of the;chamber or offices

in the second year of Wakefield's and Beverley's. In Ypres'

asd Wakefield's accounts John Boys is a y@oman pal man oxr
* oh -~
sumpterman, but in Beverley's he is a yeot

fi#ff the chamber

or offices,_ Helmlng Leget, an esquire inl§éﬁ€horpe S, Ypres s,
and Wakefield's accounts, is called a sergeant (he was clerk
~f the market) in Beverley's. John de Ypres‘was controller

of the household in Ypres' and Wakefiela's accounts, but ‘
steward of tne household in Beverley's. Rdichard de Beverley

rageived the robes of a xlerk of the first grade 1n\ﬁunth0rpe s’

~

account he was cofferer of the household in Ypres and Wake-
fleld's,‘and treasurer in Beverley's. A final example 1is

Richard Stﬁry} an esqulre in Farley s account who is called

v

knlght of the chamber in Wakeflel&ﬁs and Beverley's accounts.

. P -
'HoweVer, Stury does not appear in either Gunthorpe ‘or Ypres.
. AR ‘ A

a : . R



o | . 183

Among thezﬁégﬂxgréﬁho were household servants during the
i e
~entire period and who dia not advance in rank were 9 yeomen
palfreyménxgnd sumptermen, 7 yeomen of the chamber or effices,
6 yeomen hunters, 3 carters, 7 esquires, 4 sergeants, 3 p
sergeants—at—arms, and 5 clerks. Of the clerks, Farley and
Ypres describe twenas being of the privy seal and the other
three as being of tico king's chapel. - Their pbsitions are not
given in.the other acceunts. Finally, Peter de Breux, kniéht
»vof the &MWamber, and John de Glaston, the king's physician,
appear in all the accounts. In general, it epnears that .
promotion:fromane household rank to another was not part;eﬁ¥
larly common. 'ﬁg

The Feoda et Robe seCtion records the pames of those$w

o 'S e A

household servants entitled to fees, robes, -or footwear._ Rq@%?¢

I
and'footQEar, Oor money payments in lieu thereof were normally
1ssued 3&}y to those household servants actually in court ‘when

the llverles were made.' Thetralue of such liveries dependea‘: gé@é
upon the. rank of the recipient. These household members: d thﬁ

rece1v1ng yearly robes vtalued at 40s. or more received winter

’

X

¢
and summer liveries; those persons whose)yearly robe al%gginces
were less than 40s. recefbed only a winter livery., Foat

‘‘‘‘‘

robes were valued at less than 20s. Fees were issued for tWo

freasdhs. - ~Knlghts and bannerets attached- to the household

] : r

e , Y
~in keeping with their rank, received yearly fees, not wages.

Some servants received yearly fees because of their offices.

u .
R M . 3
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The launderers ang laundresses were issued money for wood °
and ashes and the seamstresses money for thread.

Excluding the temporary mllltary additions in Farley's
account, the size of the household decreased from some 500 inp
Farley S account to some 350 inp Beverley S. The most
51gylf1cant decline was between Farley's ang Ypres accounts; -
the numbers declined only Sllghtly from Wakefielg: S two 4
aocounts to Beverley S. The decllne in the total number of
h%‘sehold servants is generally reflected over the entlre
g;nge of household_personnel except that the number of clerks
was practlcally constant durlng the entlre period. A déclln—
ing household reflects Edward s 1ncrea51ngly retired way of
llfe, as well as a household restricted more and more to mere
domestig tasks. Edward's mllltary endeavours in the second

year of Wakefleld s account resulted in a mlnlmal 1ncrease,

but these appear to be mostly carters, not mllltary personnel

A total of 55 men (some 10% of Farley'sttaff) were active in

L

' all the accounts, a. period of 18 years 147 men-(about 33%

of Gunthorpe s staff) were actlve in the last four accounts,
a perlod of 10 yedrs. The examples prov’ded by. the 55 men \’
~ S Y

‘actlve in all the accounts’would suggest Jthat the opportunlty

for promotlon among the household staff was minimal. Only 10

men actually advanced from one rank to anothér.

RYEN

< ok



FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER IX.

lJohnson, "Wardrobe and Household”, p. 238.

2Johnson, "Wardrobe of Edward'I", p. 68.
f 3Tout, Chapters, II, pp 28—59, and Johnson, "Wardrobe
and Household", pp. 229-30. ~ .

920 4See pp.L85—86 and Chapter XII, eegQCially pp. 216, 218- ¢
: . - .
" . . (BN ' . -

A banneret was, orlglnally, a knight who gould lead
vgssals in the fleld of battle under his own banner. He
ran ed\below a baron hut above other knights. Table V, - ;
p. (231, shows th3 the war wages. of a Lhannevet were less:than -

se- of a baroga ut hlgher than those of a knight. The Vadia v

Guerre (War Wages) shows that bannerets were both the members
of the retinues of barons and the.leaders of thelr own retinuesa
(see p. 228). Later, the title "banneret" came to be merely -
an order or rank of krifhthood.

GThe fees werds®grynted for the following periods:
Farley - Easter and Michae|lmasy, 1360; Gunthorpe - Easter and
Michaelmas, 13663 Ypres - Q§¢er 1369; Wakef' ld (year 1) -

"Michaelmas 1371, Easter 13725 Wakefield ( eag 2) = Michaelmasfa

" 1372, .Easter 1373; and Beverley - Easter -1377.

3

* D

Toee i 1om,pp. 172, 174, 175..

in Farleyvseir 'fe first year of Whﬁefleld s accounts; -there -
-are 5 women- in Gunthorpe s, 3 in Ypres', and one in each of ~
the seconad year of Wakefleld's and Beverley .

“5ee pp. 58-59, 66-67.
- El
' 10Tout, “"Household Ordinances", Edward II, pp. 271 ff.,
and Johnson, "Wardrobe of Edward II", p. 96. The robe issues
covered by the accounts are as follows.’ Farley - wirter 1359,
summer '1360; Gunthorpe - summer 1366; Ypres - summer 1369;°
Wa&efleld {(year' 1) - winter ‘1371, summer, 1372; Wakefield (year

2) - winter 1372, summer 1373; and Beverley - winter 1376,
~ s

N . A .

185 : o
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suncer o T7. NO reason 1s given why sunthorpe records only
aunmer robes, cven though the account coevers d fall ear.

1 1 .
= ye, "Houseohold Ordinances”, Fdward 11, pp. 270-318.
See 11ls0 Tnhnson, “Wardrobe and Heouscohold™, ovp. 238-39.

POt wear all owences were o osumably issued at
‘v sade time as robe allowinces wero made.  Only summer
S h0otwear allowances occur n Yores' o account, whercvas the, other
decennts record vearly rssues, despite the fact that Gunthorpe
records the aranting of summer robes only. The years for
footwear 1ssues corresvond to robe 1ssues excapt for Gunthorpe'
account, which was summer and winter 1366 {(see n. 9 abc

. . i
\ 14’I‘out, "Houschold Ordinances"”, Edwggg;gl,\p. 301.

15 : c
A maler' is a type of horse (sce p. 152), so the
refoerence 1s to a servant who had something to do with one
or more of them. LA

1-6}iowevcr, Farley's account, which includes the
expenses of the great wardrobe, -shows that many esquire and
yeorn.en falconers, porters of falcons, yeomen hunters, and
grooms of hunters were :ssued gifts of robes by the keeper
of the great wardrobe (see pp. 199-200). ’ '

See p. 217.

18'I‘he King's Messengers, 1199-1377 - A Contribution
to the History of the Royal Houschold (London, Edward Arnold,
1961), pp- 24, 54-55.

Bsee D. 84.

2OSee pp. 178-79.

21See p. 75.

22See above, pp. 172, 174. The elimination of only
the 3 bannerets ané 29 knights who did not receive fees (see
p. 163), as well as the messengers and archers, yields an
expense of some {1,060 on 530 persons, or an expenditure of

£2.0 per person. Including all the personnel in' the Feoda et
Robe, the per capita expense is about £2.1.

7 .

S

©



CHAPTER X

TN

A DONA

> Dona (Gifts) record the value of gifts, or r_ :rds,
granted by Edward and, in Gunthorpe's account, by Edward
and Philippa.l Most of the gifts, or rewards, are not gifts
in the ordinary Sense, but are payments for services rendered
or for articles "presented" to the, king or queen, usually
birds, fish, or game. There are some true gifts iisted, such
as wine, clothirqg, and bedroom hnnqings, but personal gifté
of great value, which the king must havé given, are not found
under this heading. Presumably such important gifts were
recorded in the chamber accounts. The disbursements could be
made in money or in goods and commodities. In all but Farley's
account, gifts of wine constitute a considerable portion of the
Dona expeﬁses. Occasionally the recipients of the gifts were
household servants, b&t this was unusual.

Farley's and Gunthgrpe's Dona th;ain expenses which
in the three later’aCP‘uﬁts were ente;ed in different titull.

[

Farley records expenditures dealing with messengeré; these
will be discussed in Chapter XI. Expenses pertaining td hor;es;
" which appear in both Fagléy's and Gunthorpe'? counts, were
considered in Chapter VIII.

The discussion of what might be'tegmed,hérmal bora
expenses’ will be based pfimarily upon the accounts'of Farley

-~

and Gunthorpe. These have the most extensive Dona expenses

187
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and pfovido examples of most of the disbursements recorded

in the othors.. The three remaining accou 's have little to
add: the Dona expenses of Ypres and Beverl.y are few and deal
mostly with gifts of wine. Most of the gifts recbrded in
Farley's account ar¢ reirated either to the war in France or to
the peace negotiations at Calais. The entries in the last
four accounts are concerned primarily with the domestic
expenses of the royal household. An unusual feature of
Farley's Dona is that many entries are undated, although from
time to time dated entries are to be found. Perhaps it was
not xnov: when the undated gifts were granted, except that
they ere made in a period bétween dated entries.

Gifts in Farley's account whicr pertain to the war

car »e divided into several categories. One of these is the
pdayments nin subsidy" (in subsidium) of mcney *o ransom members
of the English forces captured by the .'rench. It is not

specified whether thé king paid all, or only part, oI an
individual's ransom. Alfost £200 was granted for the ransoms
¢? 29 men; the individual sums paid range from £50 for the
ransom of Richard Stury, esquire, to 52s. for both John
Horwode and Thoma .2 Chestre, grooms. Those bénefitting

from this sort of gift include not only household servants

~found n ‘the®Feoda et Robe, such as Stury, but also others,
‘'such as Richard Barton and william de Pulleteria,‘described
as purveyors of the office of the poultry, who were not granted

robes or footwear. Presumably the latter two were prisoners
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when liveries wére officially issued. Others receiving gifts
towards their ransoms include John Smert, a master smith,
and the poet Geoffrey Chaucer.

One entry states that Edward paid the ransom of a
captured Frenchman. Oweyn de Charleton,2 esquire, was
granted'40s. for a Frer "h sr .. The king presumably received
the custody of the smith; perhaps Edward required the §mith's
skilled services. o

Another category of war expenses found in Farley's
account consists of gifts of money made to individuals whq
had been given royal permission to leave the king'S»service.

st of the‘recipients appear to have been soldiers from the

wpire, although this 1is statea only of Alsiz van qutwiz,
described as an "esquire of Germany"; He received: 40s. The
margrave of Meissen was granted £120 "in subsidy" for his
expenses when given Edward's leave to depart for his home. A
total of'£l,2é0 was granted in this manner to 63 men, who -
received sums ranging from 33s.4d. to 2123 6s.8d. Two
recipients who were not soldiers were the,b;others Galeys and
Camir.us, minstrels of Roger Moftimer, ear{ of March. The
'brotheré were granted 66s.8d. on 29 February 1360, the day
on which the earl died.3 Presumably the services‘of the two
minstrels were noé’required by anyone, and the king was
Aassiéting them to return home. |

}Nearly £90 was granted in other gifts dealing with the
war or the peace negotiatiohé. For example, William qunard |

-~

and William Burdon, king's paintérs, were granted £4 on 3
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November 1359 for their expenses in going to France. Between
30 November and 13 December 1360 the lords Wa!tar de Manny

and Roger de Beauchamp each received {4 for their expenses
between Calais and England. Between 1 and 3 Mérch 1360 a

gift of £4 was granted to John de Massyngham and tr- - >men
carpenters-under him for repairing.the bridge of Brienc:
l'ArchéveqUe. In an undated entry, John Gardiner, groom of
the door-keepgr, was granted 30s.8d. for his expenses 1in
staying in the Tower of London and at Calais guarding the
king of France. Finélly, Edward made gifts to two mariners
ships were wrecked in the vicinity of Calais. John Cokirsand
received £6 13s.4d. between 3-and 6 November 1359; Nicholas
Gudde received £10 between 6 November 13%9 and.12 January 1360.
Presumably the boaﬁs of Cokirsand and Gudde had been comman-
deered to carry troops and supplies to France.

Although the period of . akefield's account witnessed
Edward's attempt to relieve the siege of La Rochellé, few
military expenditures appear in his 99234 “The first year of
the account shows that Andrew Elyot, méster of the ship igA

Margerie Legat, and three sailor friends received 40s. on 3

April 1372 for piloting the king's large ship, the Grace Dieu,
%rom‘Orwell to the Thames. Gifts of victuals presumably
destined for the war effort are fouﬁd in the secbnd year of

- the account. Simon de Bukenham, the keeper o% the kiny's

Y

victualé across the sea, delivered to prince Edward, lord

Edward le Despepser, and William de Montendre, knight, wine,

1
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flour, cider, salted oxen,’%utton, and fish valued at ‘almost
£60. Theﬁe victuals were granted at Sandwich on 26 Auuust
1372, the day before the king boarded ship for his abortive
e#pedition. ‘/

One entry in the Dona of Wakefield's firstﬁyear refers
to expenses incurred almdost a yearvprior to the accounting
period. A privy seal writ datéd at Clarendon on 20 July 1370
ordered payment of £47 16s.84d. in'wagés to 38 men-at-arms and
90 archers for staying in certain ships at Soﬁthaméton and'
for guarding Charles the Bad, king of Navarre, "across the sea"
(supra mare).4 The king.of Navarre had been negotiating Qith
England in June of 1370. |

Farley's account states that lord William de Burton
was sent to the papal curia on Edward'slﬁusiness and receivea
£8 for hisfexpenses at some time‘betweén 8 April and 15 May

1360." This sum was additional to the £93 6s.8d. he received

in the Necessaria5 for his daily expenses when out of court on

-

“

this mission between 14 March and 31 July 1360. -
' AN

\.

All the accounts céntgin re&ards to persons helping

Edward and his familia in their travels. 1In Fagiey's, gifts

were granted to those who guided Edward and the army in France,

In the other accounts, they were normally gifts to ferry—men

for transporting Edward and his retinué across rivers in England.
Farley's account records gifts totalling éome £ to

persons .cting as guides. For example,lgfd Robert de Vipount,

lord Mapinus Marell, and Peter de Morance received the large
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sum of £74 13s.4d. for guiding the king from Le Neubourqg to
Thibouville. The entry is undated, but appears between ones
5ated 22 and 23 June 1360." These aates apparently indicate
when the payment was made, and not when the expense was |
iﬂcurred, since Edward was in England at this time and‘had
been in Thibouvil]o-on 12 and 13 May.6 An undaped entry l
shows that Richard de T!ibouville, a Frgpch yeoman, received

a gift of £7 by thé hands ~f lord Roger de Beauchamp for lead-
ing the king's army from Thibouville to Dounpere.-

In the iast four qccoun£s, Edward seems to have been -
most active in his travels in Gunthorpe's. Gifts to ferry-men
are numerous in his account, and w;re granted by both Edward
and Philippa. For example, John Feryman of Milton received
13s.4d: for conveying the king and his familia across the
Medway at Milton. Adam Wose and his ‘companions received a
similar gift for conveying the queen and her familia acrOs;
the Thames at Sheen. Similar items referring to the king occur
.in Ypres', Wakefiela's,'and Beverley's accounts. . Ypres'
account contains an interesting, but perplexing, item. William
Lorchon was granted 10s. on 16 February 1369 for conveying in

s

his own boat the king and his familia and their equipment

between the bridges at Westminster (inter pontes apud Westm').
Lorchon's sérvices.were employed. for 10 days. No reason for
these travels is given,.although the return of the Black Death
may have méde conveyance by water safer, when in or neér

London and Westminster. Ferry boat operators at times received

g
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more tnan gifts of money. The grants of wine in Gunthorpe's
accounts include a gift of 1 pipe of Rhenish wine valued at
£11 13s.4d. to the Thames ferry-men at Sheen.

Gunthorpe's account has other entries deallng with
-travel. For example, Walter Norman and 15 companlons received
66s.8d. for conveying the queen by water to H- '2ring. Another
entry reveals that John Hatton, William Cok, and William Prest,
Servants of Peter de Lacy, rector of the ‘church of Northfleet,
were granted 20s. for going with the queen between Gravesend
and Sheppey with three horses belonglng to de Lacy. House-
..hold servants occasionally were rewarded for thelr labours
during moves. For example, Gunthorpe reveals that Robert de
Certesey, a page in the office of the saucery, receiu;d 20s.
for his work during various moves. | J
‘ The first year of Wakefield's account records payments
for damages caused in these moves. John, the bailiff of the
ﬁrrector of Everley, was paid 13s.44d. in recompense for his
injury at the hour of the klng s dinnter. Although unspecified,
the injury appears to have been phy51cal in nature. Robert
But ‘of Harwich was granted 20s. in recompense for his expenses
and for damages caused by the king's familia. Presumably,
this damage was to hlS house or anlmals.
Some of Edward S travels were undoubtedly concerned
with huntlng, an interest reflected in Gunthorpe's Dona. For
example, John Martyn of Sheppey received a gift of 20s. for

hlS labours in taklng or Capturing (cagtio) birds when Edward
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was in the vicinity of Sheppgy. John de Morton returned to
Edward a los§ falcon and received_a gift of 6s.8d.

Edward's hunting dogs were responsible for several
expenses. The first year of Wakefield's account shows that
John Toret and Robert Hauden were rewarded with a sum o%
15554d. for staying out of court with thevkingis dogs for
118 days. Gunthorpe's account records compensation paid the
owners of anlmals killed by Edward's greyhounds. lHenry Clerc
received a gift of 26s.4d. for 10 sheep, each valued at 204.
and 29 lambs, each valued at 4d., which had been killed by the
greyhounds in the cgstody of Williaﬁ Kydwyt. Thomas Prest
and 7 others received 42s.8d. in recompense for the 30 sheep
and 1 cow killed by Edward's greyhounds.

Both Farley's and Gunthorpe's acéounts reveal that
Edward granted gifts of money to ;ervants who had fallen ill.

In Farley's account, er’example, Andrew Messager was granted
- 12s. because he hadvfallen i1l at London. Gunthorpe shows’that
John Wade fell ill at Clarendon and was left behind when,Edwg:d'

departed on a hupnting trip. Wade received 6s.8d. for his

expenses.

Despite the numerous references in the accounts to
minstrels, théreﬂare few.gffts'for musical'perfdrﬁances. Gifts
to minstrels are found in only Farley's, Ypres', énd Wakefield's
acéounts. Farley has only one such gift; it shows that various

minstrels received 16s.8d. for entertaining the king. Ypres'

and Wakefield's accounts recordAgifts'to musicians for
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performances connected with Eddﬁrd’; pilgrimages to Canterbury.
Both years of Wakefield's acéount state thét minstrels were
‘granted 13s.4d. for making their m;sic before ﬁhe image of
the Blessed Mary in the vault of Canterbury Cathedral and
béfore the shrine of St. Augustine in the C@urch.of.St.
Augustine.7 In Ypres' account, Hanekinus Fytheler was granted
6s.8d. for performing before the image of the Blessed Mary
in the vault of Canterbury .Cathedral.

Edward was often presented with gifts,‘eithep on the
giver's or someone else's behalf, and his gratitude Qas shown
by a gift of money to the person bringing the gift. Exéenses
of this sort occur in Farley's, Gunthorpe's, and Wakefield's
accounts, but those in Gunthorpe's are the most numerous.
The latter account shows that Edwardvand Philippa respectively
granted 37 and lS-gifts of this nature. In nearly a third of
the items Edward granted 6s.84., whilé all but four of Philippafa
gifts were of the same value. The sum 6s.8d. is described as
bogh Edward's and Philippa's "aégustomedkfees" (feodi éui‘
conSueti).8 J s

Most of thé gifts presénfed to. Edward in Gunthorpe's
account consisted of victuals, generélly birds or fiSh. The
birds brought as gifts include snipe, plovers, larks, field-
fares, swans, partridges,'geals, and capons. For example,
John Hatter of Bedfont received 4s. for presenting(Edward

with 28 snipe, 2 plovers, 23 larks, and 12 fieldfares;

Hanekinus Foulere presented 2' swans to the king and received
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13s.4d. The types of fish given include salmoﬁ, laﬁéreys,
flounaeré, loaches,'sturgeon, chubs, pickerel, perches, and
roaches.” Most of these fish were fresh. For example,“John“
de Grenewych was granted 66s.8d. when he presented the king

with a fresh sturgeon. John de Compton presented Edward With‘:Qg
N,

three live lampreys on 29 December 1366 at WindsormhndlréceiGggﬁVs
£4. Two days later John Kyng, yeoman of the lord ofvaéfkley %{
and on his behalf, also made a gift of three live iampreYé.
Kyng received only 6s.8d: - Presuﬁably the gifts to Grene&ych,
Compton, and Kyng were tips. -he gift to Compton was far more
than pafment for the lampreys while sturgeon were royal fish,
the king's prefogative,9 and so there would be no payment.
1y Grenewych and Compton should be given such large gifts,
and Kyng such a comparatively small one, 1is no£ explained, but
presumably the kiﬂg was in a particularly good mood when
Grenewych and Compton brought their fish. Some men offered
gifts regularly. On 10 occasions between é7 March and 3
December 1366, Henry Fyskher presented Edward with fish and
received a totél of £3 10s. in gifts. | |

Other gifts of victuals presented t+o Edward in the
various accounts include porpoise, crabs, and crayfish, cheese,
wine, and fruit, such as pears and‘pomegranates. Wakefield
provides most of these examples. The first year of his account
shows that John Ropere received 6s.8d. w..en he presented crabs,
porpoise, and fish to Edward on behalf of John Wynterbourné-

John Demorid was granted 20s. when he presented the king with

4
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27 cheeses of Brie;and 400 breams and crayfish. The butier
and hunter of the dﬁke of Guelders presented Edward with 13
cuu' of Rhénish wine on their lord's behalf, agé‘were rewarded
with a sﬁm of £22‘65.8&, This -~ n was granted by a privy
seal writ giveﬁ at Clarendon on 26 July 1370, which precedes
by élmost a year the actuai accounting period. This entry
also appears in the Prestitélo where it 1is crossed out. The
value of this gift suggests both payment for the wine and
gifts to the bearers. The second year of Wakefield's account
reveals that John Wode feceived 20s. for presé;ting Edward with
50 pomegranates.

Edward was also presented withﬁanimals. Thus,
Gunthorpe's account statés that Walter de Leek, yeoman of
John de Leek, presented Edward with a bay palfrey on his lord's-
behalf, while John de Halseham presented the king with two
gréyhounds on behalf of Richard de Ravensere. Both Walter
‘jde ﬂéek and Halseham were éranted 6s.84. 1In Farley's account
an unnamed yeoman from France received 36s. when he pfesented
Edward with one falcon on behalf of his unnamed lord.

Nearly all of the gifts presente +tc the queen wére
“of victuals. Most of the presents were ¢ to the queen

on the king's behalf.ll Philippa received a total of 15

g . .
fattened bucks (dami ping') from Edward. For example, Thomas
Hyde, packman of the buttery, presented the'queén with two
{attened bucks, on behalf of the. king, and received a reward

of 6s.8d; John Barnet, bishop of Bath and Wells, treasurer of
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England, presented the queen with six pike by the hands of
his esquire, Henry de Hagqcleye. ‘Haggeleye received a gift
of 20s. from the gqueen; Thomas Cook and William Pysshere

together received 13s.4d. for carrying the pike from Dogmers-—
field to Windsor. She also received a porpoise, a barbel,
a sturgeon, and a cheese of Brie frow Edward, and herons 5nd
partridges from other persons. In addition to these victuals,
Philippa was the recipient of 3 horses. For example, she
received as mentioned previously; a white courser called
"Blanchard Kyng" from Edward.12 Richard Ottemore, who bréught
the horse to Philippa, was rewarded by herlwith the sum of 65s.
Farley's and Gunthorpé's accounts record gifts without
explanation or merely state that they were made for the
recipient's expenses. Some expenses in Farley's account were

incurred in partibus Francie. For example, Robert Sadeler,

yeomen, saddler of the household, received 24s. in paymeni

of his expenses in France. William %t?e Mulle, Edward's

master sapper, received 33s.4d. for hiS\eXpensesf Not only
did Edward's servants receive such gifts,\but so did servants
of the queen, of Edmund of Langley, and of the king of France.
Several ‘men, such as Nicholas)de Shoufeld_and Siboetus van
Ruere, received gifts when granted Edward's permission to leave
his seryiée and gifts for expenses. By far the largest un-
explained gift is the sum granted lord Eustace de Dabrichecourt.
gn an undated eﬁ?j§ added at the end of the Dona, he is shown

Eo have received 20.

—
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Gunthorpe's account also records gifts'with littlc or

no explanation. For example, on 1 July 1366 Edmund Sauvage
and two companions, tellers of thellower exchequer, received
20s., wﬁile Richard de Grafton and his companions, ushers of
the lower exchequer, received 6s.8d. One interestin~ 1item
says ﬁhat William de Risceby received 1l0s. at Corfe for payiﬁg
money to a certain man in Newgate prison; - _ -

| An important part of the Dona is gifts in kind, .
such as wine, clothing, and victuals, granted by Edward to
Qarious‘persons. Gifts of wine appear in all the accounts;
gifts of clothing appear in only Farley's, and gifts of victuals
only in the second year of Wakefield's. The aqifts of victuals QX
are mentioned abdye.l3 \Qifgs ofwclotﬁ}hg, rerc=ry, and other -
Fhiﬁgs, totalling almoét £520, appear in Farley's account

because the keeper of the great wardrobe at this time accounted
14

o

. to the keeper of the wardrobe.
: &
John de Newbury, clerk of the great wardrobe, delivered
to the queen fur valued at almost £10 and wax and spices valued
' <

at nearly £145. Lords Edmund of Langley and John de Montfort,

"the duke éf]Brittany, and Joan, the lady of Brittany, were

LN

—

granted‘gifﬁgﬁéf cloth, mercery’; fur, and "Other things"
totalling 3mé £124. Einally, a very lengthy entry records
gifts of robés and "other things" to}various~personé. Unnéﬁed
househald servéﬁts, many‘of'tﬁem‘hunters, falconers, and-grooms,

servants of the lady of Brittany, and Master Thomas Powiz and

32 scholars of the kin§ at Cambridge received either summer or
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winter robes. Lord Denis de Morbek, knight, received a tunic,

hood, cloak, and stockings. Two clerks of Cambridge received
complete bed-hangings; brother John Wodrove, Edward's confes-

sor, and his companion received complete habits. .ohn de

Elmeswell, yeoman of the great wardrobe, received sacks, bags,

bales, and Sverings for cloths. These'gifts amounted to
some ;242.

Gifts of wine are by far the most impo;tant gifts 1in
kind which Edward granted.l6 In all but Farley's Dona, such
gifts account for a major proportion (nearly all in Ypres'.
and Beverley's accounps) of the total value of gifté granted.
Presents of this sort normally consisted of Gascon wine,
althéﬁgh gifts of Rhenish wine, Malmsey, and wine of Beaune

also occur.

m,

Members of Edward's family figure prominently among the

&

"recipients of wine. . For example, in Farley's account Philippa

received 21 casks of Gascon wine valued at £122 21d., 3 pipes
of Rhenish wine valued at {28 l4s.6d. 7 4 pipes of Malmsey

valued at £42 17s.4d. The second yea. of | _kefield's account

shows that Edward, prince of Wales, r -~ iv. 2 casks 1 pipe of

Gaséon wine and 1 pipe of Rhenish wine. e king's friends

and servants also received gifts of wine. Important nobles,

such as Henry of Grosmont, duke of Lancaster, Humphrey de Bohun,

earl of Northampton, Edmund de Mortimer, earl of March, Robert

de Ufford, earl of Suffolk, and William de Montague, earl of

Salisbury, were each granted 2 casks of Gascon wine in Farley's

A
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account. Alice Perrers, Edward's celebrated mistress, Robert
Thorp, chief juséice of the?&ing's bench, and Brother John
Wodrove rece ved wine in various accounts. Adam Leche,
Edward's surgeon, was also granted wine. An entry in the
second year of Wakefield's account reveals that Leche was
given 6 sesters 1 p;tcher of Gascon wine, valued at some 20s.,
which was used to make medicines. In Gunthorpe's account, |
the clerk of the royal'works in the manor of Sheen and the
constables and minor officials of Sheppey Castle were granted
wine.

Wakefield and Beverley show that wine was granted to
the king's counc%l at Weétminster. For example, Beverley
states that the council consumed 3 casks of Gascon wine which
had been stored in the secret cellar at Westminsﬁer. However,
the expense was disallowed at the exchequer audit because the
warrant for the gift was defective. Both years.of Wakefield's
account record gifts of wine for anniversary masses for queen
mother Isabella and queen Philippa. A number of religious
establi .cnts were granted wine. Recipients include the
abbots ¢. Chertsey, Stratford, and Beaulieu, the prioress of
Minster on the Isle of Sheppey; the vicar of the college of
Windsor,_and'the.cantor of the collegiate churéh of Blessed
Mary ip Sou%hampfdn. |

Certain persons received life-time grants of‘Qine.
These took the form o; either yearly or daily issues. For

@

example, the first year of Wakefield's account indicates that
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Alice Perrers received 2 casks of Gason wine per year.
Beverley shows thap\the poet Geoffrey Chaucer réceived a life-
time grant of one gallon of Gascon wine per day. The total
wine given Chaucer for the period 14 October 1376 to 21 June
1377 was 1 cask 10 sesters 1 pitcher, valued at £7 2s.6 1/24.
However, the gift was disallowed at the exchequer audit becausé
the warrant was defective, and the gift partly preceded thel
accounting period. '

The Dona includes nét only gifts or rewards proper,
but also grants of money which appear to be payments for
service rendered or for Presents brought to the king. Edward
rewarded thoée who performed services for him; such as ferry-
boat Operators who transpcrted him and his famllla acgoss
rivers, or those who brought him gifts. Persons staying out
of court on Edward's bhsinéss were granted gifts to pay their
expenses. Gifts in the last four accounts under discussion
geﬁerally are.of a domestic nature, while many in Farley's
are of a military nature, such as those for the payment of
ransoms or of expenses of foreign soldiers who departed from
Edward's army. With the exception of Farley's account, wine§
are the most important gifts that Edward granted. Farley's
Dona contains gifts, such as payments of the expenses of
messengers and the replacement of horses lost, which were
entered in their own tituli in later accounts, as well as gifts
cf fur, cloth, and wax issue” by the keepef of the great ward-

robe, who temporarily accéﬁnted to the keeper of the wardrobe.

Y



FOOTNOTES TO CHARTER X

lThe total expenses are: Farley - £3,259 17s.8 3/44d.;

Gunthorpe - £493 4s.1d.; Ypres - £129 3s.6d.; Wakefield (year
1) - £426 13s.11 1/2d.; Wwakefield (year 2) - £527 12 1/4.;
and Beverley - £59 18s.4d. In Beverley's account, a number of

gifts of wine were disallowed (see below, n. 16).

25ee p- 234. A

3See p. 119 n. 21.

4See also p. 254.
5see p. 130.

6rowler, King's Lieutenant, p. 211.

» 7See pp. 100- 101. Eleanor, Edward's sister, gave
~gifts to minstrels for performing before the image of Blessed

Mary in Canterbury Cathedral, as well as to those who perform-
ed before the cross at the northern door of St. Paul's
cathedral in London (E. W. safford, "An Account of the Expenses
of Eleanor, Sister of Edward III, on the Occasion of Her
Marriage to Reynald, count of Guelders", Archaeologia, vol.
LXXVII (1927), pp- 132, 133). -

. 8However, another item also describes 5s. as Philippa's
"accustomed fee" but this sum occurs only once. Gunthorpe's 1is
the only account to mention an "accustomed fee'.

9See Cyrus H. Karraker, "Royal Fish", Quarterly Review,
vol. CCLXVII (1936), pp. 129-37. :

loSee p. 254.

llThe king's gifts discussed here are in addition
to presents of wine, fur, etc. mentioned below, pp. 199, 200.

leee p-. 158. ’

13506 pp. 190-91.
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14See PP 138-41.

15see pp. 168-69, 186 n. 16,

16The totals are: Farley - £484 9s.4d.; Gunthorpe -
£426 17s. 11d.; Ypres - £126 17s.; Wakefield (year 1) - ,
£347 18s.7 .1/24d.; Wakefield (year 2) - £451 5s.9d.; and
Beverley - £59 11s.8d. 1In addition, Beverley records qgifts
of wine valued at £87 15s. 1/2d. which were disallowed either
because there was no warrant, the warrant was defective, or
the gift preceded the accounting period. The value of these
disallowed gifts was charged as prests against the butler

(see pp. 253-54).



CHAPTER XI
NUNCII

The titulus Nuncii (Messengers) found in all tpg/
e

-

accounts records money spent on sending or receiving(jessen—

gers or letters.l Men could be sent from the household with
letters, to seek or fetch someone (querendus), or "pn‘the
king's secret business", an impressive phrase which probably
meant little more than a matter that persqnally concérned
the king. .Most letters were sent by the king, ght in Gunthorpe's
and Ypres' accounts, they might be sent by the queeh. ~In‘

"addition to unspecified types of letter, letters of the secret

seal (de secreto sigillo)2 and letters of the privy seal
are mentioned. |

In all but'Farley's account, men sent wiﬁh leéters or
messages from the household usually seem to have been any
available household servants; nqne_are:described as nuncii in
the accounts. While the héuéehold staff does not normally
éppear-to have included professional messengers, Farley's
account frequently ﬁentions thé kihé's meSsengers‘(nunciii
Regis), who Qere the gfficial letter carriers of the administra-
tion and who ﬂad come subject to exchequer control in 1342.3
The employment of such professionals during Farley's period

of account. probably stems from the war in France and the

household's responsibilities for expenditures made in France.
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Necessaria appear to have discharged tasks greater than the
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Farley's account lists expenses for messengers not
only in the Nuncii but also in the Necessaria and the Dona.

Those individuals recorded in the Necessaria were men of rank,

and two of them received expense allowances of 6s.8d. per day,

whereas the ordinary messenger, if he received an allowance, -

“mever was given more than 6d. per day. The men listed in the

simple delivery of mossages and, therefore, could not have
been classed as nuncii.

Farley's Dona recofds gifts to persons carrying messages
or letters. Why such items occur in thevgggg is notjclear.
Betwe~n 31 January and 3 February l36b, Michael Henner received
a gift of £4 in going from the king in France to the qﬁeen iﬁ
England. Robert le Fevere received a gift of 2s.9d: for bearing
the‘king's letters to the keeper of the wardrobe. The king
rewarded Johr de Savoie, a me;sengér coming from the count
of Tancarville and other French lords, with a gift of :10
between 3 and 30 November 136(.

Messengers carryvi. ¢ unsvécified‘typeé of letter are

found in the Nuncii of all the accounts save Beverley's. For

example, Farley's account reveals -h-+ Thomas de London received

«

20s. for his expenses when sent - -n» >n to Calais with
Edward's letters. An item in Gurn - account indicates
that Richard Cokes received 3s.4d. . ing Philir :'s *

letters from Windsor to Roger de Beauc. . D- rse.
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Messengers carrying letters of Edward's privy seal
appear in Gunthorpe's and the first year of Wakefield's
accounts. For example, Gunthorpe shows that John Robert was
sent from Windsor to Arundel wifﬁ letters of the privy seal.
addressed to Riéhard fitz Alan, earl of Arundel. |

Letters of Edward's secret éeal appear only in
Cunthorpe's account. Fdr example, on 26 April 1366 a series
of entries reveals that men were sent with letters of the -
secret seal from Windsor to various places. The first entry
notes that Thomaé Lovéden was sent to Southampton with the

greatest speed and with guards:(cum passagio defendéndo). The

remaining items state that the persons disp;tched were
"similarly .sent". Ralph‘Chamberlain was sent to %{fn and
Boston; Walter Aubrey to Bristol; John Legg Eo.Chichester
and Sussex; Thomas de Milton to Ipswich and Yarmouth; John
de Assh.to Plymouth and Corn&all; John Longevill to Kingston-
upon-Hull and Newcastle-upon-Tyne; and Simon de Bﬁrgh to Dover
and Kent. | ' ) B
Messengers dispatchéd by Edward and Philippa in order
to seek or fetch certain individuals aré found in Gunthorpé's
and in the first year of Wakefield's-accbunts. For example}
Gunthorpe_shows that John Alein was-sent on the Queén's
business -from Windsor to Oxford'seekinngaster William Holm.

In Wakefield's account, John Currour was(?ént from London to

Mariborough to seek Henry Sturmyn.

4
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Messengers were also dispatched on either Edward's or
Philippa's business, or on Edward's secret business. Entries
recording such trips appear in all the accounts. Thus,
Beverley shows that William Blacomore was sent, on the orders
of John of Gaunt, the duke of Lancaster, from Sheen to Hampton
on Edward's business. The second year of Wakefield's account
indicates that John Bath and Hanekinus Loder were sent from
Gravensend to London on Edward's secret business. Gunthorpe
shows that William de Ratescroft was sent on three occasions
~on the queen's business from HaQering to the king at Clarendon.

The war with France resulted in the dispatch of some ”
of the messengers mentioned in Farley's and Wakefield's accounts.
In Farley's, for example, Thomas Freman was sent on Edwardfe

business from Chartres to Reginald de Ferers at Honfleur.

4
o

Henry Croft,vking's messenger, on several occasions was sent
from-Calais te Windsor with Edward's letters. The account also
contains references to the king's ‘messengers sent on missions
in England. For example, Stephen Messager fand Andrew Messager,
king's me;sengers, ﬁogether were sent on Edward's business
from Sandwich to London. It is doubtful that men of their
specialized service would have been‘used on merely'gomesgzc
affairs, unless they were the only individuals available.
Their activity was possibly connected with the war.

Both years of Wakefleld s account have entrles dealing

with Edward's war efforts. In the flrst year, for example,

Robert de Watford was sent from Hamble to Sheen with letters to -

.
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Edward from William Wykeham; bishop of Winchester, and‘Richard
fitz Alan, eérl of Arundel, admiral of the fleet; he retufned
go the two with Edward's letters. John York was sent from
Alan de Buxhull in Yarmouth to Edward iﬁ London with letters
which dealt with the condition of a certain large ship. John
Bleburgh was sent by'Bﬁxhull from Blyborqugh to Orwell, on
two occasions, on Edward's business regarding "the said ship",
presumably the one mentiongd above. As thése examplgs show, .
Edwgrd paid the expenses not only of tﬁose who carried his
letters but also théfexpenses of those who bore letters to him.
The example of Bleburgh also reveais that Edward paid as
messengefs'persons who were not royal servénts; In the second
year of the account, William Prest and John Longevill were
sent from Windsor to London.and Yarmouth to prepare victuals
for Edward's ships for his voyége. Tﬁo days later William
Ratescroft was sent from Havering tovSouthampton with Edward's
lettefs; he was also to inquire aboﬁt Edward's“ships in the
same area. '

Tout stétess-that Edward's health began to fail in
1369, and that from thét time on he was periodically 1ill.
Some entries in Wakefield'é first year appear to be concerned
with one of the.king's illnesses. ‘Oﬂ-l4 August 1371, Hugh
Forester was seﬁt with the greates? spe . from Beverley to
oxford seeking Master Wiliiam de Wymondham, physician. Between

14 and 18 August John Toret was sent with Edward's letters

from Wyke to London with the greatest speed. On 18 August
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Thomas Messager brought letters from prince Edward to Edward

at Wyke. During that day numerous messengers were dispatched.
From the king in Wyke, John Steigin was sent to Canterbury

with letters to the prince, JohnFLambourne was sent to Lewis
seeking the earl of Arundel, and Hans de Hanon was sent to
London with letters seeking Master John élaston, the king's
physician. From Marlborough men were sént to various religious
houses to offer wax in the king's name. John Stanlowe Qas
sent to Westminster and Canﬁerbury; William Cosyn to Chichéster
and Walsingham; Roger de Bovyndon to Bury St. Edmund's; and Walter
Aubrey to Caversham .and Chertsey. Between 18 and 21 August
William Ratescroft was sent from Marlborpugh to Dartford

seeking brother John Wodrove, the king's confessor.

Gunthorpe's account reveals that messengers were
employed by the king during his hunting expenditions. Williaﬁ )
éﬁte Churche was sent from Chertsey to Chesthuﬁt seeking Edmund
Fauconer, probably identical with Edmund Chesthunt, Edward's
chief falconer. John Horeman was sent from Woodstock to
Adderbury at night seeking Casinus Fauconer. Some messengers
carried game, birds, or fish. John Bladon waé sent from Wood-
stock to Chertsey with 24 mallards. Several entries reveal
that men were sent by Edward to Philippa with game. John
Horeman was sent from Woodstock to Chertsey with one buck
fermes', while Peter, servant of Thomas de Stanes, took birds,
and Geoffrey Amory a pérpoise, from Sheppey to Windsor.

Finally, John Stele was sent from Hadleigh to Sheen with 30

"capons which he presented to the king. = The account does not
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state who sent Stele.
Two eﬂtries give specific reasons for‘thé dispatch

of messengers. In Gunthorpe's account, William Thomas accom-
panied Enguerrande de Coucy, earl of Bederd, Edward's SOn~in—
law, ¥rom Shipton to Hampton. The second year of Wakefield's
accqunt contains a ¢onfusing entry. William de Risceby was sent
from Sheen to Kimbolton Castle to inform the king of the death
of Humphrey de Bohun, earl of Hereford. . The entry is dated
30 November 1372 and the earl's death must have seemed near;
he was apparently iil, but did not die until 16. January l373.§

| Most accounts contain entries which record no reaéon
for the dispétch of messengers. Although it is impdssible
to ascertain definitely why there were sent, domestic consid-
erations undoubtedly played a part, especially when Edward was
absent from his househol@. Thus, Gunthbrpe's account, which
.covers a period when Edward and Philippa were very active
traveilers, contazns ﬁhe éreatest number of entriés and the
largest expenditure on messengers. Beverley's account contains
an entry where no reason is given for the dispatch of messengers

but one may be postulated with some' assurance. On 21 June

1377 William Blacomore and Simon de Burgh were sent on Edward's:

7
/

‘business from Sheen to Dover. They received 60s. for'expenses
and for the hiring of horses. The fact that the entry is
dated on the day that Edward died would suggest that they

were to take or send news of the king's death to the continent.
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As already mentioned, many letter carriers in Farley's
account were king's messengers, such as Andrew Messager or |
Henry Croft, whereas in the other accounts they generally were

household servants. Although it would seem likely that any

household member could be pressed into sexrvice, a certain number

were used fairly regularly. John Troll was' out of court for
extended periods of time delivering letters i che accounts
of Gunthorpe, Ypres, and Wakefield. He does not appear in

any of the Feoda et Robe. Richard de Lancastre, a household

servant in Gunthorpe's account, and John Stigein and William
Ratescroft, yeomen of the household in Gunthorpe's and Wake-
field's accounts, were used frequeﬁtly as messengers. Whether
thesg men can be identified with the four household‘messengers,

carr&—overs from a time when the nuncii Regis were controlled

by the wardrobe,7 is impossible to say. The fact that Troll,
Lancastre, and Stigein were paid daily expenses éf either 3d.
or 6d. may éuggest that they were specialized messengers and
not just men sent with messages.

King's messengers wére paid’ their expenses, accoiding

/
to a standard daily rate in g-1ing between places, immediately

prior to their being dispatched.8 This’;ould seem also to be
the case in the Nuncii for persons seht on individual errands,
as in the case of Blacomore and Burgh mentioned above. Messen-
gers sent on a number of journeys over a period of time could

be paid either before or during that period. For example, in

the first year of Wakefield's account, William Magson and

-
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Ralph Poter were sent out of court to various places wiﬁh
Edward's letters between 15 September and 26 Octobér~137l,

but they were paid 8s.4d. at Marlborough for their expenses

on 31 August, two wecks before they supposedly performed their
duties. - In Gunthorpe's account John Stigein was out .of éour{
for 13 days between 10 September and 11 November 1366 when
sent to various places with Edward's privy seal letters.
Stigein received payment of his expenses, at 6d. per day, on
17 October. thn Troll was out of court delivering letters of
the king and queen for. 140 daYs between 24 August 1366 and 31
January 1367. He was paid his expenées at 3d. per day on 11
January. |

The Nuncii in both Ypres' and the second year ofIWake—
field}s account each contain an entry wﬁich perbaps should
have been placed in the Necessaria. Ypres shows ﬁhat Robert
de Whitbergh, almoner, was sent out of court on Edward;s
business to expedite the business of his office. The almoner
was absent 40 days and received 5s. per day for his expenses.
Tﬁe second year of Wakefield's account reveals that Walter
Whithors\ggs sent out of court on the king's business for 81
days, receiying 124d. daily.for_pis expenses.

The\Nuncii records the expenses of messengers sent
either with‘letters or on the king's business. In a few
instancés Edward also paid the expenses of those bringing
letters to him. Aside from Farley's account which deals only

with the war in France, the Nuncii reflect the domestic aspects
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0f Bdward's life. The Nuncil reveal Edward's decreasing
activity, as 1s seen in the startlinq contrast between the
Nuncil in Gunthorpe's and in Beverley's accounts. The former
has 53 items, with men being dispatched from a long list of
places where Edward stayed. The latter has only two missioﬁs,

and in the second of these men were probably sent to announce

Edward's death.



FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER XI

1

The total expenses are: Farley - 10 9s.104.;
Gunthor;e - £30 17s.3d.; Ypres - {10 18s.4d.; Wakefield
(year 1) - :18 2s.4d.; wakefield (year 2) - ¢1ll 6s.; and

Beverley - 73s.4d. Scveral expenses yn Hill, King's
Messengers, p. 148, are either incomplete or incorrect
within the time periods recorded. : .

2The secret seal 1s perhaps identical with the signet
seal. The secret seal accompanied the king in his travels,
and was kept in the chamber. It expressed Edward's personal
wishes, and was used to authenticate royal letters and
mandates of original force or as a warrant ordering the keeper
of the privy seal and the chancellor to issue certain writs
(sec Tout, Chapters, V, pp. 161-81).

4

3

Hill, King's Messengers, p. l6.

4See p. 129.

[

5Chagters, v, p. 182.

6Complete Peerage, vol. VI, p. 474, and n.6.

7Hill, King's Messengers, p. 136.

®1bid., pp. 1~ 105.

]
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CHAPTER XII

VADIA VENATORUM ET PUTURA CANUM AND VADIA

FALCONARIORUM ET PUTURA FALCONUM

Some expenses relating to the chase and hawking

occur in.all accounts under the headings vadia Venatorum et

Putura Canum (Wages of Hunters and the Food Allowances of Do .s

and Vadia Falconariorum et Putura Falconum (Wages of Falconers

-.and the Food Allowances of Falcons)._ Fafley's account combines
the two types‘gf expenses under the latter heading. The
tituliirecord the names of hunters and falconers and the‘daily
wages they received, aé well as the daily rate of food
allowances for dogs and falcons in their .care. Although'the
wages paid household servants ﬁb(?ally_appear in the Hospicium
expenses, that titulus»records‘onﬂy,payments to persons actu-
ally at court. Huntsmen and falabners were generally pre-
.vented from being in court because of their tasks.

Entries recordingithese wages take two forms. 1In
Farlef‘s and Gunthorpe's accoﬁnts,'ch;onolégically'enﬁered
items record short periods for which a person received wages.
Thus, many men appear several .times in an account as the

A , P
recipients‘of payments. In the accounts of.Ypres and Wakefield,
falconers.and huntérs received payment for specified numbers

of days within the entire accounting period. "In Beverley's

account wages were calculated twice, before and after Edward's

»
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death. After 22 July 1377 the staff was decreased by almost
two-thirds, but those retained were paid for the entire period
until the household was disbanded. The entries in the latter
three accounts tend to be listed in an order of decreasing

rates of wages.

The Vadia Venatorum and the vadia Falconariorum add

to the list ofrkhown hoqsehdld,servants provided by the Feoda

et Robe since most hunters and falconeré received neither“

robes nor footwear.l PreSumabiy they usually were absent

from court when liveries were made; in addition, many were of
“anks lower than yeomen for which Edward did not have to provide
robes or footwear. The second year 6f Wakefield's account may

serve as an example. In the Vadia Venatorum, 20 men received

payments of wages or allowances,-only 4 of them appear in the

Feoda et Robe. The Vadia Falconarlorum shows that 29 men

received payments, but only 10 of them also occur in the Feoda

et Robe.? ‘However, just as the Fecda et Robe does not name

18]

all the hunters-and falconers, so the Vadia Venatorum and the

Vadia Falconariorum do not record wages for of all the hunters

and falconers named in the accounts. For example, Ypres'

account reveals that 12 men, of whom 4 were yeomen, received

wages in the Vadia Venatorum, yef the Feoda et Robe names 20
yeomen hunters, of whom only one received wages. . Farley's
Dona states that 10 king's hunters each receivéd a gift of 24s.,

but 3 of these men appear neither in the Feoda et Robe nor in

~the Vadia Falconariorumn.
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The expenses in the Vadia Vendtorum and the Vadia

Falconariorum presumably reflect Edward's personal interest

in hunting and hawking as well as the hunting staff's task of
providing fresh meat for the household, but the entries give
little precise informationvabout either. The king's hunﬁing
‘activities are mentioned only once. An undated entry in

F

Gunthorpe's Vadia Venatorum -states that John de Hibernia and

Nicholas Vyleyn; greyhound keepers, received~payment for wages
and the food allowances for 12 greyhounds in going and return-
ing with the king, for 4 days between Langley and Moorend, |
presumably on é royal hunt.

The expenses of. hawking were always greater than those
of hunting.3 This is perhaps indicative of Edward's personal
taste, although the care and training of hawks may have re-
qpired more men than the care and training of dogs. Few high
ranking hunters'are named in comparis-n with the many named
high ranking falconers. Aside from Gunthorpe's acéount, ﬁore
falconers tﬁan huntsmen received wages, although many men in

Gunthorpe's Vadia Venatorum were of low rank and received wages

for only a few days.

Falconers received wages both in and out of court;
their subordinates reééived wages only for periods spent out of
court. Falconers receiving wages in and out of court include
the master falconer, although he is never givén that title,
who received l2d. per day both in and out of court, £hose who

.received 12df out of court and 7 1/2d. in court, and those who
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‘received 6d. and 3d. respectively. Subordinate falconers were

paid daily wages out of court either of 2d. or 3d; porters of

falcons received 2d. per day. 1Individuals paid on the above
\
scale of wages appear in all the accounts. Falconers from

outside Edward's household could also receive wages from the
king. Hamnus, a falconer of William de Montague, earl of
Salisbury, received royal wages for the entire period covered
by the second year of Wakefield's account at either 3d. per
day 1in court ér 6d. per day out of court.
Hunters and subordinates were paid wages only for

'periods of timé spent out of court. The master hunter,

- mentioned only in Farley's account, réceived.lZd; per day.
-_ That account recordé the.only other iﬁstance of a hunter,
described as an esquire, receiving this wage. qumaﬁ hunﬁérs
aﬁd grooms recéi;ing 2d. and 1 1/24. respectively in daily”
wages appear_in all accounts. Only Farley and Gunthorpe record

‘wages to yeomen hunters higher than 2d.; they list daily wages

of 3d4.,4d., and 64d.

Why wages for yeomen hunters in the accounﬁs of Ypres,
Wakefield, and Beverley were so‘léw is not'expiiined, and it
is strange that no high ranking hunters are mentioned except
in Farley's account. Perhaps high ranking hunters no longer
'weré part of the household étaff, or perhaps they were attached
to the court in some other capacity.

The Vadia Venatorum of all the'éccounts (but not Farley's

vVadia Falconariorum) show that certain individuals, ‘who were
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not themselves paid wages, received payments‘for dogs' food
allowances or for servants' wages. John de Beverle and Ralph
Tyle, for example, are mentioned in several accounts. In the
first year of Wakefield's account, Beverley was paid for thé
wages of 3 men and for the food allowances of 9 gféyhounds
and 24 coursing hounds for 248 days between 27 June 1371 and
28 June 1372. Gunthorpe's account states that Ralph Tyle-was
paid for the wages of a page and for the food allo&ances of 9

greyhounds for 7 days between 10 and 24 December 1366.

Beverle and Tyle may have been hunters, but they

received household wages in other capacities. Beverle is
described as an esquire of the chamber in Ypres' apd the first
year of Wakefield's accounts, and Tyle as a yeoman of the

chamber in Ypres'. Ypres' Vadia Falconariorum indicates that

7 porters "of the king's chamber" received payment of wages

out of court, while Beverley's Vadia Venatorum reveals that

John Archebald was paid for out of court food allowances of
greyhounas described as being "of the king's chamber". If
porters aﬁd greyhounds_could be described as "of the king's
chamber" and chamber péréonnel reqeived'paymenté for food
allowances and servants' wages, then perhaps high ranking
huﬂters were attached to the éhaﬁber;

Gunthorpe's account shows that Edward augmented his’
own hunting staff with outside ﬁuntsmen upon*occasion. For
example, a hunter of the abbess of Shaftesbury received wages

for 49 days and a hunter of Thomas, Edward's son, for 33 dayé.
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A

Farley's account and Gunthorpe's vadia Venatorum include wages

paid to persons other than hunters. For example, in Farley's
account Richard Shiren, a carpenter, received 4 1/2d. per day
for 82 days. Gunthorpe's account shows that Walter Parker,
keeper of the gate of Havering“Park, was paid daily wages of
2d. for 57 days, while John de Canston, keeper of the queen's
lions,'received 1 1/2d. per day for§34 days.

In addition to regular wages, .all the accounts but
Farley's mention'payments'for tﬁé recipient's sustenance,

described as "wages of -his mouth" (pro vadiis oris suis).

These were paid both in and out of court and presumably weré
payments pf money in lieu of eating in the hall. They normally
replaced.r ular wages forrshort periods. In Ypres' accouht,
Edmund Chesthunt,a faléoner, received 12d. per day for the 36
days spent out of court between 19 March and 23 April 1369,
except for two déys in court when he received 4 1/2d4. daily’
for his sustenance. Chesthunt received regular daily wages
of 7 1/2d. in court. Hanekinus Bene, a falconer in Gunthorpe's
account, received daily wages of  3d. withiﬁ court for the 78
days between 15 vaember 1366 Qi;h;l January 1367, and additional
wageé of 3d. daily for his sustenance out of court for 16 days
within the same period. Bene's normal wages out of court

wére d. per day. A few men were iss;ed payments for their
sustenagce for considerable peiioés. For exahple, the Vadia
Venatorum of the secohd year of Wakefield's account shows thaﬁ

Thomas Campsale, a hunter, received 2d. per day for his
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sustenance for 278 davs out of court.

Food allowances for birds and dogs were paid only
for periods when they were out of couft.s\ Falconers were
issued a daiiy food sllowance of 1d. for falcons, 1 1/2d4. for
goshawks, 1d. or:1 1/24. for gerfalcons, and 1/2d4. for dogs.
The daily rates paid to hunters for the food allowauces of -
dogs are more varied. Payments for greyhounds were, generally
3/4d. per day, although allowances of 1/2d. and 1d. also are
recorded. Food allowances for coursing hounds generally were
1/2d. per day, but payments of 3/4d. for 2 dogs or of 3/4d.
per dog also occur. In Farley's account the daily food
allowances of bloodhounds was 1d. and of terriers 3/4d.

Although birds and dogs were normally in the custody
of household falconers and hunters, there are several instances
where they were in the custody of others. In Gunthorpe's
account, for example, Henry Curtys was paid on 4 separate
occasions for-greyhouuds in the custody of the abbot of‘Bury.

While the royal household contained a number of non-
.household huntsmen and falconers, only oue entry records the
-presence of outside animels. In Guuthorpe's account, William
Litelwhite was paid for 7 days' food allowances for 3 greyhounds
" of John Hastlngs, earl of Pembroke, a minor.
. ’ Ypres' account has some interesting expenses related. to
falcons. Robert de Wylughby was paidbwages of 6d. per day for
1135 days for staying out of court at les Meus. He purchased

4 quarters 2 bushels of barley and peas for food for pigeons,

S~
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birds bought as food for the falcons. The purchases cost 28s.
104.

The expenses of horses appear in all but Gunthorpe's
account. In Farley's, some 15 horses were in the custody of
various hunters and falconers; the food allowance of horses
varied from 3d. to 3 1/2d4. daily, buﬁ was generally 3 1/44.
For .example, Frépinus Fauconer was paid 3 1/2d. per day for
78 da?s for the expenses of a horse, while Hugh_Faucher
received daily 3 1/4d4. for the expenses of a horse and 2d4. for
the wages of a groom for a total of 363 days. The Vadia

Falconariorum of Ypres, Wakefield, and Beverley show that for

the entire accounting periods John Parker daily received 24d.
for his own wages and 34. for.the expenses of a horse.

- Except for a few entries in Farley's dnd,Gunthorp;'s
accounts, the entries do not specify where the expenses record-
éa were incurred or when or how paymeﬁts for them were made.

" The payment,.mentioned previously,6 to men who‘accompanied
Edward between Langley and Moorend is an example of an entry
recording where expenses were incurred.

Huﬂtsmen, and presumébl§ also falconers, could :eceive
payments for wages and food allowancgs before or after periods
épent out of court. In Gunthorpe's account, William Archebald
received payment on 1 May 1366 for his wages and food allowances
for 11 -days spent out of courtvbetween {-and 23 April; Ives de

Camera, Nicholas Colman, and Gilbert Veautrer were paid at

Havering on 26 July for the 5 days to be spent out of court
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between 26 and 30 July.
Presumably, expenses.would normally be paid by the

household, but both Farley's and Gunthorpe's Vadia Falconariorum

contain an example of falconers receivihg payments of wages
and food élleances from sheriffs. Farley's account shows
that Thomas de Musgrave, sheriff of Yofk; paid nearly-ilS
for the wages of falconeré and porters and fcr the food allow-
ances of faléons. Gunthorpe's account reveal§ that Geoffrey
Waryn, falconef, receivea wages of 6d. per day out of court
for 124 daysAbetween 30 September 1366 and 31 Januéry 1367,
deducting a 10d. overbayment in the wages paid him on 5 March
1366 by ﬁhe sheriff of Norfolk. .Waryn had been out of court
for 7 days between 27 February and 5 March.

The Vadia Venatorum and the Vadia Falcdnariorum record

&

bthe wages paid huntsmen and falconers and the food allowances

of- dogs and falcons. No information is provided about the
provision of game for the household and little about Edward's
hun£ing activities. However, the tituli do édd to the list of
household servants because many of the lower ranking members

of the huntiné and héwking staff are not mentiond in the Feoda
et Robe. The last three accounts do.npt‘menﬁiOn a master
.hunter or other high ranking hunters, but since dogs were still
attached to the household such hunters presumably éxisted.

They may have been attacﬁed to the chamber where they would

have been in personal contact with the king.

¥
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lSee p. 169.
. ‘ Ly

2 . : e

The following figures represent the named hunters-

and, falconers who received wages and who are not described

as non-household servants. The figures in the brackets

represent the number who are not listed in the Feoda et Robe.

Farley - 19 (9) and 45 (26); Gunthorpe - 55 (48) and 34 (7);

Ypres - 12 (11) and 34 (20); Wakefield (year 1) - 14 (13) and

25 (17); Wakefield (year 2) - 20 (16) and .29 (19); and Beverley -

17 (17) and 43 . (28). \

\

3Farley's.account\has a combined expenditure of £863
16s.6 1/4d. Of this sum, £268 7s.3d. was spent on hunting,
£589 4s.2 1/4d. on hawking, and £6 5s.1d. is unallocable.
The amounts spent on hunting and hawking in the other accounts
are: Gunthorpe - £100 7s. 1/2&. and £245 8s.5d.; Ypres - £40
1s.8 1/4d. and £128 7s. 1/2d.; Wakefield (year 1) - £60 18s.8
1/2d. and £187 8s.2 1/2d.; Wakefield (year 2) - £46 19 1/44.
and £222 17s.1 1/2d.; and Beverley - £23.19s.7 1/4d. and
£181 1l6s.2 1/24.

4It is possihle that huntsmen were stationed out of
court and so received their emoluments from local sources,
but by the fourteenth century they held their positions by
appointment, not through sergeantries (John H. Round, The King's
Serjeantries and Officers of State With Their Coronation _
Services (1911l: reprint, New York, Barnes and Noble, 1970), p.
289, and Nellie Neilson, "The Forests", The English Government
at Work, 1327-1336: Volume I - Central and Prerogative Admini-
stration, James F. Willard and William A. Morris, eds.
(Cambridge, Mass., Mediaeval Academy of America, 1940), p. 435.

j >
5The‘damages caused by dogs when out of court are
mentioned on p. 194.

6See abové; p. 218.
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CHAPTER XIII

* VADIA GUERRE

A

Only Farley's a: 1 the first year of Wakefield's

accounts contain tituli entitled vVadia Guerre (Wages of War).

The Vadia Guerre records the details of war wages a@d,‘in

Farley's account, other war expenses incurred. Actual

.payment is found-in the Recepta Scaccarii. Years. could pass

',before a person received all that was owing to him.

Wakefield's vadia Guerre .contains only one entr§,
Hugh Fastolf and his brother John, who do not appear in the

Feoda et Robe, received wages for themselves and unnamed men

for liwing aboard one of the king's large ships during its
voyage from Great Yarmouth to the Thames, a task which occupied
39 days between 28 October and 5 December 1371. The two
brothers received wages for themselves and for 22 men-at-arms
at 12d. each, for 16 hobelars at- 8d. each, and for 38 archers
at 6d. each, and, deducting Qages for men absent at one time

or another, were paid £97 12s.4d. A marginal entry notes that -

the payment was authorized by a writ of the privy seal dated

14 December 1371. The Recépta Scaccarii states that the trip

was between Kirkelerod' and London, not Great Yarmoutﬁ'and

the Thames,ahd that payment was made “in two installments, on
27 October 1371 and 12 February 1372.2 Presumably the first

was an advance, the second the remaining money - ing to the

226



Fastolfs.

The Vadia Guerre of Farley'; ¢ count covers some

.35 folios and has a total exspenditu. of £133,820 16s.6 1/25;
The titulus records the war wages paid during the Rheims
campaign of 1359-60. Recipients~jnclude"warriors from both.
England and the empire who indentedoor contraéted3.to sérve
with retinues of soldiers, as @ell as a few English archers
and Edward's household servants. Only those receiving wages
directly from Edward are named; ﬁembers of retigues ére
unidentified. The.entries record the particuldrs of the daily
wages an@ the.periods offservice for the leaders of the
indentured'troops, és well as the number of men in their

retinues, and their ranks, periods of service, and daily wages.

The Vadia Guerre also records the'payments of rewards or regards

- (rewardi) to nobles én€ members of their ;etinues, payments of -
compensation for horées lost, and payments for transporting
horses to andkfrom Calais.

Payments to named individuals aré rectrded in descending
order of rank, commencing with EdWafd,‘prince of Wales, and
enging with the archers. -Only the mo;t imporggni warriors

Y " ’
received payments in all the Categoiies mentioned above. For
example, Edward, prince of Wales, received a total of £24,405
7s.3 1/2d. Of this sum, £16,557 9s. was for wages for himself
and for 7 bannerets, 136 knights,.443'esquires, aﬁd 900 archers

for the 273 days between 2 September 1359 and 31 May 1360. For -

his reward and that éf his men-at-arms, he received £3,913
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19 1/24d. Compensation fo; the loss of 395 hqgses dméunted'
to £3,355 6s.8d. The prince récciyed :277 3s.4d. for the
passage of 1369 horses to Calais and £352 - sd. for the
fcpassage éf 21%} hor;cs to Englqnéi Henry Percy, banheret,

~ .
received ,wages for Himself and for 12 knights, 57 esuuires,
and 70 archers, as well as yaymen£s of rewards, of restitution
of horses lost, and of transportation to'and from Qalais.
Among the lower ranked individuals, John Bluét,\king's
sergeant-at-arms, received wdges for himself and an archer,
and payments fo6r losé borse and for the transport of ho;ses/

<«

to England. Tho de Hampton,. king's minstrel, receivec wages

only for himself.

A total of 584 .men are na@ed in the vadia Guerre,-

of whom almost half are alss—ﬁgﬁéd in the Feoda et Robe. One-

ul

gquarter were warriors from the empire and the remainder

Englishmen.

"The English warriors némed include Edwafd S sons,
Edward, prlnce of Wa}es, Llonel, earl of Ulster, and John,
earl of Richmond, aén;ell as Hengy of Grosmont, duke of
Lancaster, William de Bohun, earl ¢% Northampton, Roger de
Mortimer, earl of Maréh, Thomas Beauchamp, earl of w;rwick,
Robert de Uffard, eérl of“Sukfolk, Ralph de'St?fford, earl of
Stafford, William de Mbntague, earl of Salisbury, énd Richard
fitz Alan, earl of Afundel. Lesser English warrior include .

Walter de Manny and John Chandos. Nobles from the Empire

" R . 4 . -
include the margrave of Melssen and the count of Nido.
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A total of 284\Qen are named in both the Vadia Guerre”

°

and 'the Feoda et Robe. The latter re--rds 592 names.5 Some,
such as bannerets and knights, were temporary additions to

the household staff, but most were ordinary houeehold servants.

Among the householdAservantS named in the Vadia Guerre are the
keeper, steward,.controller; and cofferer, as well as the
keeper of the privy seal and various clerks of the offices

and privy seal.  Also named are 2 physicians and 2 surgeons,

. r
14 minstrels, 11 hunters, and 13 falconers. Only one domestic

office is mentioned in the Vadia Guerre: eight named yeomen of
the poultry received war wages. None of these appear in the

Feoda et Robe and'the office of the poultry does not figure in

the Hosgicium expenses, as 1t does 1in the other accounts.
Although the army was accompanied by an enormous
baggage train to carry all its needs for a winter campaign,
none .of the hbusehold carters, palfreymen, or sumptermen are
named as'reeeiving war wages.' Most of.-tire~@rchers and king's
meseengers, temporary military additions to the household

staff, also do not appear by name in the Vadia Guerre. The

s:meé 1s true of many,of,the hunters and falconers found in the

vad:i. ‘alconarlorum. Perhaps these men remained in England to

carry on their dutlesr-as is the case w1th John EllS, hunter,
who received ordinary wac =S between 5 November 1359 and 27 -
September 1360. However, ogdinary wages'are reeorded only for
hunters and falconers during the campaigning period. The

Hospicium expenses do not record wages until 30 June 1360, after
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the campaign was over. It seems unlikely that household

servants not appearing in the Vadia Guerre were dismissed for

the duration of the campaign, because they received robes and
footweaf for that precise period, while an entry in the Eéﬂi
suggests that these servants accompanied Edward on the continent.
A Nicholas Fauconer, falconer, who received winter and summer
robes for 1359-60, was granted a gift of £10 on 12 Jﬁpuary

: N
1360 in paymeg}/6¥\ 1s ransom, because he had beenvcaptured

by the French No Nicholas Fauconer appears in the vVadia

Guerre, but the Vadia Falconariorum reveals that two men of

the same name each received wages until 24 December 13 . If

most of the household servants not named in the Vadia Guerre

did_accompany Edward, it is‘not certain how they we. ' paid
their wages. It seems unlikely that they should have received
none. They might have formed part of<Edward's personal retinue,
except that none is 1isted._ Possibly/they formed parts of the |
retinueé of others, especially of.ﬁhe more iﬁportant}household
servants. | |

The daily rates of war wades paid in Farley's account
are listed .in Table V. However, ﬁoﬁ all personé named in the
titulusvéersonally received wages. ‘Fér example, Edward's son
Edmund of Langley,_a minor, did not himself receive wages,

but was paid:- for the wagés and expenses of a retinue which he

supplied.

In a number of instances wages of double the standard

rate were paid. During the campaign, Thomas Beauchamp, earl ‘-
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TABLE V

DAILY RATES OF WAR WAGES IN FARLEY'S ACCOUNT

Prince of Wales . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. -« - . 20s.
Duke, margrave . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. .. 13s.44d.
Earl, count T 6s.8d.

Banneret, keeper of wardrobe or privy seal, steward
. 0of household . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 4s.

Knight, controller or cofferer of wardrobe, clerk of
offices, physician, standard bearer . . . . . . 2s.

*
Esquire, tlerk, surgeon, constable, sergeant of
offices, sergeant-at-arms, herald of arms,
falconer, minstrel, master minder or carpenter . - 124.

Household archer . . . . . . . . o o o v . . .. | 8d.

Yeoman of chamber or offices, yeoman falconer or

hunter, yeoman (carpenter, miner, mason), archer
physician,* chaplain,* standard- bearer,* mounted
archer, messenger . . . . . . . . e ..., 6d.
Vintenar,* crier®* . . . . . . e o w e e owee 4d.
Groom, porter . . . . . . . . . o 000w e e e 3d.
Groom, Welsh footman* . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . : 24.
* . . v
. These were members of Welsh contingents .(see
p. 234). The vintenar (vintenarius) was the commander of

of twenty soldiers (see vintena in Latham, Word-List, p. 513).

Y
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of Warwick, received the normal wages for himself and his
retinue, but from 25 May to 29 September 1360 he was the king's
lieutenant in Normandy and he and his (smaller) retinue~were
paid double wéges.7 Presumably, the earl received double .wages
because of the status of the office assumed, while the double
wages for his retinue may have been to attract men. Three
sergeants—aﬁ—arms and one sergeant recéived double wages

because they were the king's standard-bearers (causa vexilli

Regis). For instance, Richard Cortenhale, sergeant-at-arms,
received 12d. per day.from 10 to 29 September 1359, but from
30 September to 2 June 1360 he received 2s. daily as the king's
standard-bearer.

Paymentvof war wages in most casés comménced before
the ﬁominal beginning of the account on 3 November 1359. This
is due to the fact that quardAﬁad originally hoped to set out
“in August. Thus, some_men'began receiving wages in June,
a;though wages starting in August or September ;re more usual.

Warriors received full wages from the time they commenced

service. Many household servants named in the Vadia Guerre

(excluding bannerets and knights) received two rates of wageS'v
and were}paidwthe one iisted in Table V only from.30.September
1359. Prior to this they received lesser wages. Thus, up to
29 September the keeper Qas paid daily wages of 2s., the
cofferer and qlerks-of the offices 16 1/2d., other clerks 4‘
1/2d. or 94., esquires or men of eqUalvrank 4 1/24. or 7 1/24.,

and yeomen 3d. Thus, the administrative and domestic household
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staff did not begin to receive full war wages until actual
military activities had begun when the duke of Lancaster
.apbafently set 6ut for Calais. He landed there on or about
1 October and raided french territory. Prior to this they may
have still been receiving regular household wages. Neverthe-
less, while many household servants received tw0 rates of wages,
members of retinues were paid full war wages for the entire
period.of the leaders’ sérviges. |

War time and peace time wages can be compared for
hunters and falconers éince the détails of their regular wages
afé recorded in the account. ‘Only 7 men are common to the

Vadia Guerre and the Vadia Falconariorum. Three ésquire‘

falcoﬁers ‘and one esquire hunter réceived 12d. per day for both
types of wage.' Thiee yeomen hunters received 6d. daily for |
war wages, but only ohe was paid similar regular wages. .The
.other two were paid'4d. per day.

.Farley's account reveals that on 30 Septeﬁber 1359,
the day on thch most héusehold servants began to receive normal
war Wages, and presumably ﬁhe day on which actual hostilities
were rgckoned to have begun, approxiﬁatelY'10,900 men were
receiving war wages. Moét of the EngliShﬂforces were retéined
iintil the end of the campaign, but the majority of the
mercenaries from the empire were dismissed soon after Edward
landed in Calais on 28 October. f%e Dona reveals'that_such
warriérs were not sent home empty handed,:but obviously the

force collected at Calais was too large for a winter campaign;

-
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Du}ing the winter contingents of‘English archers and others
,*Y;ere also dismissed. For example, John de Kyngeston provided
100 archérs who received wages until 4 December 1359. Oweyn.
de Charleton9 provided a retinue of Welshmen consisting of
10 constables, 10 chaplains, 10 doctors, 10 standard-bearers,
and 10 criers, 50 vintenars, and 920 fooﬁmen from 23 September
.to 9 November 1359. The fdrce was more than halved on the
latter date and this smaller contingent was dismissed on
27 January 1360. Stephen atte Merssh, smith, feceived wages

for 24 yeomen smiths until 9 November 1359, but only for 17

after thiS'date._wAlthough the vadia Guerre reveals that in
February and March of iBGOAnew mercenaries were hired, only
about 7,SOd men were recelving war wageé on 8 May 1360, thé'
‘date of the signing of the Treaty of Erétighy. o

‘ English soldiers continued to receive war Wages until °

§

they returned to England. Wages generally ceased by the end
of May, although a few were paid into early June.lO Oniy a
handful of men récei?ed‘wagés for periods after this. The
éarl of Warwick, Edward's lieutenant in Normandy, received
wages.uniil 29 September 1360. Several of Edward's guides in
France ;eceived wages into July. For example, Willigm
Rascaille reéeived 12d. per day from 4»No§ember 1359 to 26

July 1360. Perhaps the guides served the earl of Warwick after

the end of the campaign.
Excluding household servants, few men bé ow the rank

of esquire are named in the titulus. The exceptifkns are those
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archers who were not ‘members of retinues. For example, three
)
archers‘of Rogér de Mortimer, earl of March, received a daily
wage_gg 6d. from 28 February to 28 May 1360. The earl died
on 29 February.ll Nevertgeless, almost two-fifths of his
retinue continued to receive wages in his name until 6 May;
Members of retinues, exccpt those of continental
mercenaries_whiéh included no'one lower in rank than eséﬁire,
;ankéd from bannerets to Welsh footmen. The composition and
size of any retinue obviously depended upon the rank of the
leader. The priﬁce of Wales had bannerets, knights, esquires,
and archers in his ‘retinue; John Sturmy, a sergeant of the
offices, had one archer in his employ. Men-receiving 6d. per
day or les had no retinues. Although there appears to be no-
definite formula governing the size of‘retinues.,12 for high
ranking English nobles and tﬁe‘chief héusehold officers,-tﬁé
number of men—ét—arms (including the leader, énd bannerets,
"knights, and esquirés, if any5 was more or less equal to the’
number of archers. for example, John bf Gaunt,'earl of -
Richmond, provided 200 men-at-arms (including himself) and 200
archers. Edward le Despenser, banneret,‘received wages for
60 men-at-arms and 60 archers, while John #e Foxle, knight,
received wages for 2 men-at-arms and 2 archers. Neériy‘all
those household>Servants who received daily wages of 12d. aiéd

received wages for one archer.

In addition to wages, the Vadia Guerre records payments

., 13 .
for rewards or regards (rewardi), ~°compensation for horses
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* lost, and the transport of horses to énd from Calais. None
of the continental mercenaries received any of these payments.
Rewards were granted to the leaders of English retinues,
both for themselvés andbfor their men—at¥arms. Leaders givenA
rewards ranked, with one exception,_as‘knights or above. 1In
reality, few knights received rewards, but most bannerets
and all the high ranking Engiish nobies did. .Members of
retinues granted rewards ranked as esquires o; above. Thé
normal rate ofbthe reward was approximately 5 3/4d. per day,14
although the rate in the accounts varies, probably depending
upon the method used to calculété the reward. For example,
the earl of Suffolk féceived a.reward1of £386 15s.104d. fo£1
himself, 19 knights, and 40 esquires fo; the 265 days between
10 September 1359 and 31 May 1360. This reward amounts %o
approximately éd. per man per'day.il&hmuﬁ of Langley receivéd
£131 6s.3 3/4d. as a reward for his 21 men-at-arms for the
261 days betwéen 13 September 1359 and 30 May 1360. This
amounts to a reward of 5 3/4d..per man per day. Edmund Rose,lS
‘'who ranked béiow a knight, was granted a total reward of £43
18s.11 3/4d., at about 5 3/4d; per day, for himself and 6
Vcompahions for the 271 days between 4 September and 31 May,
deducting 30s. because one man-at-arms was absent for 60 days.
In one case alone 1is it stated why rewards'weré paid. Two
esguires of lord William de Clee,,the'cdntroller of ‘the house- "’

hold, received £12 6s.3 1/2d. "for keeping watch about the king's

person” for 257 days between 21 September 1359 and 3 June 1360.
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Persons entering Edward's military service had their
horses appraised fore embarking; Edward was obliged to pay
that value in cofipensation should tAe horse be lost in his
sefvice.16 Such payments occur in the present titulus,
although most horses are‘not described. 1In one case only is
a hofse said fo have died (mortuus); the other horses had been
lost (perditus). If a dis£inction was being made, it is nbt a
clear one. Household servants who received daily wagés of 6d.
or less also did not receive compensation. Since nearly all
received payment for the tranqurt of one horse from Calais
to England (but did not bring horses to France), and Since it
is inconceivable that not one of these men lost a horse, it 1is
likely that they did not have horses of their own but were
riding or. looking after the king's horses. | '

The third type of payment received by‘named individuals
was the cost of transporting horses between England and Calais
at the beginning and at the end of the campaign. The cost of
_this transport was reckoned at a rafe of 3s.4d. per horse.17
Payments for the passage of horses to the continent seem to
have been made onlyﬁto the higﬁer ranking members of Edward's
fdrce,—but payments'for-the return passage of horses to England
were made to all ranks of;thé English contingent, although not
everyone received such payments. Why these distinctions were

N

made, the Vadia Guerre does not reveal. . : .

There seems to have been no limit as to the number of

horses a man could bring to and from England. However, most
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of the nobles returned to England with more horses than they
brought718 For examp%e, the earl of Richmond was paid for
the passage of 741 horses and for the repassage of 792 horses.
In addition, he lost 62 horses for wﬁich he.receivea ;ompensa—
tion. The reason for the differences is not stated, although
it is possibleé that the hofses had been seized or bought during
fhe campaign. 'Neither Edmund of Langley nor the duke of |
Lancaster reéeived payment for transporting hérses to Calais,
yet they were paid for transpérting 145 and 1,611 horses
respectively to England. Both were also paid for horses loét.\
Presumably, either these horses were obtained in Calais of'
the cosﬁs'of transportation to Calais were not paid by the
king. Finally, the earl of Warwick provides an example of
a noble who brought more horses to Calais (398) than he‘took
from Calais (193). .He also lost 20 horses. Whafvhappened to

the remaining horses is not revealed.

In Wakefield's account, the Vadia Guerre records

payment of wages to Hugh and John Fastolf and others for
guarding one of the king's shins between Great Yarmouth and
the Thames. Payments in Farley's account were made, for the

most part, to actual participants in the campaign of 1359-60.

Not onlx were wagés paid, but the Vadia Guerre also»recofds
paymepts of ref;:ds,-compengation for horses lost, and trans-
port of:horsés to and from Ca;ais. Members of Edward's forces‘
included English nobles, continental warriors, énd Edward's

household servants. These forces totalled about 10,900 on 30
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Séptember.l359, the day on which the duke of Lancaster pre-
sumably embarked for Calais to commence hostilities, and about
7,500 on 8 May 1360, when the Treaty of Brétigny)was signed.
Although the househbla's involvement iy national and
-inéernational affairs waé virtually nonexistent during'the

last few decades of Edward's reign, the Vadia Guerre of

Farlej's account indicates that the household could be used
when necessary. Normally, war expenses had no part in a
wardrobe book, a book which dealt only with the domestic

- expenses of the king's household. However, in case of need

the Eing could, and did, use the clefical skills of his house-
hold staff for other purposes. The clerks of the king's
household, who naturally accompanied Edward as pPast of his
household, were made responsible for paying and recording
expenses inéQ??Ea”auring the campaign. The wardrobe acted only
as a aisbursiﬁg agent for the exchequer,; it did not pay these 9)/
expehseskout of any right, The wardrobe was there, i;s staff
was skilled, and.it was responsible to the exchequer. It

8

would have been superfluous?for the exchequer to send its own-
staff to handle these payments. When the wardrobe presented
its account for these war expenses, they were made part of its

normal -2unt, the wardrobe book.
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There are, however, several errors. Thus, the earl of Richmond
returned with 792 horses; the earl of Warwick sent 398 horses
to Calais and returned with 193; and Walter Manny sent 104.




: ! CHAPTER XIV

VADIA PACIS

[ \

A Somewhatvpuzzling g}ggigéj the Vadia Pacis (Wages of
Peace), occurs only in Farlgy's account. It records the
details of wages of peace totalling 431 9 1/4d. earned by
“79 men‘.l Precisely what was meant by the term wages of peace
is never explained, nor 1is it stated thow such wages differed
from ordinary.or war wages.

The first entry 1in the titulu52 1s the only one to
state_what.Serviées were pgrformed'for these wages. John
Crook, Leo de Perton, Robert de‘Hampton, an? 20 unnamed
companions, all esquires of the houséhold,jfeach received
daily wages of peace'of 12d. for 298 days_witﬁin Farley's
éccounting ée:iod‘for staying and guardingxggé king of France
during his passage froﬁ England to Calais. The 29 days mustv
have fallen betweéﬁ 31 May and 10.July 1360, since the'thféé
named esqulires were réceiving‘war wages until 31 May and'the\
king arri;ed in Calais on 10 July:4 The daily war wages of
‘an esquire were the same as the wages of peace recorded in
this entry.

The rest of the titulus is concerned with tﬁe wages of
peace paid to 56 ;ahed men for definite periods of time falling
between 20 September 1359 and 6 May-l36}, the earliest and

latest dates for which this type of wage is recorded. The men
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&

include, in the jencral order they appear in the titulus, 12

minstrels, 3 ycoifgn of the chamber (one of whom was attended

by a named groom), one yeoman of the offices, 2 sergeants-at-

YIImS, one surgeon, onc esquire, 2 clerks of the privy seal,
v/ ’

32 archers, plus one man whose position is not given.
The dailly wages of peace for these 56 individuals

ranged from 12d. to 3d. The esquire, the clerks of the privy

seal, and most of the minstrels received 7 1/2d. per day, a

-~

rate less than(ihat allowed for war wages,5 but equal to the

wages men of thdse ranks receivod prior to the beginning of
the campaign.6 Two minstrels received 6 1/24. per day,

although one of these was paid only 4 1/2d. for part of the

i .

period he‘ﬁés paid wages. The yeomen, most of the archers,
and the man whose position is .not given received 6d.pe; day.
For the‘yeomeﬁ énd the archers this rate was the. same as
that for their daily-warudages. Two archers and the groom
~reéeived 3d; per day. b ’

Excluding the, esquires of the first entry, most men
commenceg their wages of peace at the end of the campaigning
period; many went directly from war wages to wages of peace.

Only 5 mer., including the 2 sergeants-at-arms, the esquire,

and one of the clerks of the privy seal, were receiving wages

of peace on 8 May ! 50 e day of the signing of the Treaty>f
of Brétigny. 17‘01:q Thomas de Staple, sergeant-at-arms,
was r~aid wages of ~om 25 ° _  <ber 1359, the earliest

date such wages were paid, to . - ar 1360, while William
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de Dighton, clerk of the privy séal, received war wages until
11 January 1360 and wages of peace from 12 January to 24

)

December. A total of 53 men were recefving wages of peace on
1l June. For examplei Richard de Armis, yeoman of the chamber,
received war wages until 18 May 1360 and wages of peace for
himself and his groom from 19 May to 1 November. Elie le
Pipere, minstrel, who had not received war wages, was paid
Qages of peace from 19 May to 12 Deceﬁber 1360. Of the 3 men
“who commenced wages @f peace after 1 Juhe, one was Master
Richagd de Wy, surgegn, who was paid war wages'until 2 June
and wages of peaée érom 3 June 1360 until 26 March 1361.

In several instanées, war Qages and wages of peace
overlapped. Repger Fromard and Peter RooOs, minst;els, fo;
example, were paid war wages to 2 June but begén,their:wages
of peace on 19 May. It seems unlikely that they were inten-
tionally paidzgwo sets of wages for His perioé, but since
neilther was charged.wiﬁh prests, the overpayments were apparent
-ly not discovered. B .

Men began to be paid off by 7 November 1360, the
nomiﬁal end of the accounting period. On that date, 54 men
were receiving wages of peace. Three men, including one.of
the sergeants;at—arms and the esquire, ceased their wages before
12 Decemﬁer, the last day on which the 12 minstfels received
wages. The wages of 6 men, includihg the other sergeant-at-
arms;fand the clerks of the privy seal, stopped on 24 December.

After thatvdate, 33 men, of whom 29 were archers, were receiv-

ing wages of peace.v The wages of the archers stopped on 12
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“February 1361. The surgeon was one of the 4 remaining men

receiving wages of peace. The last payment of wages‘of peace
was made to William de Naples, a yeoman of the chamber, who
was paild for a period ending on 6 May 1361.

The 23 esquires who guarded king John on his trip from

"England to Calais, and presumably for some time beforg and

after, obviously formed a military escort. Why their wages,
which were the same value as their war wages would have béen,
were called wages of peace éannot be determined.

It is difficult‘to explain why a miscellaneous collec-
tion of people, ranging from a éﬁrgeon to minstrels to archers,
would have received wages of peace. Nothing suggests that
they atténded king John other than the fact that thé entries
recording r wages of peace follow the entry recording the
wages of the _3 esquires who did. The group comPOSed by these
misqellaneous men might have formed a company to guard, serve,
and, in the case of the minstfels, amuse'king John, except
that nearly all continued to recéive wages long éfter he had
been releasedvon 25 October 1360.

One possible explanation for the term wageé of peace
can be suggested. The term may have been devised by Farlgy
to describe the war wages paid to a military contingent (the
23 e;quires),after the hoétilities had ended. With a few

exceptions, the Vadia Guerre records war wages only until the

beginning of June 1360.7' To this entry was added the wages.

of a number of men who, for some unexplained reason, began or
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continued to receive war wages after the military éampaign
had ended. For some the wages of peace were equal to regular
war wages, but fér others they were equal only to the lesser
rates of war wage; paid some hoﬁsehold servants béfore the
campaign actually commenced. Presumably men receiving wages
of peace were engaged in some military activity; those few
paid wages of peace during the campaigning peribd must not

have been actual participants in the campaign. .



FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER X1V

lActual payment occurs in the Recepta Scaccarii (see
pp. 19, 33). ‘ : ‘

2 . . .
Entries are entered neither in the order of rates
of wages nor according to when men commenced or ceased receiving
- them. '

3However, Perton is called sergeant of the pantry in
the Recepta Forinseca.

4However, see pp. 78, 89 n. 2Q.

5See Table Vv, p. 231.

®see pp. 232-33.

7See p. 234.
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CHAPTER XV

g PRESTITA ET REMANENCIA

’

The final tituli of expenses in the accounts are the

Prestita (Prests) and Remanencia (Remainder). Gunthorpe and

Ypres combine these expenses under the one heading Prestita et

Remanencié.
‘Prests, or imprests, cbuld be sums advanced to a_pérson,

either because the méney would become due to him or because
it would permit him to perform some task, or prestsicould be
sums owed to the wardrobe.2 The recipient or debtor would.
have toAaccount to the wardrobe for suéh éums at a futufe date.
Theréfore,‘ﬁ%ests in the Prestita were debts owéd the house-
hold at the end of the accounting period. These debts
constitute payments for which the household had n¢£ reCeived; d‘
satisfaction, either in services or kind. \

| The remainder is the value of wine, victuals, and

other stores remaining in the possession of the king's butler

and the heads of the household departments at the end of the

accounting period; The Remanencia was an expense3 because the
victuals and stores had been paid for by the household, but,
because they had not been consumedq their costs‘could not be
recorded ih the Hospicium expenses which included oniy the value-
of victuals and stores agtually used. Neither Farley nor‘

-

Beverley contain any remainder because both were terminal
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accounts; that is, the household organizations of both keepers

were dissolved.
Although there are no successive wardrobe books, a
study of” the series of enrolled accounts reveals that certain

items in the Prestita et Remanencia of one account became part

of the Recepta Forinseca of the next account.. With the excep-
tﬂmlof terminal accounts, the remainder of one accoun£ always
" became part of the foreign'receipt of the next one. This is
not surprising: the remainder consisted of féodstuffs and goods
purchased by, and stored in, the héusehold.

-,

Some prests,  such as thése for money in the butlér's
possession, for war wages, or for“advances to ho‘Fehold;
officials for purveyances, appear in the foreign receipt.4
This is somewhat confusing. |

During the reign of Edward IT and the early years of
Edward III; a wardrbbe_keépér at the end of his keepership
made a list of>présts outstanding,‘and submitted this—list
witﬁ hisbaccount to tﬁg'exéhequer.s As was the case with
-debts owed by the household at the end of a keepership, the
excheqﬁer assumed the resppnsibility for cdllect g the amounts
owed whichlthe-prests {Egresented. If this practice was still
being'fol;owed in the accounts under study, there shouid be no

prests among the-household's receipts. However, all accounts

have prests in the Recepta-Forinseca.

No marginal entries in the wardrobe books state that

persons charged with prests settled with the exchequer for them.
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The exchequer enrolled accounts show that many did.6 If a

prest is recorded in the Recepta Forinseca of any account, it

is possible that the debtor discharged his debt at the house-
hold rather than at the exchequer. The keeper would have to
account for the money, and recorded the receipt in his

Recepta Forinseca. \

The Remanencia expenses will be discussed first. The

types of stores which formed the remainder and the offices in
which they were found have been mentioned in the chapter on the

Recepta Forinseca.7 The remainder in the accounts of Gunthorpe,

Ypres, and Wakefield make up ‘some three-fifths of the total
‘value of the prests and remainder. Thetéinglé largest element
" 0of the remainder is the value of the wine in the butler's
possession. This amounts to about‘£755,1£630,and £i,980 in
the accounfg Qf Gunthorpe, Ypres,¢and wWakefield respeqtively.
Most of‘the remainder in the household offices is found in the
four offices of the sbicery, the kitchen (larder in Wakefield's
acéount), the hail and chamber, and the m;réhalSea (avenery in
Gunthorpe's account). Oflthese four offices the first two
have the largest remainder. In the accounts of Gunthorpe,
Ypres, and Wakefield, the respective stores'in the spicery
amount to about £925, £570, and £450, and in the kitchen to
about £590, £575, and £130. The stores in the hall and
chamber and the marshalsea generally ranged between £100 and

£200. The value of the remaiﬁder in the other offices is

normally less than 210, &1though7thét of the poultry in
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‘Gunthorpe's account is almost £95.

Prests are found in the Prestita of all five accounts.
They total almost £6,900 in Farley's account, a large sum
probably due to the war; In the 6thér accounts, the value
ranges from soﬁe £1,325 in Beverley's to about £1,700 in
Ypres'. Household officials were charged with prests for
either stofes or money remaining in their offices at the end
of the accounting period. Prests for stores represent the
value of the commodities provided by an official but forA
.~which he had not preéented an account. For example, in Farley's
account, John de Newbury, clerk of the great wardrobe, was
charged with a presF of £536 8s. 3/4d4. for things remaihing in
his office, while John de Stodey, butler, was charged with a
prest of £340 10s.2d. fof wine remaininé in his possession:

Prests could also be for the value of goods recei?ed
by a non—~household royalefficial from the king's butler or
the household, stores for whicﬁ the recipient had not accounted.
In Farley's account, almost a fhird of the total value of
prests resulted from wines received by such officials from
John de Stodey} king's butler. Thus, Roger de Bromly, keeper
of the victuals in Honf;eur, John de Middleton, keeper of the
victuals in Calais, and Richard Charles, Philippa's‘butler,g'
were charged with prests totalling some £2,800. In Wakefield's
account, William de Rednesse, keeper of the victuals in Calais,
was charged with a prest of almost £1,090 for thé victuals and

wine received from the household and the king's butler. This
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amounts to well over hal§ of Wakefield's total prests.

Prests could:also represent shdrt deliveries; that 1is,
the wardrobe had paidimore'money to an officials's account
than the value of victuals provided or services performed and’
was charged with a preét for the difference. For example,

in.Wakefield's account Adam de Hull, purveyor of the household,

was charged with a prest for the £66 13s.4d. remaining in

his possession out of the £492 provis for the purveyance

- .
ot

- NN o 4
of salmon. The same account relords¥ fharg@d against
g > .

a non-household servant. Jéﬁhiﬁ i . %iﬁer,\yas charged
with a prest for the £lj féhainiﬁéwfromjépé £60.Be geéeived

for cider for the king's sea voyage. In BeVerley's account,
John de Sléaford, cierk of the great wardrobe, was éhérved with
a prest of £300, the money provided him on 28 June and 1 July
1377 to buy black cloth for Edward's funeral.9 Wakefield

records an advance given so that a servant could perform a

task. The Recepta Scaccarii shows.that on 1 January 1373

Richard Penycombe, yeoman, received £6‘135.4d.>against his
expenses in going to Flaﬁders to buy horses. The sum was
charged as a prest agaihst Penycombe.

Gunthorpe, Ypres, and Bev;rley show that the butler’
was charged with money remaining in his qffice.’ This £ype is
the only bne in Gunthorpe's account. They range in ralue
ffom some £l,525,_alﬁos? the entire value of prests in Ypreé'

account, to Only'SQdO-in Beverley's, undoubtedly because this

was a terminal account. These prests generally became part of

“
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the foreign receipt of the next account. For example, the
money in the possession of the butler in Gunthorpe's account
is shown in the exchequer enrollment to have been part of
foreign receipt of his missing next accountlO (1 Fégfuary 1367
to 12 February 1368). : .

At their accounting with the wardrobe some persons
Qere found in arrears, and the sums owed the wérdrobe were
S\\\ charged against them asﬁprests. For examéle,)Ypres Shows that
xJohn Legge, pufveyor,Aowed £25 15d. and John Watford, yeoman
of the larder, 67s. 1/2d. Many arrears deal with money.obtained
from the third»p'ennyll for the purchase of oxen ana lamb for
grea£ kitchen. One purveyor appears in several accounts.
Johr de Conyngesby, sergeant, owed £47 125.6d; iﬁ Ypres' account,
while in Wakefield's he was unable to account for £493 6s.8d.
out of the £1,298 ioSzld. he'had‘received.lz
Beverley's account contains another sort of arrears.
Charged as prests against Geoffrey Newton, butler, are the
values of wine issues disallowed at the exchequer audit. The

Necessaria reveals that three casks of Gascon wine valued at

£17 17s. 6d. were burned with the galleys in Weymouth,13 and
the Dona shows that the butler issued wine valued at nearly
£88 to various persons, including the king'§ son Thomas of
Woodstock, earl of Cambridge,‘his daughter Isabélla, countess
‘of Bedford, and his mistress Alice Perrers.14 These expendi-
tures Qere disallowed, but the onus of éccounting for them was

assumed by Newton, not Beverley, because they were charged as
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prests against the butler.

The same acéount shows that some prests were disallowed
because the warrants for the original disbursements were
defective. Whe then became responsible }or the expenses is
not stated. Disallowed were three prests, totalling some £26,
for 20,000vbiilets of firewood stored in Porchester Cagtle, -
360 quarters of charcoal "for the king's voyage across the

sea"15 stored in the house next to the same castle, and for

200 quarters of charcoal purchased Eor the same voygge remain-
ing at Shotléx near Orwell.

Wakefield's account contains two prests, totalling £71,
charged égainst Thomas‘de Orgrave whiéh,weré crosséd out because
it waé found that both of the prests were for sums allowed to |
Orgrave in the Dona of the first year of the account. The two
. prests apparently were entered because Orgrave's'namelwa;
omitted in the Dona. In the first Dona entry, Orgrave
(unnamed) recéived money for the wages of men-at-~arms and
archers living on ships at Southampton awaiting the arrival of
the king of Navarre; the second reveals that Orgrave (unnamed) .
received money for~the butier and hunter of the duke of ]
. Guelders who presehfed‘Edward wiﬁh Rhenish wine on the duke's
benalf.'®

Money that actually had not been received ﬁight be

listed in the Recepta Forinseca as receipts. In such cases,

the amount was cﬂarged as a prest against the person who should

(LS

)

Tl

have given it to the household but'hég not done so. Thus, in

A4
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farley's account, the £40 the househoid should have received
from the ransom of the church of Vescy in Rheims by thevhands
of the lord Thomas de Dale17 was ché)ged as a prest against
Dale. 1In Ypres' account, the value of plate lost by six

hot sehold ,officers was listed as a foreign receipt. Only one
man actually made restitution since the value of the missing
plate was charged as prests against the other five. One of
these fivé men, Walter de Wyg! -, sergeant of the pantry, was

charged with a prest of 8s.10 1/2d. for lost plate. In some

cases, money listed »s received in the Recepta Scaccarii alsc.
had not been received by the household. When this was the case,
that sum was charged as a pizst'against the person who had

‘?xecelved the money on the household's behalf. The most
x‘" W

81gnificant example comes from Farley's account. Henry Picard’

received the sum of £2,000 from the exchequer, a sum still

outStanding at his accounting with the wardrobe. 18

Farley s\is the only acogpunt to list prests pertaining
to wages. Ehey aef ,

Farley s prests,-i,
. ,,ypd 2. g .
'.faccounted for their wages with

"‘i“,.v e

the’ warﬁxbbe, but.foreygn‘mercenarles apparently could be

N

.fcharged w1th presgs for advances on wages for which no accounting

. Nad s
'““had been renﬁered lgf Man§¥wages are apparently war wages. 1In

‘. o ,5
o 1nstanqe'do the varlous sums 1nvolved balance. For example,

‘AV

iihe war‘wagesaof Rlchard fitz Alan, earl of Arundel amount - to

£452 123 7d He had received an advance of £661 17s.104. on

PR
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his war wages; 209 4s.1d. remained in-his possession and

was charged against him as a prest. The war wauaes of lord
»

Frederick van Peghwencle, a continental mercenary, totalled

£161 3s. He had received 133 6s.8d. from the exchequer as a

prest against his fees;zo In the Prestita he was charged not
only with a prest for the money he had reccived'from the
exchequer but'also for £30 which he‘had received s a prest
from the keeper.2l Household servants were also charged with
prests for wages. For example, John Elleford was entitled

to robes worth 40s. and war wages totalling 48 lls. Elleford

received £51 16s.6d. from the exchequer, and the difference,

16s.8d., was charged againét him as a prest. A fe : old
members mentioned in Farley's Prestita do not appec  n t:i.2
Vadia Guerfe. "For instance,_hichard Verius, who re -1t robes
and footwear valued ; 14s.8d., was cAaréed with a prest fbr

26s.8d., perhaps a adiance on his regular wages.

Finaily, Farley's and Beverléy’s_accounts_contain some
prests for which little or nor information is given.<'Beverley
~ has one such ekample. Edward's son Thomas was charged with a
prest of £8 13s.4d., money whi;h he héd received on two .
occasions by the hands of his yeoman John Redyng. Farley's

L. v

account cﬁﬁié ns: #everal such pfests.' For example, John de

Morle, thﬁdééj;ﬁoﬁ appeaf elsewhere in the account, was w5
charged'Qith‘é ?gest of 65s. for money remaining his hisf;a

possession.
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The prests and remainder were expenses. Pre s were
debts owed to the wardrobe either bhecause the person had
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much money  or because he could not account for

all “he money received. The remainder was an expense 1n that
14 roenrds the value of unused victuals and other stores rema .

103 iuuthefhuu5uhold at the end of the accounting period. The
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rgmayMdar could not be part of the Huspilcium expenses, ddnce
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that guvtion gives only the x&}ue of victuals and stores
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stually consunad.
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‘n those accounts containing both prests .and remainder,
Lo ' :

=

the valuz of the remaindef isvalways greater than that of

the p;os*s. The mostwvaldaﬁle prests arevthASe_charged against.
ffhe'butfer for money in his possession and thcse charged
against rcyal servants, especially the keepers of the victuals

1. Calais, for the value of victuals and wine received from

the household and the king's butler



FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER XV

1The expenses are: Farley - prests - 76,897 15s.8d.;
Gunthorpe - £4,13" 's.3 1/2d. (prests - '~ o 18s.7 1/24d.;
remainder - £2,65: .s.8d.); Ypres - (3, s.1l 1/4d4d. (prests
- £1,694 2s.4 1/4d.; remainder - £2,300 9s. .u.); Wakefield -

14,518 8s.10d. (prests - £1,680 7d.; remainder - £2,838.8s.3d.);
and Beverley - prests - §£1,325 7s.3d.

, 2 prests see Johnson, "Wardrobe of Edward II", pp.
95-97; Johnson,"Wardrobe of Edward I", p. 54; and Johnson,
"Wardrobe aki\Household", p. 234.

3Tout (Chapters, IV, pp. 164-65 n.2) qucstions the
inclusion of the Remanencia among the expenses.

4See pp.. 42-43.

5 % .
‘ "ohnson, "Wardrobe of EdWard II", pp. 96-97, and
"Wardrobe and Household", p. 234. . !

6See P- 253 and n. 10 below.

7See-pp. 41-42.

8See p. 60. B - N

Iseer p. 111.

\-,A Ay

lOP R.0. E 361 The enrollment of Gunthorpe's
surviving wardrobe book .R.0. E 361/4/10) shows that he.
accour.zed for this sum at the exchequer in 42 Edward III
(25 _-nuary 1368 to "4 January 1369).

llSee p. 149 n. 31.

. 2Conyngesby s position seems to have worsened since
'Gunthorpe s account, when he was forgiven the £276 18s.11d.
he was in arrears, a gift which s, however, disallowed at
the exchequer. audit (see pp. 145-46).
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13See p- l42.

l4See pp. 202, 204 n. 1l6.

5Presumably his unsuccessful attempt to relieve La
Rochelle in 1372.

6See pp. 191, 197.

17See p- 50. ‘ o
IS : ~
~: e 18See p.- 39 n. 36.
‘»}'H. (féﬁw S - .
ﬂa;'\' " 'lgone can only assume that foteign mercenaries ensured
Fe either complete payment of all wages owed them or obtained some

form of recognition of wages outstanding (see p. 61) before
they left Edward's service. If mercenaries had received
advances on wages and left before they had earned the full
value of that advance, the household or exchequer presumably

had no chance of collecting the overpayments.

20See p. 32.

21Mercen‘aries‘seem normally to have been paid by the
keeper of the wardrobe (see pp. 32-33).



CHAPTER XVI

VESSELLAMENTA

The final section included by Farley, Gunthorpe, and
'Ypres is an inventory of valuables, mostly plate, in the
household's possession during the accounting period. The

inventory is entitled Jocalia (Jewelry) in Farigy's.account,
, —_— CURT !

-despite the fact that no jewelry is listed, and Vessellamenta

~recepti de Willelmo de Manton' (Plate Received from William de

_Manton)l in Gunthorpe's. Ypres gives no title. These
inventories recorded the number, type, description, and value
. of the valuables. The value of plate is expressed in terms of

goldsmith's weight (pondus aurifébrie.or librum Jocalium)}, not

in actual monetary value.%a

Generally, the plate listed is of silver, either
'éterling\or gilﬁ, although some plate méde of gold ié also
mgntioned. _The most common types of plate include candelabra
- {although none appear in Farley), spoons, saltcellars, dishes,

platters, plates, ¢hafing dishes, cooking pots, drinking pots,

goblets, ewers, basins, and wash basiné. The acéounts of

“Gunthorpe and Ypre%, which record the names of the depqrtments
in posséssion of pieceéﬂof plate, reveal that, in general,
. Y“_' -\54,’ )
candelabra and spoons_were found in the.pantry; drinking pots -
. . E )_: . .l . E .

and goblets in the bﬁttery;'dishes, platte:s, chafing dishes,

and cooking pots in the scullery; saltggx}ars and dishes in the

260"
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saucery; basins, wash basins, and ewers in the ewery; and
plate;band dishes in the spicery and the apothecary's office.
A large dish and a drinking pot were kept in the almonry.
However, most of the household plate was kept in the buttery,
scullery, and ewery. Apparently, the household kept no more

plate than was required for everyday use, since the Necessaria

inaicates that plate for feasts had to be fetched from London.
In addition to plate in its ordinary forms, Farley

mentions a number of silver bottles or flasks, two goblets of

glass garnished with gola,'and a plate of jasper garnished

with precious stones and pearls. Miscellaneous items éuch as

skewers, ladles, skimmers, a funnel, and a flesh-hook also occur

in various accounts; Farley's listg‘a.brass balance and weights

"for small things".

3

: w0 -
items. Ypres notes that the household had custody®of two

Farley's and Ypres' accounts also refer tdjother valuable
diapered cloths of ‘gold, each with a gold falcon on a red
field, and another two diapered cléths of gold, each with a

[

gold lion on an indigo field. ©No value is given. ;Farley'g
inventory lists three o0ld cloths of rayed kersey valued éfdfﬁ/
and various items in the possession of the deacon of Edward's
chapel. These include twd portable breviaries; two missals,
‘and a service book, all of the Sarum use; a cushion of silk;
two cases, one c0ntaining co:poral cloth ofksilk and the other

coxporal cloth of embroidered samite; an altér cloth; a

portable stone altar; and a sterling &Ylver chalice and censer.

e
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Nqneio these are valued. An osculatdry4 of‘sterling silver
weighed\¢8s. A

The accounts of_Gunthofpe and Ypres contain subhead-
ings“indiéating what plate'was in the household at the
beginﬁing of thc accounting period, what was added during .
'that time, and what department had'possession_bf pieces of
plate. ' All three accounts have marginal”notations indicating
what plate was lost or.otherwise disposed of'dufing the pefiod
of account. Thus, the plate in ﬁhe household at the end of
the agcounting pexiod can readily be détegggned.‘

Platé in the household at t@e‘beginﬂing of the period
of accounf was that plateTin the househo;dfshpossesSion at tth
end of the previous accouﬁting Period;'§¥ﬁg inveﬁté;ies were
based upon previous list; or indentures béﬁween the wararobé

keeper and department heads. For example, Ypres' inventory

has a subheadingdentitled\Vessellamenta de novo facti anno

primo- Brantyngham, which refers to plate newly—made in the

previous aécounting period. Plate in‘the household at the
beginning bf Cuhthorpe's and Ypres' periods of account is
recorded under dgpartmént'headings, according to which office
had custody of pieces of élate. Without actualiy providing
‘any headings; Farley's account seems fo follow the same proF
cedure because various typés of plate, such as basins, wash
basins, and ewers, are generally grouped together.

Following the inventories of plate in the household at

the beginning of the .accounting period, Gunthorpe and Ypres
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record plate, either new or used, acqeired during the course
of the*eccount. Only Gunthorpe records what departments
became responsible for the plate, and then only for mostvof
the new plate. The costs of new plate are —-ecorded in the

Necessaria of the accounts. For ekample, in Gunthorpe's

account .the householéyreceived plate from William de Sleaford,
clerk of the king's works,5 Helming Leget, receiver of the
king's chamber,exand Thomae de Hassey, king's goldsmith and
citizen of London.'7 The plate received from Sleaford pre-
suntably was not new, bue had been kept by him in safe keeping
until needed. That received from Leget and Hassey was either
repaired or new. The inventory records that two drinking
pots, one goblet with a cover, and one ewer, all of pure gold,

were received from them. The Necessaria shows that Leget had

delivered the two pots to Hassey for repair, and that pure
gold weighing ll8s 2 l/Zd was used for this purpose. After
‘repair the pots weighed £25 16s.6 1/2d., the same weight

recorded in the inventory. The same item in the Necessaria-

'says that Hassey made the goblet and cover, weighing £32 5d4.,
and the ewer, weighing 35s. The‘egst of the'gold used, and
the expense of>repairing and making the plate, amounted to

£614. The Recepta SCaccarii8 indicates that Hassey was paid

by Leget "from the money of the king's chamber" on 22 October .
1366. The account does not state what department became
responsible for the gold plate, but perhaps it went to the

chamber since that department paid for it.
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Ypres also lists plate obtained during the accounting

~period. For example, the inventory shows that 24 sterling

silver dishes, stamped inside the borders with the quartered

arms of England and France and weighing £31 12s.8d., were made

during the period of account. The Necessaria9 reveals that
the weiéht~0f the plate equalled £41 2sﬂ5d. in money. Making
and stamping thé disheslcost‘another £5 12s. Thus, making
the dishes cost 79s. (at 2s.6d. per pound of weight), stamping

cost 12s. (at 6d4. each), and 21s. (at 8d. per pound) was lost

in pouring the dishes. The Necessaria reveals that this money
was paid to Joan de Hassey, while the inventory describes the

dishes as "newly made by the wife of Thomas de Hassey" (de

10

novo facti per uxorem Thome de Hassey). Used plate in Ypres'

account was received from various persons, including the clerk

. of the king's works in Westminster and the Tower, the keeper

of'the great wé_drobe,_and the executors of the testaments of
the countessf&f Huntingdon and Thomas Cheyne. Some plate
received from the countess's e&écutors?is specifically
desc;ibed_as old. The costs of the plate received from CheYne's

exefutors appear invﬁhe'VessellaﬂentaArgenti.ll

While Farley's inventory has no subheadings, many of

the descripfionsAof plate provide information about where the

household obtained plate.u For example,vone description says

that ?4 new silver gdblets weighing £23 10s.10d. were received
from the cofferer; another entry states that 36 saltcéllars

weighing £12 5s.4d. were" made by the order of the ekcheqﬁer.
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All three inventories contain marginal notations
which explain how the household disposed of the plate in
question. Every piece of plate in the inventqries of Farley's
and Ypres' accounts iS-the subject of a marginal notation;
this is the case only for a few pieces of plate'in Gunthorpe's.
Marginal entries indicate that pieces of plate were
lost by household servants. Restitution resulted in receipts

which were recorded in the Recepta Forinseca.12 For example,

Farley's Jocalia reveals that 3 sterling silver goblets wére
lost by Thomas de Mussenden, sergeant of the buttery. These
goblets were valued at 54s.6d., the same sum received from

him in the Recepta Forinseca. In Gunthorpe's account, William

de Notyngham lost a small sterling silver dish weighing 39s.2d.,

equal to 50s.11d. in money. No restitution was fequired‘since

he was forgiven the loss.13

Both Gunthorpe's and Ypres' accounts reveal that plate

was sold to the goldsmith Thomas de Hassey. For example,
~ -
Gunthorpe records that a large sterling silver dish for

entremets, which weighed 485;5d. new and 47s.11d. used, was

a} .
sold to Hassey. This dish is among the v: ous pieces,

14

weighing £76 14s.1 1/2d4., listed in the Recepta Forinseca

as sold-to Haséey for the sum of £99 14s.4 1/2d. Ypres has no

such receipts in his Recepta Forinseca since}all such sales

took placé in the previods accounting period. Pwever, the

Recepta Scaccarii does reveal that unspecified o0ld silver platé

‘weighing £30 8s. was sold tosgﬁi? de Hassey, resulting in a

"
/
“
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receipt of £39 10s.4 l/2d.15'

No reason is given for selling plate except when it
seems’ to have been used by the goldsmith for new plate. How-
ever, the difference between the weights of plate when new
and when used suggests'that plate was sold because it was old
and worn. In addition, rpres states that Hassey bought parts
of two broiep silver dishes, weighing 27s.11d., which had been
recovered "af er the hanging of a page of Roger Janyn“

One marginal entry in Ypres' account states that plate
was repaired. A descr;ption of a one- gallon sterling silver
drinking pot stamped with a rose states that it weighed 117s.
3d. However, a marginal note says that this drinking pc ‘as
delivered to Thomas de Hassey fgg repair, weighing 116s.8d.
before repair and £6 8d. afterwards. Farley also mentions
repairs, ‘but makes this part of the descriptiOn. Thus, one
wash basin weighing 57s.lOd.‘is described merely as haviné
been repaired. | -

Marginal notations against the inventories show.what
happened to plate when'the keepership changed hands or some
circumstances reduced the amount. of plate in the keeper's,
_charge. Ypres shows that plate 1n his charge not sold or lost
was delivered by 1ndenture either to William de Sleaford
presumably to be stored, or to Henry de Wakefield, the man who
became keeper at.the end of Ypres' accounting period. The
plate received by Wakefield was undoubtedly that which re-

Y

mained in the household. Gunthorpe has several marginal
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entries which state that plate was delivered to William de
Sleaford. However, most‘of the plate has no notation, probably
because it remained in the hbusehold of which Gunthorpe
continued as keeper.

All the plate “in. Farley's Jocalia is the subjeét of
undated ﬁarginal entries which indicates that some of the blate
was delivered during Farley's keepership to William de Ferriby,
keeper of the wardrobe which became responsible for expenses
in England on 26 May 1360, some to William de Lambhith, clerk
of the king's works,16 for storage, ‘some to William de

17 and some to several househo.

Berkyng, a London goldsmith,
servants; although these servants recéived very.little late.
Ferriby received only abou* a quarter of the value of plate
listed, while Lambhith received somewhat—leSs than half, and
"Berkyng about a fifth. The plate delivered to Berkyng is :not
descfibed aé sold to him and no revenues from him are recorded
in the account. In addition to plate deiivéred to others,
marginal entries state that a smaii amount "remained" in the
possession of‘Farley, the keeper, the QeaCOn of Edward's chapel,
and.another household servant. Plate retained by the léiﬁér
was négligibie; the valuables retainedlby the deacon are

mentioned aboVe;l§ The fact that plate is described as remain-

ing in his posséssion indicates that Farley was still keeper
when most of the plate was removed from his cﬁstody. This
would suggest that plate was transferred to Ferriby's establish-

ment when it was created and that Farley retained .only a

*
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negligible portion for his small household in France. However,J
Ferriby's household must have been rather small since he
received but a quarter of the plate originally in Farley's
custody. . lf that delivered to Berkyng was not sold to him,
then most of the plate went into safe storage. The inventory
does not say what became of the plate in Farley's possessi .
when his keepership enaed.

Although comparison is difficult because descriptions-
in Farley S account are not as complete oxr detalled as _those
in the other two,lg a certain amount of plate is common to all
three accounts. Only a small amount is common to Farley's
and Gunthorpe-gh;bug most of the plate in Gunthorpe's inven—_
tory also appegggbin Ypres'. 'This presumably results from
the fact that in the interval between Farley and Gunthorpe there
was a large drop in the total welght of plate in. the househo.d,
while between Gunthorpe and Ypres}there was an even larger
gain.20 It is not clear why Gunthorpe records less plate

than the other two accounts, but perhaps the constant travell~

ing during his periad of account meant that less plate was

requiredt 'Q§ V ?
Both Farley and Gunthorpe list the same sterling silver

cooking potf In ‘Farley's account it weighed £6 12s.6d.

nd is described as formerly belonging to the queen mother.

sunthorpe gives this as the original weight and also records

a lesser weight, £6 7s.6d., which shows the pot was then worn

and had depreciated in value. A silver'gilt;plate once

?
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be@onging to the .jueen mother appears in all three inventories.

It weighed £8 10s. in Farley's account, but £8 1ls. in the
:bthers. erhabs.it was repaired. Both Gunthorpe's and Ypres'
inventories reveal that the pantry had custody of a»silQer
éaltcellar weiqhing“BOs.Gd. An inventory of plate 'in the
household at tpe end of Henryhde Wakefield's keepership,
which terﬁinaggd on 13 October,l376,21‘lists a saltcellar
weighing 425;%5. This appears to be a new one made, in pggtﬁ

2

from the old. The Necessaria of the second year of Wakefield's

!
'

account revééls that Hans Poperyng, a Lo don goldsmith, made
a saltcellér from an old broken silver’gilt saltcellar weighing
30s.6d. Poperyng was paid 73s. for his work and for the

silver_ used.

v

Farley's, Gunthorpe's, and Ypres' accounts contain -

’

inventories of plate in the household's possession during the
/ . .

accdunting period. = The latter two accounts generally indicate

whichg@epartménts had custody of the plate. Generally plate

is described, and part of this description is its weight per

. pondus aurifabrié. Some of the plate appearing in successive
ihvéﬁtories apparently became worn grom constant use since the
weights.declinedu However, in .a few cases the weights increased,'
presumably because the plate had‘been repaired. By means of
subheadingévand/or ﬁérginal_notations, it can be determined
what plate wa. .n the houéeboidvatcgpe beginning, what was

-added or remeed, and, thereforeikwhat“remained at the end of

the -accounting period. Plate disﬁosed of during the accounting

K
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period could be lost, sold to goldsmiths, or delivered to the

clerk of the king's works in Westmincter and the Tower for safe
keeping. The plate in the household at the end of ﬁhe account-
ing period was gencrally deliyered to the next keeper, - |
al hough Farley's aécount does not reveé%’what happened to

the plate he held ét the end of his’kéépership, His account
feveals that some plate was transferred to William de Ferriby
when;a°second household was established in England, while

Férley himséif retained a small amount of plate in France.

‘Tﬁgse two establishments must have been relatively small since
3% )

most of the platé originally in Farley's custody apparent’

nt ihto storage. :
e . 5

4
[
K



FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER XVI

Qe
1 - -
Manton s the forme Y
. ¥

2See pp. 122-23, I hile the Vessellamenta
Argenti abbreVLatrg the "i" ', the inventories use the
customary 1i'. ' None of the inveBtories records the total
welghts of the plate .1isted, which are approximately as follows:
Farley - £1,230; Gunthorpe £895; and Ypres - £1,435. However,
welghts are not given fér wkk the plate listed in_Farlcy S
account. (* P

3See p. 133. . . o R

: o TR

4An osculatory Wab a. etal; 1vory, or wooden taﬁﬁ }kf:
on which was a palnted or carved image of Christ, the- Vlrgln, -
or a saint, and which’had a handle. It was the means by whrgh A
the kiss of peace was conveyed from the celebrant’ the people,
as the prlest first and then the members of the cﬁhgregatlon
kissed it in turh : . L : e
L ‘} 2 ) ) . N (., '

Slea C was clerk of the king's works at the: palace JREEN

5om Weetmlnster and the. Tower of London from 14‘November 1361

t& 21 June 1377 [Howard M. Colv1n, ed., The Hlstory .af the

Klng s Works - The Middle Ages (London, Her Majesty ?ﬁ Statlonery -
Office, 1963), vol. II, p. 1047} . 'The clerk of ‘the klng s
works. was™ the. admlnlstratrve official responsible. fuﬁ‘the
maintenance, repalrkvand bu1ld1ngxof royal. bu11d}hg§‘ Plate “
may have been stored in the Tower or perhaps at Westminster
where the clerk O§£$he works had an office, (ibid., vol. I, PP.
200-201). Howevef, ‘the latter seems more likely as several
inventories of plate in the engolled accounts-describe Sleaford

as ,the clerk of the king's palace at Westminster (see P.R.O.

. E 361/4/10r, 4/11r, and 5/17r). Sleaford was also keeper of

the great, wardrobe from 6 November 1371 to 21 June- 1377 (Tout,
Chapters, VI, 36) and keeper of the prlvy wardrobe from 20
January 1365 to 21 June 1377 (1b1d.; p. 37).

6Leget was receiver from 3 January 1362 to 25 September

1375 (Tout Chapters, VI, “56).

Tsee p. 39 n. 25.

8See p. 28.° im -
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9See p. 136.

lOF 25r. That a widow 'showld assume her husband's -
position as master in a craft guild is well known (see’
Fileen E. Power, Medieval Women, ed. Michael M. Postan (Cam-
bridge, Cambridge University Press; 1975), Pp. 55-56; and
Margaret Greaves, "The London Subsidy of 1332", Note I, p. 59,
in Finance and Trade Under Edward III, ed. George Unwin (London,
Frank Cass and Co., 1918, reprinted 1962). Women goldsmiths are
,also attested (see Power, Medieval Women, p. 60, and Reddaway
and.Walker, Goldsmiths' Company, p. 288). Although not said
to have inherited her husband's position ag king's goldsmith,
that Joan de Hassey should herself make plate fot’ the king
seems unusual and speaks highly of*her skill. Two other women
artigans are mentioned in the accourits (see ppfizﬁ, 137) .-

% g @ ",
| - . - R
llSee'Chapter“VI.) » d&ﬁd@k > .
' l2See p. 48. 4 B vaA : S
. . N ' il A e ]
13gee p. 45, N . ?
Ve N 6 -t
14See7pﬂ 49." o
. f S
§%§Seé p. 28. Cvdpy v <8 a7
T was clerk “of the works im Westminster and the ¢
Tower from 6 June. 1356 to 14 November 1361 (King's Wogks, ed ,

Col¥in, yol. II, p. 1047). The inventory of plat#
account SOf William de Manton .for 14 Novernber 1361 ¥
November 1362 deldcri’ =s him & "recently"™ clerk.of the king's
palace at Westmifste (see wR.0. E 361/4/7r).

[V

the enrolled

[ - Py
‘ . 7BerkYng was warden of the goldsmiths' company in
1349-50, 1351-52, 1354-55, and 1358-59 (Reddaway and Walker,
Goldsmjiths' Company, pp. 323-24). a :

18sce pp. 261-62. . *

< Id

1 . . ) e ? . :

“QOn the other hahd, Farley's descriptions are occa -
sionally unique in dgiving both the weight and monetary value of

a piece of plate. For example, two enamelled silver gilt basins

With spouts weighed 8 marks, equal,  to £8 4s. ih‘money.

20See n. 1 above.

-’
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21The inventory, an in.enture between Wakefield and
William de Moulsoe, successive wardrobe keepers, is published
in-Nicholas H. Nicolas, "Obsc¢ 'vations on the Origins and
“History of the Badge and Mot oes of Edward Prince of Wales",

Archaeologia, vol. XXXI (18 ), pp. 350-84. :

N4



v CONCLUSION

A'detailed_study of the contents of the surviving

twardrobe books for the perioc 1359 to 1377 illustrates the
fcnctioning ofuthe.king's household. The household was
essgntially responsible.for providing food ahd shelterkfor
the king and his court,lﬁa; the chief officers of the house-
hold could, if the opportunity arose, be employed in affairs
of state. Fa&iey'skaccount and to a lesser extent that of
Wakefield show what the household might still be called upon

to do when the klng was personally involved w1ﬁh the war in
;f .

“,. W

France. Whlle»ﬁﬁ&a;@cordlng the vast war, . Vages found in

o
i

Farley's account the flrst year of Waﬁefleldb% lﬁsts the
expenditure of £1,276 for the pgfchase of horses~¥or war

purposes. The physical task of gathering the horses illustrates
s :
the flexibility of. the household organizdtion. oy

. : ' ~
Aside from the war effort, the 1ntru51on of the house-
»

hold into natlonal administration was slight. As Edward s

txﬂ““' v

personal interest in affalrs of state and the war diminished,

the household was left with only its domestlc respon51b111t1es.

t

¥ No longer'ﬂld the chlef household officers automatlcally become

the chief admlnlstrators of the realm. Thus, the’ flve ward—

)

N robe books 1nclude the household s last great 1nvolvement in

-y

"natlonal affalrs, theJRhelms campalgn of . 1359 60,Aa*rem1nder
of the former act1v1ty of the household but show the,household

thereafter llmlted strlctly to domestlc matters, whxch were®

274
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to remain its onli‘concern after 1377.

“The household handled large amounts of money. The
five accounts show that the household's income amounted tQ
approx1mately£250 515 and - its expendltuﬁes some £1,300 more.
Nearly all of the household's receipts came from the ekchequer,
thse financial Supremacy was recognized by the wardrobe. It
is p0551ble that the hpusehold had a budget administered by

the exchequer. A single entry in Wakefield' s Recepta Scaccar11

says that £200 had been ordered "for each week for the expenses

of the said household" ' The sumvof £200.. per week or £lO 400

\t‘

per year, was,however, 1nadequate for the complete needs of

the household espec1ally in Farley s account However, most

of Farley's dlsbursements, Wthh Wer 'M lated to the. French
s ' \q"’l\v

war, cannot- be con31dered normal household expen rés

Gunthorpe s)accountlng period/ on the other hand, is relatively
uneventful but the expenses still amount to almos: £27,055.

It would appear, therefore, that the exchequer did not

meOSe a budget upon the household organization.  The accounts -

suggest that the exchequer never questioned any of the house-~

- . A

. hold's forelgn expenses if they were properly documented. - No

documentation at all was required for Hospicium expenses. Even
when.Farley's household was acting as a war treasury, no

exchequer cle~! seemlﬁo bave'been with‘it‘to provide any sort

\\ N

of checks. I. ney was avallable, and properLX&requested it -

«s S A

seems to have been forthcomlng. Nevertheless, Gunthorpe s

account-suggests, by the number of tlmes the Keeper was sent

> o

K .~}
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to the exchequer for money, that tlie household was often short

of money. . The'impression is that occasi« 1lit,/ the household

lived a hand to mouth existence.

When preparing their acgounts for ti. exchequer audit,
& ! : ' ‘
the various kéepers and their assistants employed what seem
! .
to have been generally accepted tituli of ;eoelpts and expenses.

The wardrobe books~%however, are not 1dent1cal in. form and small

variations seem not to have been questloned”, For example,

four+of the flve accounts have the tltull Vadwa Venatorum and

Vadla Falconarlorum but Farley Has only the latter under v
hmzwages of both hunters and falconers.

N o ‘ :
's found 1m the record;ng of expenses concern-

5 3

Another v
) s & - 8 “
ing horées; ley and Gunthorpe record such“expenditures

among their Dona and Necessarla, whereas the accounts of Ypres,

R )

Wakefield, and Beverley have separate tituli. entitled Empcio.

Equorum and Rest@urum Equorum

"Some tituld. are unique to 1nd1v1dual accounts. YpfeS'
- ¢

- alone hasg the Véssellamenta Argentl,'whlch records plate

‘ordinary, an old one might be'used for a new purpose indicating

purchased from the executors of Thomas Cheyney Only Farley
o . . .

contains the somewhat puzzling titulus Vadia Pacis. Both seem

~to have been used as the result of exceptional circumstances. .

If a new titulus could be used for’ something out of the

-

a change in household *practices.- Sdch seems to. have ‘been the

.

case for the Elemosina.

£
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All the accounts except th%t of Gunthorpe record that -
@4 the king gave alms to paupers. DufMing Farley's period of

\\ ccount meals were given to large numbers of paupers on

s§e€ial feast days. In the last three accounts such mgals are
not mentioned. Instead the king was grantlng daily alms of 3d.
' to -paupers. In all three accounts, 14 unnamed paupers

“4eceived alms of this nature. Daily alms were also granted
named paupers;”only 4 appear in Ypres' account,‘but 10 or 11

. ) “ .
occur in the‘other'two. Many of these *named recipients appear
to have been either former or active household memhers. The
daily allowances granted such perscns/appear to b$ a form cf

pension, or perhaps supplementary wa,gz’“va this speculation

'is correct, the Elem051na was belng

\_Aﬁvrecord payments not -
really in keeping with the purpose of the tltulus~ _
The decline in Edward's act1v1t1es and needs during
the last years of hlS llfe is reflected in reduced household
expenses and a decrea51ng household staff The daily average
df’the total household expendltureghaecreased from some £74
in Gunthorpe's account +to some £55 in "Beverley's: wThe size of
the household staff_contracted frcm ahput-506f;egulanamembers
in Farley,2's account to aboggﬁBSO?in that of'Beverley; The
staff shgw%'a surprising contdnuity cver the fivelaccounts,

Y

even if advancement within the household 'ranks was neither

frequent nor rapid. The king seems to have looked after his
staff, particularly if he did provide them with pensions~or-

supplementary wages from his alms. He was lenient in some

¢
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matters, such as the accidental loss of plate, but one house-
held servant was hanged for stealing plate. The accounts
record some gifts by the king to\éhs staﬁf.

. a

While it is possible to estimate the approximate size
of the household from the.accounts, Qé\impressign<4ﬁn he
obtained of life in that household. The Eiciumkexpenses,
which could haverprovided such information, cannpt be used
because no details beyond the daily sums are given. Even
the daily location of the household cannot be used to~determine
the king's itinerary because the foreign expenses reveal Ehé@
Edward was of%en absent from the househoid.ﬁylf court life was

o p;

one.of;SRlendour,vthe only notion of that splendour cdmes_fnom
. the mere impréssive pieceé of househdld plate, some of gold,
found in qu;iﬂventories.. However, such pleces of plate were?
probably used on very few occa51ons, since the eccounts reveal
that plate had to be ‘brought out of stofage when needed.

A51de from those dealing with the war in France,
_expénditu;es recorded in the five accounts generally resulted
:from the everyday running of the household Few'expenses

-recorded in theé accounts pertain directly to the aCt%fltleS

or interests of the king.: In general only the Blemosina and

£

the Dona reveal anything of a personal nature, and very little ..

s

at that. .

-~

THe Elemosina suggest that Edward was conventionally
pious, that he atterdec .a’ ey masseg, and that he celebrated

- the great feasts of the church. On such feasts he granted



ﬁﬁ‘ 279
‘ e . . | ‘ N 3
special alms orfypblations. The kiny went upon the 00&&51ona&
-Nh» W‘#
pilgrimage to Q@hterbury, where he visited such places as

the shrines of Becket and St. Augustine. On the continent
Edward also made offerings at shrines.

One of the more interesting religious practices revealed

by the accounts is the infixing'of coins in candles on Candle-
mas, a rather ogd ferm of alms—giving which seems not to be
neted elsewhere. The accounts also refer to the making of
cramp rings frbp royal offerings on Good Friday and to cloths
and shoes used en Maundy Thursday. | |

The king gave alms of*wine to religious houses for

F\J

ﬁ§he celebratlon of the mass, favourlng houses of thg, Dominican
order. The Dona reveal that Edward grantﬁdi glfts S

,winé for
e ’A

~

annlversary masses, such as those for hlS ﬁher, queen
Isabella, and his w1fe, gqueen.Philippa..

The Dona prov1des some information about the kings'
travels and about some of the gifts he received. The titulus

records paYments to ferryboat operators and boatmen for
. . L) )

. v pransporting the king,and his familia across riVerstrﬂugd&
) ‘ fami’ia

rivers. e ‘ .

RSN

R : It 1s known that Edward was an avid hunter but only
A ] . . \

Gunthorpe's account‘lndlcates,that he went on a hunting

expedit}gh. ,éhe'entry in his W#dia Venatorum and many in his

.o . ;), . .
Dona reveal that Edward went hunting. Gunthorpe's Dona
generally shows that Edward was gtill physically active during

‘this accounting petlod. ‘Later accounts. suggest from, their lack

| . . s
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of expenses 1nvolv1ng royal travel that Edward was becomlng
more apg jmore Sedentary, probably because of failing health.

e

_ The Nuncii of the first 'year of Wakefield's account
suggests a serious illness of the king in August of 1371, with
men being sent to fetch physicians and to offer wax in the
king's name at ;g 'gious houses. The cost of medicines
purchased for the king, and Others, appears 1n the Necessarla.

meust as few impressions of the king emerge 1n the
acoounts studled little can be dlscovered about Others . w1th'
whom we know Edward was closely associated. Although the ;3

household of Phlllppa7 hlS wife, was joined to Edwarg’ s 1n
</ - S

two of the accounts, the queen seldom appears. in these aCbaugfs.

She went to some,religious services with the king, he gage “~%gl“

G

her glfts of food and, on one occas1on, he . gave her avcharger

ul

called "Blanchard Kyng"
“Thomas of Woodstock the king's youngest son, as a mlnorggﬁg

;was part of the royal household - His retlnue took part 1n£fhe #
Rheims campalgn althoug@ he, hlmself recelved no wages,
‘presumably because of his youth. On on530ccas1on he recz ved -
money from the- household but for what reason is not stat§§§
He seldoq(appears in the accounts,usually uuthe records of

s AW

religious services where alms and oblatlons were glven.

5 w_ o

The klng s grandson, Rlchard of Bordeaux, and his
3

f

‘eventual heer, 1s mentloned only as attendlng the final feast
of St George celebrated by the king. Despite her reputed

control Over theuold king in hlS dotage, the 1nfamous Alice.

-
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Perrers 1s mentioned only in the accounts of Gunthorpe, Wake-
field, and BeVerle§ in connection with gifts of wine of a

value no agreater than that given to many others. Alice's

—

«#~’i1f€§fEimate son by the king, John,l appears nowhere in the
accounts.
k' The importance of this study, howeVer, does not lie

int&é information that it giv?s about the king, his activities,

~o

anj@&is family. In general, the accounts are silent about

séH% matters; instead, they record the receipts and expenses

g

necessitated by the running of a domestic organization. ThHe -

@éontribution made by this work 1fes in the knowledge gafﬁéd<

3

of the functioning of the roYal household by a miﬁgte éxamina—

tion of the contents of §he-vagious tituli of the five house-

-

Ry

hold accounts. )

B R



FOOTNOTES TO CONCLUSION

lSee Margaret‘Galway; "Alice Perrers' Son John",

3

N

English Historical Review,; vol. LXVI (1951), pp. 242-46.
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The‘éepartments of the royal household can be
separated into those which dpelt only with domestic function
and that departmenf Kthe wardrobe) which had more complex
duties. Departments concerned with the internal aspects
of the household can be subdivided ihto those which fed the

kY

court and .those which arranged for its travel and lodgings,

L\

plus a few other offices.
{

The feeding of the gourt was the responsibility of the

departments of the pantry., ttery, and kitchen, with their

L4

N -

/

subordinate offices,l The pahtry and the buttery had a common

head, but nevertheless aecounted‘sepérately for their receipts
and expenses. The pantry received, stored, and distributed
all the bread required by the household, while the bakery,
a subordinate offlce, made various grades of bread, qand a |
waferer made wafers. The buttery provided all the wine and
ale needed Dby the household, and also ‘furnished and stored
the various cups and vessels required'for serving the wine
ahk ale. Respon51ble for the meals were the kitchen and its
'ﬁ ordinate offices of Iarder, poultry, scullery, and saucery -
:hé kitchen cooked the meats, fish, and poultry., ‘and prepared
f

the var}ous-céurses of the meals. One part of the kitchen

prepared the roasts while another part, called the great

kltcheg, prepared great" meat, that is, meat of large animals

v
whlch was b01led.2 The kitchen staff was further divided into

those who cooked for the king‘and those who cooked for the g
N . @

29@/‘*«
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t

household staff. The meat and fish used by the kitchen was

5 : .
stored 1 he larxder. Poultry and eggs were purchased and

lstored by the office of the poultry. Wood, coal, and vessels

A

used by the kitchen were obtained by the scullery. The seucery
purchased flour and other things necessary for the making of
sauces.

The department of the spicery supplied-goode used in
both the feeding and ;odging‘of the court. It was possibly
attached to the wardrobe.3 ‘This’department received and stored

-

non-perishable commoditiee,‘such as wax, cloth, and spices from
the great wardrobe4 statio;ed in the Tower of London’, and in
turn dispensed them to other household offices as needed.

The spicery also obtained the fruit used by the hoﬁsehold.
Candles were ﬁade by the chandlefy, a section of the spieery{
t) The lodging of the household and the serving of meals
was %pe task of the departﬁent of the hall and chamber.5 The
klng and his immediate entourage lodged and ate 1in the chamber;
the rest of thecstaff ate and slept in the hall. Lower rank-

ing servants had both the privilege and obligation of eating

in_the hall. Some high ranking‘officers were allowed their

L”' ,anlchambers, and-were granted a certain daily allowance for

their mainteﬁance, but the expenses of these private chambers
were charged to the hall. Although four of the accounts under
discussion combine the expenses of the hall and chamber,6 each

office had a separate staff7 to perform the tasks of preparing

.

beds, providing fuel and litter, ensuring the proper serving

§ . ' o
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-~
of the meals, and, counting the messes coming from the kitchen

(as a check againsththe expenses claimed by that depart- t).
In the chamber two esquires and their staff performed these

‘duties. The hall was under the direction of two knight

~

marshals:and one knight usher, who _had duties additional to f
v

the E&énSd above. When the household was:on the move,

BT SN

one of the marshals acted as harblnger,8 obtainingfﬁodgings
for the king and the court. The other marshal9 and the usher
arranged the'seating and maintained discipline in the hall,
ensured that only those entitled were fed, and made a dally
check of the other household offices té preve the entry of
Qnauthorizea persons. One of the‘marshals, apparently the
harbingér marshél,lo aided the steward of the household in
trying offenses committed within the verge of the court.ll
Thié marshal maintaingd the prison of the marshalseé in the
household énd attached .and distrained defendants who were to
appear before thé court of the verge. Tﬁe offices of the
ewery and naperyl2 were appafently part of the hail and'chambér,
.while launderersand laundresses seem to have been attached
to the naperw. |

The oéfice of the marshalsea was also responsible for
the carelgnd stabTiny of horses. The clerk of the department
accountéd for the costs of hay, oats, litter, and medicines
bought for the horses, and for the costs of purcha51ng and

repairing saddles, brldles, other harnesses and equlpment, and

carts. Goods and commodities reguired by the marshalsea were
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obtained by a\éhyordinate department, the avenery. The
marshalsea also had its own hérbingers to find stables fo:
the Horses when the household travelled. Household cafters,
sumpterpeé, and palfreymen were attachea to the marshalsca.
The expénses of the marshalsea are fecorded under the heading

Stabulum (Stable) in the daily household expenses.13

hY

In addition to his chbr duties, the clerk of the
marshalsea recorded the names of those household servants N
* ! N “\"

entitled to wages ‘who were actually in court. On the baEis of -
this list the daily wages were calculated ana recorded under
the heading Vadia (Wageé} in the Hospicium (Household) expenses.l4
Inwiézi, wages were not paid’daliy. Instead, theé-head of the
Qﬁarshalsea made a periodic accounting with household servants,
giviﬁg them a bill15 indicating the aﬁount dggr %ﬁis bill
codld.theq be cashed in the wardrobe, or, on»éhevwardrobe's .
authorization, in the exchequer.
Hunters and falconers helped feed tﬁe court and provideﬁ
for Eéward's sport, but apparentlys they were not attached to
any specific office, because their duties ﬁecegsitated their
absence from court.16
.The household contéined offices Ahd personnel not
concernéa with housinéfand feeding the court, such as the
office of the almonry .and the king's chapel, as well aé ﬁhe
king's-confessor, physician, and surgeon. Bannerets, kniéhts,

esquires, sergeants—at—arms, and other individuals were

attached to the larger chamber organizat: n,l7 which was not
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a household office, and were in personal attendance on the king.
Such mén formed the nucleus of the household's mi}itary
contingent. Finally, thére wcre:éShumber of minétrols who

entertained the king.

The major department not  cerned with feeding or
lodging the court was the wardrol:-. Although the wardrobe
sti’] s%sred and cared for the king's clothing .and valuables,

these were no longer its primary duties, having been super-

seded partly by the larger chamber. Robes retained in\the
: ) ’

wardrobe were apparently stored iﬁ“aﬁsubdopartment called ‘/
’ ¥
{

the "wardrobe of robes".18 The-principal importance of the
wardrobe arose from the fact that it was the administrative
and accounting department of the entire household. The ward-
robe officers were entrusted with the reéeipt and expenditure
of money in the household and with the drawing uw and submitt-
ing to the excheqguer of the financial accouﬁts of the entire
household. The head of this department was called the keeper
of the wardrobe; his alternate‘fitle of treasurer of the -
-household is infrequently used‘infhe accounts.19 Below the
keeper were the contrqller and the cofferer.

quﬁ the keeper and the controller were important
administrative officers, frequently abser fr._= court. Their
duties oftén devolved upon others. The cc friver could assume
the keeper's respons{bilities. Origiﬁally, the cofferer was
the wardrobe cashier, receiving and issuing money. While

retaining these duties, he could also perform the keeper's
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N Y9,

tasks of drawing Jdp the accounts and sulmitting them for audit,
as well as scaling debenturés in tho‘kovpor’s absence.  ‘The
controllef's duties could also be délegated to a clerk, but
the precise status of this clerk is not clear. The oxtent to
which the keeper and éhe controller dologdfag fhoir'wgrk
depended largely upon their employment by the king in general

adiministration. Since the wardrobe in the last yecars of

\
3
{

Edward ITI's recign was primarily concce:inmed with domestic’
matters, it would :cem that the keceper and controller d.d much

t

of their own work. ‘
Control of the household resided with thé steward of
the household and the kegper of the wardrobe. Both men checked
the accounts of the heads of the various departments. - The
keeper, who was usually a cleric, was concerned with super-
vising and auditing the accounts. The steward, who was the
supfeme head of the household énd a layman,.seems to have
been concerned with maintaining discipline within the household
and with the punishment of malefactors. Thus, at the audit
before the S;ewara and keeper, it was the steward who puni;hed
any slackness or offence in presentinguthe accounts. In
addition, the steward %;h,one of the marshals of the householdzo

. } ) )
reard the "pleas of the hall" {placita aule) in the household

court known as the court of the marshalsea or the~COurt of, the

\
verge,21 This court could try cases 1nvolv1nq;breaghes oﬁ the

peace’/bmmltted w1th1n the verge of the court,22 1ncludln§

those b household ‘servants, cases of debts involving household‘

B

'
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servants, and Cases~dea1ing with‘contempt of the kind's rights
of purveyance or lodging. - In addition, the court had a per-
manent but réstrictedrcognizancc of c¢ases. pending when the
king dnd the court ar;ived.23 The steward's judicial role is
very little observed-in tﬂe acecounts, since only the total

receipt from the court of the marshalseca 1s recorded, ~xcept

: .25
that the Recepta Forinseca reveals that the steward recovered

some stolen plate and that the culprit was hanged.

| Closely associated with the court of the marshalsea
was the coroner of the househoid, who also acted és clerk of
the market. This official had two separate functions. As
coroner of the h?usehold, he held inquests, with the local

~,

\
Sfourt,

attaching felons and -seizing thattels and gooc The coroner
L T e

coroner, into cases of death within the verge J. the

of the househola also‘aéted as the steward's controller for -
tge pleas;of the hall; he received the money.resulting from
fines, amercements{ andfforfeitures, and transmitted it to
.the wardrobe. @s éiérk of the market, he had to ensure that
" the assizes of bread, wirc< and ale, and of weights and
measures were obseryed within the verge of the couft. Those

breaking the ‘assizes were tried before the court of the
WA syt - .

PR o
A1

marshalsea; the resulting p}ofits of the "pleas of the market"

(placita mei.ati) were transmitted to the wardrobe by the

clerk of the market.

i

Each householdwdepértﬁent or office wés managed by a

clerk, who was a cleric, or by a sergeant, who was a_ laymen.

Ay
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Becauée of the wardrobe's scribal andg accounting responsibil-

ities, the chief officials of that department were normally

clerics. These department heads supervised the activities of
1}

their departments and were'required“to keeg a record of the
. Lo
4 .- , - \
expenses and receipts of their offices. = -~
. {Y’ Yy

Expenditures in the household departments arose

‘from the pt.chase or purveyance of commodities required. In
Jaddition) such carts and hofses as were required f the . 3
transportatlon of the household and 1ts goods alsoi:;le be
purveyed. .Purveyance refers to the klﬁg S prerogative of

obtaining, by preemption, v1ctuals and othér th1n§s for - his
domestic organization, even against the seli\r\ will
Theoretically, the appraised value of the‘g?bdsS;;&veyed was .
to be agreed upon by the vendor and the purééxgy/éefore ) |

purveyance was made, but complaints often arose because of-the
3

manner in which purveyance was made and because the purveyor
paid less than market value.28

Each department had its own official(s) who acféd és
purveyor (s) . The purveyor could pay tr ‘ndot in cash, as
was demanded of the office of the poul-ry, L:t more commonly"
éayment was by means of a>tally, a proc - 1are¢ which raised
considerable complaint.29 A tally was "a .cick notched and
split thfough the notches, so that both parties to a trans--

30

action may have part of the record". The configuration and

size of the notches indicated the total cost of the purchase.

' On the flat side of both parts of the tally were generally
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written the names of;the seller and buyer, what was purchased,
the qgantity, its unit price, and the date. The véndor e
received the‘'larger part of the tally (called the stoék);

the household buyer retained thgvgméller portion (called the
foil). B ‘

Upon his return to the household, the buyer delivered

s

his _purchases and the tally foils to his department head, who

~

¥\ turn kept a record of these purchases and passed the tally
//foils on to the wardrobe. The delivery of the goods normally
had to be witnessed'by other members of the gousehold staff
to ensure tﬁat the p;ice paid and the quantity was as claimed,
and that the quality of the goods'@as acceptable. |
| The stgck of the tally acted not only as a receipt,
but also as a promissory note or cheque. To receive pavment
for the iﬁems purchased from him, the vendor took the tally
stock to the wardrobe. TIf the stock matched one of the foils
feceived from the department heads, it was re?eemed'either in
cash or, as was ﬁore likely, by means of a debenture‘or bill.31
A debenture was a strip of éarchment containing the creditor's
~) R .
_name, th: amount owed, and the nature of {he débt. For
authentication the debenture was also sealed by a wardrobe
clerk. These‘debentures could be.redeemed for cash at the

exchequer, or because they were negotiable instruments, they

could be assigned by the owner to others in return for cash.

As mentiored the steward and keeper audited the accounts

%eﬁt by the department héads. The heads of those departments
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responsible for the feeding and lodging of the court were
theoretically expected to account for the expenses of their
offices at-a daily audit, although it is likely that the
requirement of a daily accounting was often ignore.. However,
such departmehts recorded their expenses On a day by day
basis.. Presumably, it was at this daily or qlmost daily
accounting that the foils of tallies issued for purveyancés
were handed to the keeper of the wardrobe. In addition to
this daiiy ascounting, the keeper and steward periodically
audrted the accounts of both tﬁe feceipts and expenses of all
department‘heads and others who had received and spent money
on ho@sehold business. It was hoped that periodic audits
throughbut the accounting year would enable the final ward-
robe accouﬁt for the accounting year to be drawn up promptly.
However, the complex sysﬁem of payment fostered by the use of
the tally and debenture, whereby goods or services received
bf the household in one year might not actually be paid for
until severalryears later, made pugctuality virtually
ippossible. Hence, it often took a year or two beforé the
wardrobe account_was drawn up and submitted to the exchequer.

The heads of the hpusehold departments and offices weré
personally liable for the expenses of their offices and-a
sim’lar obligation was imposed on the keeper of the wardroﬁe
for the expenses of the entire household estéblishment. Since
receipts and expenditures were ideally equal, personal liability

theoretically was no burden, buv* there were cases where
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disc;opancics between receipts and exXpenses arose. Expendi-
tures could be disallowed if proper authorization could not<i*
be produced32 or purchasek made by a purveyor could be found
inferior 1in quaiity'and revalued at a lower sum.33 In such
instances, the persons involved were judged to have recelived
more money than aétually spent, and so were made personally
liable for the difference. Because it was often difficﬁlt
to obtain payment for'pubchases or assignments made by tallies,
such tallies tended to become devalued, even worthless;g
Thus, 1t was possl@le for an official to have an excess of
expenditures over receipts. This personal obligation is best
seen in relation to the’keeper of the wardrobe. If the
excheqguer audit showed fhat the keeper had received more money
than he had spent, the difference could be dealt with in two
ways. Should the keeper contihue in office, the difference
- was made part of the receipt of the next account. However,
if the keepership terminated, then the sum was expected from
£he keeper, who could be imprisoned until he paid. On the
other hand, the exchequer audit could reveal that the keeper
had spent more money than received, a difference which was

called the superplusagium. When the keeper remained in office,

the superplusagium was credited to him in the next account,

put if the keepership was over, then the sum was owed the
keeper.
The annual wardrobe book presented by the wardrobe to

the ekchequer for audit was a statement of the money received
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cxpended in ousehold during the period covered by

—

the acTou However, several)accounts, but particularly -

.Farley's, have receipts or xpenditures which were incurred
outside the period of account. Presumably recelipts or
expenditurec~which odccurred before the accounting period began
or which took place after the accounting, period had ended
‘but before the audit would be included in the account if
éxch receipts or expenditures were reIQZed to some activity
which took place during the accounting. period. Thus, in
Farley's account many of the receipts and expenses which were
‘side the accounting period deal with expenditures result-
~-ng from the campaign jin France and the peace negotiations
in Calais.

The wardrbbe book, composed at ghe end of the account-
ing period, was appa?ently based upon the rolls of expenses
and receipts kept by the wardrobe, thatuis, those records
drawn up by the wardrobe as a result of its agditing of
departmental éxpenses and receipts..36 The wardrobe book does
not appear to be based dfrectly upon the records kept. by
the various departments. The matter can only be oné of con-
jecture since‘none of the rolls are extant for the last several.
decades of Edward's III's reign. Thg pfeliminary Folls of .
expenses and receipts kepgaby the ﬁardrobe'seem tovhave been
drawn up in journal. form, recording oﬁ a day by day basis and
under appropriate subheédings the mohey.receiQed and expended.

However, in the wardrobe books only expenses directly related
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to feeding and housing the household are recorde@/in joufnal

form. All other' expenses,

as well as receipts,{are normally

entered in chronological order under appropriate titulil.

However, since entries in the various titul%/9f expenses seem

to be.basedkupon a daily journal, it is likely that the dates

b
given in the wardrobe books represent when expenses were

actually incurred rather than when payments for them were

made. Although.there are some exceptions in the accounts

under discussion, the present.work assumes a dated expense

to indicate the day on which the expenditure arose. At the

same time it should be noted that some tituli of expenditures,

such as those recording war wages, wages of hunters and falconers,

and fees.and robes, do not
give the detailé‘and costs
why money was owed certain
other'household creditors,
expenses were paid, either
Whenever payments were made

of the Recepta Scaccarii.

{

record actual payments, but only
of services performed L or reasons
individuals.' As happened with
years could paés before such

by the wardrobe or the exchequer.

by the ekchequer, they formed part
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FOOTNOTES TO APPENDIX I

7. 1These offices and their responsibilities and expenses
are discussed on pp. 79 ff.

2Myers, Black Book, p. 274. See also above, p. 253.
3see p. 83.

) o

See pPp. 138-41. [}

>For this department see p. 85. This "chamber" was
both an office of the king's household and a permanent section
of the larger chamber (Tout, Chapters, IV, pp. 254, 313),
although Tout (ibid., III, p. 56) notes the impossiblllty of
totally dlstlngulshlng between the househpld and the chamber
organjzations. The close ties between the household and the
chamber are seen in the fact that the household paid the
costs of wages or fees, food, clothing, and lodging of the .
chambe~ staff (see pp. 163, l65, 168 for fees and clothing),
- while knights attached to the household were called knights
of the. chamber (see p. 163). During the last 20 years of
Edward's reign the larger chamber (Tout, Chapters, IV, pp. 312-
43) acted as the king's privy purse, paying for his secret,
personal, or private expenses, which could include the .buying
of jewelry, the cranting of gifts, or the provision of men and
ships for the war c¢ffort (ibid., pp. 293-94). The chamber did
not account t- the exchequer for these disbursements, although
it did ‘receive its income from it. The larger . chamber also
acted as a storehouse for money, including the ransoms of king
John of France and the duchy of Burgundy, as well as acting as
the storehouse for Edward's valuables, including jewelry and
plate. The chamber staff included many of Edward's closest:
" confidants, whose duties runged from handling Edward's prlvate
affairs to<hraﬁnngnatlonal admi, “=tration. i

6See PP- 85-86.

7Tout, "Household Ordinanc=s rard II, pp. 281,
283-84.

8The harbinger preceded the ~o ~d procured and
arranged lodging, according to rank, °: - ¥ing, the -ourt,
.and members of the household. If -he - “‘¢ no’ stay on a
royal manor, lodging in private homes c. = re-uisiti ~=d and
members of the court and househo’d bi” "=:-z - om.
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. 9If the household was stationary, the two marshals
alternated in carrying out their duties at the meals.

10Johnson, "Wardrobe and Household", pp. 208-10.

llSee pp. 295-96, and n. 22 below.

12The office of the ewery was respon51ble for bring- .
ing the water and bowls so that diners could rinse their hands,
while the aoffice of the napery was responsible for the house-
hold linen.

13See p. 85. The use of the word stable"'doeg,not
appear to have been founded upon a distinction between the expenses of
feeding and stabling the horses and those of buying and
repairing carts and harnesses since, with one exception, the
accounts do not record anywhere expenses of the latter type.

14See pPpP. 85—@6.‘ ;
15See P- 298
16

Their wages are recorded in th Vadia Venatorum et
Putura Canum (Wages of Hunters and Food Allowances of Dogs)
and the Vadia Falconariorum et Putura Falconum (Wages of
Falconers and Food Allowances of Falcons) (see Chapter XII).

See above, n. 5. : //////

180 0ut, Chagters, IV, pp. 181-82, 482-83; and below
pp- 82, 134. :

17

19The scope of the wardrobe' s respon51b111tes tende
to blur the distinction between the "wardrobe” and the "hous
hold". By the last years of Edward's reign, the word "house-
hold" finally replaced the word "wardrobe" when descrlblng
~ the king's domestic organization, while the word "wardrobe"
was used to describe the great wardrobe (Tout, Chapters, IV,
pp. 159-60). For the great wa.drobe, see pp. 138-41.

20See above, pp. 291-92
21See Johnson, "Wardrobe and Household", p; 243, and

W. R. Jones, "The Court of the Verge: The Jurisdiction of the
’ ~

(2 > ) . —
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/
Steward and Marsha%/éf the Household in Later Medieval England",
Journal of British Studies, vol. X, no. 1 (1970), p. 1. n. 1.
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22“The verge of the court is -a sphere of 212 miles
round either the .court or the place where the king resides"”
(Johnson, "Wardrobe and Household", p- 243 n.1).

23See Johnson, "Wardrobe and-Household", pp: 243-44,
and Joncs, "The Court of the Verii", pp. 1-29,
24See‘below and p. 44.

LY

25See p.- 49. The Vessellamenta also states that a
person was hanged for stealing plate (see p. 266). //

26See Johnson, "Wardrobe_and Household", pp. 245—4§}5
and Jones, "The Court of the Verge", pp. 19-20. -

27 3ee Bray, "The Office of Purveyor", pp. 329-62,
especially 331-42.

28See Bray, "The Office of Punveyor", pp. 339-44;
Chalfant Robinson, "Royal Purveyance(én Fourteenth-Century
England in Light of Simon of Islip's *Speculum Regis", Annual
Report of the American Historical Association for the Year
1910, pp. 91-99; "and G. L. Harriss, King, Parliament, "and
Public Finance in Medieval England to 1369 (Oxford, Clarendon

Press, 1975), pp. 376-79.

29Bfay,-"The Office orf Purveyor", pp. 339, 340-41.

3OCharles H. Jenkinson? "Exchequer Tallies", Archaeol-
ogia, vol. LXII (1911), p- 367. '

31See p. 58 for the only example of this procedure in
the accounts. - ‘ o o~

;ZSee, for example, pp. 253-54.
33See p. 146.

34

Steel, Receipt of the Exchequer, pp. XXXiv-Xxxv.
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35Johnson, "Wardrobe and Household"“, p. 235, and
Johnson, "Wardrobe of Edward I", pp. 50-51. See also above,
p. 146 and Appendix II.

36These rolls and the method of entering items are
discussed by Johnson, "Wardrobe of Edward I", pp. 60-64;
Johnson, "Wardrobe of Edward II', pp. 84-87, 101; and Johnson,
"Wardrobe and Household", pp. 218-20, 233-34. '
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THE HOUSEHOLD'S RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURES
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The various tituli éf receipts and expenditures are
recorded in the following tables. All the accounté but Wake-—
field's strike a balance at the end of the accouﬁting year;
all the rela%ed exchequer enrolled‘accounts strike a-balance.

The enroilments indicate that Farley, Brantingham, and
& ghatty 8

Beverley were eventuaIl& paid the balance in their favour (that

is, the superpldsagiuﬁﬁ< f%e respective deb?ts and creditsqof
Gunthorpe and Wakefield Qere applied to theiﬁ succeeding '
accounts.- ‘ . 4 L

For 'the most part the ariﬁhmetic-in ;%é accounts is .
accurate, al?hough there are a nﬁmbér,&f'erré;s. Some seeﬁ to
have been séribal in.naturel For examéié)xéhe totalmexpenditﬁre
on folio 33r of Gunthorpe's Dona is giveh as £8 13s.11d., but
in the lower right hand cormner there is'also written £8 35.lldf
In fact, the lattef is the corréct»gum; this figure was used
to obtain the final titulus expense. N

Some mistakes either were made or apparently overlooked

by the auditors. . For example, on the last folio (78r) of

Farley's Feoda et Robe the final entry‘was written by a hand
' S

other than the one that drew up the account. Thékexpense

recorded in this entry was not added to the folio or the titulus

totals. In addition, the item itself contains a definitg error.

~

Two men each received winter robes valued at 26s.8d., but the

,-

‘expenditure recorded is only 33s.4d. The final folio (49r) of

Gunthorpe's Vaﬁa.veﬁ;torum contains only two entries. The first
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shows that a hunter received wages for himself at 1 1/2",.(1.
per day aud food allowances of 3/4d. ecach per day for ©
grcthpnds for-a total of 17 days. The total expense 1s
8=.6d., but, for some reason, the expenditure recorded 1in ,the
account was crased. Thg second entry reveals that 3 men cach
received wages of 1 1/2d. per day‘and 3/4d. cach per day fof
18 greyhouﬁds for 13 days. The expenditure is correctly )
given as 19s.6d. The total expenditure of these ¢ntries

should have amounted to 28s., but the sum record is 28s.6

1/24.



310

TABLE VI

FARLEY'S RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES

Recelpts: \ : f o S. d.
Recepta Scaccarii . . . . . . . 108,624 5 7 1/2
Recepta Forinseca . . . . . .-. 20,743 16 3/4
Debita per Billas*. . . . .-. . 30,386 17 7 3/4
Debita sine Billis* . . . . . . 917 3
Debita per Tallias* . . . . . . 127 14 8 1/4
Total . . . . . 160,799 14 3 1/4
EXpenses: |
Hésgicium Tl e e e e e e e 8,554 6 1/2
Elemosina e e e e e e e 328 8 11
Necessaria . .« « « « « « « « = 6,159 14 1
vadia Falconariorum . . . . . . 863 19 5 1/4
DONI@ & o « = o o o o o o « « = 3,259 17 8 3/4
Nuncii . . . - < .« . . . . . . . lo 9 7 10 -
Feoda et Robe . . . . . . . . . 1,293 10 8
Vadia Guerre . . . . . . . . . 133,820 16 6 1/2
vadia Pacis . . . .0 o o o . . 431, ~ 9 1/4
Prestita . . +« « « « « « « .« . 6,897 . 15 Sr*
Total . . . . 161,619 19 g 1 awx*
Farley's superplusagium . . . . 820 5 S5 ***

o
o

R .
Tout, Chapters, VI, pp. 90-91, does not include, or
make reference to, these debts.

* %

The.enrollment reads £6,897 15s.4d.

* %k % . .
The enrollment reads 4d. less for the total expense

and the superplusagium.
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TABLE VII

GUNTHORPE'S RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES

“Receipts: £ S. d.
Recepta Scacearii . . . . . . 18,472 3 5
Recepta Forinseca . . . - . . 10,688 17 1/2 —
Debita* . . . . -+ + « .« - = - 40
Total . . . . 29,201 5 1/2 .

Expenses:

Hospicium e e e e e« . . 17,545 4 10
Elemosina e e e e e e e e 148 3 g**
Dona . . - - e & 4 . e .. 493 4 1
NUNCii . « o = « o o o o« « = 30 17 3
NecessSariad . « « « ey o =+ = 4,068 17 5
Vadia Venatorum . . . . - - o 100 7 1/2
vVadia Falconariorum . . . . . 245 8 5
Feoda et Robe . . . . . - . . 289 8 grx*
Prestita et Remanencia . . . 4,133 11 31/2
Total . . . . 27,055 2 8#
Balance owed by Gunthorpe . . 2,145 A 17 9 1/2#

* .
_ Touuv . chapters, VI, pp- 92-93, does not include, or
make 1 ‘~;. . to, this debt.

x“The enrollec account reads £148 3s.
*kk ¥
The enrolled accounts reads £304 19d., a sum also
given in the wardrobe book, but not as the titulus total.
Addition of the page total yields £289 8s.8d. P

» #Because of the discrepancies mentioned in the previqgs .
notes, the total expense is £14 12s.11d. higher in the enroll- —
" ment than in the wardrobe book, while the balance owed in the
enrollment is lesser by a similar amount than that in the

wardrobe book.

!
g,

<
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TABLE VIII

YPRES' RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES D

Receipts: : . : £ S. d.
Recepta Scaccarii . - - - - - 3,779 10 4 1/2
Recepta Forinseca . . . . - - 5,903 3 ) 10 1/2

Total . . - - - 9,682 14 3.
Expenses: - !
Hospicium e e e e e e e e 4,435 2 7 1/2
Elemosina e e e e e e e e s 152 9 8
Vessellamenta Argenti*. . . . 200 13 9
Necessaria*® . . . .« « « =« =« = 505 6 1/2
Empcio Equorum*. . . . - - - 9 . 6 8
Restaurum Equorum*. . . . . . 12
Feoda et Robe . . . - - - - - 181 13 4
Calciatura . . « =« =« = = = = ‘ 22 19 8
Calciatura vallettorum Regine 9 4
Dona . . - =« « = = @« = < =+ = 129 3 6
NUNCLILI + - « =« 4 = "« == == =~ - 10 18 4
Vadia Venatorum . . . . . - - 40 o1 8 1/4%**
Vadia Falconariorum . . . - - 128 7 1/2*%**
Prestita et Remanencia . . - = 3,994 14 1 1/4

Total . . . . . 9,742 x 5*
Brantingham's superr ;agium 59 6 ,2#

3

* . . .
These four tituli add to £727 6s.5 1/2d., £1 more than
the sum given in the enrollment.

* * -
The sum in the enrolled account is £39 3s.4 1/24d.

o

* kK .
No sum is given in the enrolled account. .

#Because of the discrepanciesvmentionéd in the previous'
notes, the total expense and the superplusagium are.fl 18s.4d.
higher in the wardrobe book than in the enrol lment.




TABLE IX

WAKEFIELD'S RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES

313

Receipts:

Recepta Scaccarii
Recepta Forinseca

Total

Expenses (first vyear):

Hospicium

Elemosina .

Necessaria

Empcio Equorum
Restaurum Equorum
Feoda et Robe

Dona

Nuncii - - ...
Vadia Venatorum . . ..
Vadia Falconariorum
Vadia Guerre

Total . . .

Expenses (second ar) :

Hospicium B

Elemosina . . . . .
Necessaria . . . . « . . .
Restaurum Equorum . . . . .
Feoda et Robe . . . . . .
Dona e e e e e e e e e e

NUncii . « « @ o v o o o .
.Vadia Venatordm - . . . . .
Vadia Falconariorum

Prestita . . . . % . . . . -
‘Remanencia . . . . . . .
Total

Total expenses for both years

[Wakefield's, superplusagium

31,003
6,480

37,494

13,876
389
1,702
1,276
30
544
426
18

60
187
97

18,608

13,747
399
1,408
20

547
527

11

46

222

1,680

2,838
©21,448

40,057
2,562

14
13

=N

18

12
11

18

17

17

N UL

12

B N O

11

oW

12

1/2
1/4

3/4

1,2
3/4

1/2
1/2
1/2

1/4

1/2

1/4
1/2°

1/4

1/2

'3/4]
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TABLE X -
BEVERLEY 'S RECEIPTS AND EXPENSES

Receipts ) Iy s. d.
Recepta Scacegcarii . . . . . 7,885 19 4
Recepta Forinseca*. . . . . 3,643 6 5 3/4
Debentur* . . . . . . . Lo, 1,805 18 6 1/2

Total . . . . 13,335 4 4 1/4
Expenses:
Hospicium . . . . . . . . 9,046 18 4 1/2
Elemosina e e e e e e . 1,177 11 10 1/2
Necessaria . e .. 906 9 4 1/2
Emnpcio Equorum . . . . . . 79 6 8
Restaurum Equorum . . . . . 14
Feoda et Robe . . . . . . . 519 4
Dona .« .+« « o & « e e e . . 59 18 4
Nuncii . . e e e e e "3 13 4
vVadia Venatorum e e e ... 23 19 7 1/4
Vadia Falconariorum W . 181 16 2 1/2
Prestita . . . . + . . . . 1,32= 7 3

Total . . . . 13,338 1 4 1/4
Bevefley's sqpegg}usagium . 2 17

_ Tout, Chagters, VI, pp. 94- 95
the Recepta Forinseca as being £5,449 5s.

mentioning that it include the debts.

records the value of
1/4d. without



