
 1 

 

A Preliminary Examination of the Leeuwengroot  
as Mentioned in Medieval Accounts 

Part Three: Florens van der Boechorst (I) 

and Gheret Heynen (II) 

 

 

by Paul A. Torongo 

 

© 2020 

 

 

 

Part of our ongoing investigation into the leeuwengroot (gros au lion, gros compagnon, gezel, 

socius) of all regions involves studying the accounting records made in the Middle Ages that 

pertain to this coin type. This is the second in a series of reports on that subject. 

 

The leeuwengroot (gros au lion, gros compagnon, socius, gezel) was a (nominally) silver 

coin, struck in the 14
th

 century in Western Europe, in particular, in the Low Countries. The 

type was first minted in Flanders (or perhaps in Brabant) in 1337, in response to the 

devaluation of silver coins in France earlier that same year. The type was quickly imitated in 

the regions around Flanders, sometimes as a “coin of convention” mandated by agreements 

between these regions. 

 

 
 

leeuwengroot of Flanders 

Louis of Nevers (1322-1346) 

Elsen 132-523 / 3.46 g. 

shown actual size 

 

 

Minting of this type ended in Flanders in 1364, and the imitations in other regions ceased as 

well. Minting of the plak series of lion-with-helm coins began in 1365 in Flanders, and was 

widely imitated in other places as the leeuwengroot had been before it. A short resurgence of 

leeuwengroten occurred in Brabant 1381-1383, with a few imitations in small regions such as 

Megen and Batenburg. 

 

Our interest therefore lies in medieval records dating c. 1337 - c. 1364, while also 

keeping an eye out for records from c. 1381-1383 (especially those from Brabant). 
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This is Part Three of our report on the leeuwengroot as found in medieval documents. It is 

assumed that the reader has read (and understood) Part One (the accounts of Jan Meester 

Lams Zoon, ref. 68) and Part Two (the accounts of Heynric de Rode, ref. 73); we will not be 

repeating the basic information regarding medieval bookkeeping as given in previous reports.  

 

 

It is important to note that medieval accounting was only consistent within a very specific 

framework. The manner in which the books were kept in one place was not necessarily the 

same manner used in another place. The manner in which the books were kept by one clerk 

was not necessarily the same manner used by another clerk (in the same place, at a different 

time), et cetera.  

 

It is the inspection of coins and the study of their detailed characteristics that is our forté, not 

the study of medieval documents. To be perfectly frank, we are “in over our heads” when we  

attempt to decipher some of the medieval accounts. In effect, what we are trying is akin to 

trying to read The Odyssey in the original Greek, armed with nothing more than a meager 

knowledge of the language, and an Ancient Greek-English dictionary. 

We are therefore highly dependent upon the works of previous researchers to aid 

us. Financial (and other) constraints also limit us to what we can find on the Internet; we have 

only seen facsimiles of any of the documents, none of the originals, and even some of the 

modern transcriptions were unavailable to us. Fortunately, new old things keep turning up on 

the Net every day, so in time, more medieval records are sure to become available to 

researchers. 

 Unfortunately, none of the “experts” in the field of medieval accounting that we 

contacted have responded to our messages as of yet, and so we are still on our own out in the 

wilderness. 

 

We are going to continue our investigation into 14
th

 century documents with two more “easy” 

ones: I. The accounts of Florens van der Boechorst, and II. The accounts of Gheret 

Heynen, both of which include only 1 entry recording transactions involving a clear 

indication of leeuwengroot (socius, gezel) coins. In addition, there are a number of other 

interesting entries from both accounts that we will also be examining. 

 

We have taken these accounts from Hamaker, whose transcriptions are the only version 

available (as far as we know), without tracking down and inspecting the original, medieval 

documents. We are therefore relying on Hamaker’s transcriptions to be accurate. We are 

unaware of any subsequent literature having been published regarding these particular 

accounts. 

 

 

The “Value” of Money 

 

In the real world of day-to-day life, the “value” of money is in its purchasing power. For the 

moment, we are less concerned with how much bread one leeuwengroot coin could buy, than 

we are with the relationships of gold and silver coins to one another. The purchasing power of 

a coin might change due to external factors that have to do with the making of bread (for 

example), such as the price of flour, but this apparent change in the “value” of a coin has 

nothing to do with the coinage itself. 
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When the “value” of the gold écu (for example) changes, in relation to the denier tournois (for 

example), it is due to one (or more) of four basic factors: 

 

 The current weight and fineness of the gold écu 

 The current weight and fineness of the silver tournois 

 The current price of gold bullion 

 The current price of silver bullion 

 

It is therefore often difficult to see why the value of the écu changes from 160 đ holland to 

144 đ holland (for example). In many such cases, the answer would be that the “new” écu 

being minted contain less gold than the “old” écu previously minted. But in theory, if the king 

of France had begun striking “better, finer” tournois containing more silver per coin, it would 

take less of them to buy 1 gold écu, and the “value” of the écu would appear to drop. 

 

__________________________ 

 

 

Hamaker 
Ref. 1 

 

We pored through all of the FvdB account entries, looking for the word socio, socios, socius, 

socii, sociorum, soc., and/or anything else similar, as well as the word gezel, ghezelle, 

gheselle, ghez.), etc. In addition, we looked over the entries in general, looking for references 

to other coin types or anything else interesting of whatever nature. 

Bear in mind the previously mentioned difference between gezellen coins and gezellen 

human companions (ref. 68, p. 4). 

 

There is only 1 reference to the socius coin in the accounts; most of this report is taken up 

with a discussion of posts involving peripheral matters such as the gold écu, the groot of 8 đ 

holland, the silver gans, and other things. 

 

 

In this report: 

 

Amounts that are underlined are taken verbatim from the original documents, while 

those that are not, are the calculations performed by ourselves and/or the medieval 

clerk(s), and the corresponding results. 

 

Words in [square brackets] are absent from the original text, but have been inserted by 

us in order to clarify the text. 

 

Words in red indicate something that is incorrect or suspect. 

 

 

_____________ 
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I. THE ACCOUNTS OF FLORENS VAN DER BOECHORST 
 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 257  
[1]

 

 

 

The Friday before St. Katharine’s Day, 1342 – The Saturday on St. Bartholomew’s Eve, 1343 

39 weeks, 1 day 

 

 

__________________________ 

 

 

The accounts of Florens van der Boechorst, rentmeester & baljuw of Amstelland, Waterland 

& Den Zevank, can be found on pp. 255-454 of the first volume of Hamaker’s Holland 

transcription (ref. 1). The accounts cover the period 22 November, 1342 – 22 July, 1346. Note 

that William IV, count of Holland (et al) died 26 September, 1345, leaving no heir. 

 

 I.   November 22, 1342 – 23 August, 1343 

 II.  23 August, 1343 – 18 August, 1344 

 III.  18 August, 1344 – 30 May, 1345 

 IV.  30 May, 1345 – 19 November, 1345 

 V.  19 November, 1345 – 22 July, 1346 

 

 

 

On pp. 257, 273, 302, 312, 359, 373, 453 (etc.), the name is given as: Florans van der 

Boechurst. On pp. 430 & 434, we find: Florans van der Boechorst, and at various other points 

he refers to himself simply as haren or haer Florans (p. 434: haer Flarans). On. p. 452 we 

find Florys and Florise. 
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Gezellen (Coins) and Ganzen (Coins) 

 

In theory, we would expect the first period that Florens van der Boechorst was rentmeester to 

have included posts regarding socius coins (which were minted until October, 1343). In fact, 

the sole post involving gezellen is followed by over 30 posts involving ganzen (“geese”), 

which numismatists and historians have identified as the grand blanc ½ groten that were 

struck in Flanders before the leeuwengroot was ever minted; minting of the “gans” ended in 

April, 1337. That there should be so many posts involving such “old” coins is noteworthy, 

especially in view of the lack of posts involving the “newer” leeuwengroot. Clearly, the gans 

had not disappeared from circulation. 

 

 

__________________________ 

 

 

The Socius Entry 

 

This is the only post involving socius coins: 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 288  
[1]

 

 

 

 “…6 ghesellen, elc 6 đ [holland] maect 3 β. [holland]…” 

 

 

 6 gezel x 6 đ [holland] = 3 β [holland] = 36 đ holland 

 

 

This is fairly straightforward.  

 

 

 

The following posts, over 30 of them, all involve ganzen coins valued at 3 ½ đ holland each. 

2 ganzen would therefore be worth 7 đ holland, which was slightly more that 1 gezel (groot) 

coin. 

 

 “…8 ganse, dat stic 3 ½ đ. [holland] maect 3 β. [holland]…” 

 

 

 “…12 ganse, elc 3 ½ đ., [holland] maect 28 đ. [holland]…” 
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Hamaker (Holland) I, pp. 288-289  
[1]
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We could find no other references to socius (gezel) coins in the accounts of Florens v.d. 

Boechorst.  

 

 

__________________________ 

 

 

Gezellen (Humans) 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 273  
[1]

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 454  
[1]

 

 

 

We only found a small number of posts referring to gezellen (human companions), that clearly 

have nothing to do with gezel coins since they use the word gheselscap (company). 

 

 

 

__________________________ 

 

 

Rekenpond 

 

At the beginning of the Florens v.d. Boechorst accounts, it is not immediately clear which 

rekenpond is being employed. Most of the entries give only sum totals, and do not involve 

any conversions. Those conversions that do appear, do not relate the rekenpond being used 

(cf. the entry involving the socius). It is not until p. 284 that the word holland appears after 

the total, an indication that the amounts are being recorded in pond holland. 
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Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 284  
[1]

 

 

On this page and the following page, there are some other posts that give holland as the 

qualifying factor. The word subsequently disappears again from the accounts. 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 285  
[1]

 

 

 

The last mention of pond holland. Note that the gold écu would have been worth 144 đ 

holland at this point: 

 

 20 écu = 12 £ = 2,880 đ holland = 144 đ holland per écu 

 

 

 

The pond holland indication returns on p. 299, with the value of the écu given at 144 đ per 

écu: 
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Hamaker (Holland) I, pp. 298-299  
[1]

 

 

 

The word holland immediately disappears again from the accounts. And so on. 

 

 

 

Since the books “are being kept in” pond holland, based upon a gold écu of 144 đ holland, we 

are at a loss to explain the “backwards” entries with totals expressed in “good money” (goots 

ghelts, goeden ghelde, etc.), which had a fluctuating “value” of 160, 162 or 164 đ holland: 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, pp. 332-333  
[1]

 

 

 

The first amount is expressed in pond holland (écu = 144 đ holland), the second in goed geld 

(écu = 164 đ holland); this seems backwards.  

See the following section: Errors in the Accounts: Goed Geld. 

 

 

 

__________________________ 
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Errors in the Accounts: Goed Geld 

 

We have not seen the original Florens v.d. Boechorst accounts (nor any facsimiles thereof). 

Since there are so few references to the gezel in these accounts, there was very little for us to 

double check. The few entries that we did double check all worked out properly – until we 

came to the errors pointed out by Hamaker. From this point on, many of the entries (involving 

“goed geld”) did not seem to work out properly. The reason for this, as we subsequently 

learned, was that Hamaker led us astray by not noticing what was really going on. 

 

In the following section, the math has a tendency to go of by a fraction of 1 denier, and 

sometimes by as much as 1 ½ - 2 đ. Many of these occasions are examples of acceptable 

“rounding up”, while others are what we consider to be “acceptable” minor errors, i.e. within 

the margin of error for someone doing their calculations on an abacus or counting table using 

fractions, and not a 21
st
 century calculator accurate to many decimal places. We are going to 

ignore such minor errors and adjustments. In many instances, for example, the clerks are 

dealing with a 36/41 fraction (or 41/36 if you prefer). 

 

On p. 463 of his Errata, Hamaker corrects some of the clerk’s arithmetic: 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 463  
[1]

 

 

_____________ 

 

 

, Hamaker: Écu Goed Geld of 160 đ Holland and Rekenpond Goed Geld 

Schild Not Pound 

 

Hamaker found what are likely to be errors made by the clerk, whereby he recorded 800 

pounds instead of 800 écu (and subsequently another 400, 400 and 200) in what was 

presumably 1344: 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 320  
[1]
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Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 320  
[1]

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 321  
[1]

 

 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 320  
[1]

 

 

 

We need to examine what Hamaker is saying here very carefully.  
 

1. He says that the clerk wrote 800 £ goed geld when he should have written 800 schild goed 

geld. As it turns out, Hamaker is probably correct on this point. (Schild is Dutch for écu, or 

‘shield’) 

 

2. Hamaker also says that [reken]ponden goed geld did not exist at the time, and that no coin 

with any such name was being minted. We believe, however, that the idea that a coin must 

have been struck in order for a money of account to have existed is probably a fallacy. 

Furthermore, as we shall see, there seem to be numerous other entries in the accounts that are 

indeed given in pond goed geld; Hamaker is silent about these entries. 

 

3. Hamaker states that écu (schilden) goed geld are regularly seen in the accounts, as though 

this is somehow evidence that a rekenpond (for silver money) that was bound to these écu did 

not (could not) have also existed. As far as we can see, rekenponden goed geld are also 

regularly seen in the accounts. Hamaker seems to be blurring the lines between real money 

(coins) and money of account. 
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4. Hamaker makes a blanket statement that these écu goed geld were valued at 160 đ holland, 

but as we shall see, entries involving écu goed geld valued at 164 đ holland can also be found 

in the accounts. In fact, a large portion of the écu goed geld found in the accounts are 

reckoned at 164 đ holland. Furthermore, there are many instances of entries where we are told 

that the écu goed geld is valued at 162 đ holland. 

As with so many terms used in medieval accounting, “goed geld” is not a hard-and-fast, 

universal description of anything, including “an écu of 160 đ holland”. Hamaker’s blanket 

statement, such as it is, is incorrect much of the time. 

 

 

, Hamaker: Schild Not Pound 
 

Returning to whether the clerk should have written schild instead of £, it appears that 

Hamaker was indeed correct about the clerk’s error, and the math for the entries on p. 321 

works out as Hamaker says it would: 

 

533 £ 6 β 8 đ = 128,000 đ holland  = 160 đ holland x 800 écu, as Hamaker says 

 

 

The Diemen (Dyemen). Loosdrecht (Loesdrecht) and Muiden (Muden) entries also work out 

correctly in the same manner (i.e. écu instead of pounds).  

 

 

If Hamaker had been wrong, and the “800 £ goed geld” had been correct, then: 

 

 

800 £ goets ghelt (sic) = 192,000 đ goets ghelt   

 

(exactly 1.5 x more than the total given in pond holland) 

 

This would have required some kind of groot goed geld (of account) with a denier valued at 

1.5 đ holland. Such a groot would have had a value of 12 đ holland. This would be the 

theoretical pond groot holland, of which we know of no example being used. The 

“groot of 8 đ holland” seems to have been the norm. 

 

 8 đ holland x 1.5 = 12 đ holland 

 

 “groot of 8 đ holland” x 1.5 = theoretical “groot holland” of 12 đ holland 

 

_____________ 

 

, Écu Goed Geld of 160 đ Holland 

 

As we have already seen, the écu was not always worth 160 đ holland as Hamaker says, it 

was sometimes worth 144 đ holland. Presumably, these are an “old” and a “new” écu, 

containing different amounts of gold. At many points in the accounts, there are conversions 

from one écu (value) to the other. Some of these entries do not invoke the term goed geld, but 

rather say that the écu is valued at 13 β 5 đ [holland]. 
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Here we see a conversion from pond payments (the écu of 144 đ holland) to pond goed geld 

(the écu of 160 đ holland), from the accounts of Gheret Heynen: 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) II, p. 109  
[2]

 

(Accounts of Gheret Heynen) 

 

 

 1 écu = 12 β [holland] = 144 đ holland  

 

92 £ 15 β 5 đ = 22,265 đ [payments] 

 

83 £ 9 β 10.5 đ = 20,038.5 đ [goed geld ]  

 

1.11111111111 = 1 1/9 

90% 

 

 

87 £ 2 β 9 đ payments = 20,913 đ payments   

 

78 £ 8 β 6 đ = 18,822 đ [goed geld]  

 

 

1.11109 = 1 1/9 

90% 

 

 

5 £ 16.5 đ goed geld = 1,216.5 đ goed geld  (écu = 160 đ holland) 

 

 

20,038.5 đ goed geld - 18,822 đ goed geld = 1,216.5 đ goed geld   

 

  

1,216.5 đ goed geld = 1,351 ⅔ đ payments (écu = 144 đ holland) 

 

  = 5 £ 12 β 7 ⅔ đ payments  (écu = 144 đ holland) 

 

 

This is a conversion from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu of 160 đ holland. Clearly, the 

rekenpond goed geld did exist, despite what Hamaker said. The rekenpond payments 

holland was worth 90% of the rekenpond goed geld. The rekenpond goed geld was worth 1 

1/9 the rekenpond payments holland. (That is, at the time that this and similar entries were 

booked.) Note that the final total is recorded in goed geld, not pond holland. 
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, Écu Goed Geld of 164 đ Holland 

 

Hamaker’s comments regarding the pond goed geld can be found on p. 320. The very next 

post that includes the words goed geld (p. 329) contradicts what Hamaker said about the value 

of the écu goed geld. The entry involves an écu goed geld that was not valued at 160 đ 

holland, but rather at 164 đ holland, something that the accounts themselves do not tell us 

(yet). 
 

 

  
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 329  
[1]

 

 

 

 1 écu = 12 β [holland] = 144 đ holland  

 

10 £ 17 β [payments] = 2,604 đ payments holland  (écu = 144 đ holland) 

 

  = 9 £ 10 β 5.5 đ goed geld = 2,285 ½ đ goed geld   (écu = 164 đ holland) 

 

 

This math will not work out using an écu goed geld valued at 160 đ holland. The calculations 

only work out properly with an écu goed geld valued at 164 đ holland. 

 

This is a conversion from a rekenpond with an écu worth 144 đ holland, as stated in the 

entry itself, to “goed geld” with an écu worth 164 đ holland (not the “blanket” 160 đ 

holland value given by Hamaker). 
 

 

The end result works out to c. 2,603 đ holland, which is off by about 1 đ holland, but “close 

enough”. 

 

(164 # 144) x 2,285 ½ đ goed geld  = c. 2,603 đ holland * 

 

 

Are we not looking at those very ponden goed geld that Hamaker said did not exist on p. 

320? 

 

 

The next post, and those on the next page of Hamaker’s transcription (p. 330) contain nothing 

relevant to our purposes. 

 The posts thereafter take us off on a tangent regarding the groot of 8 đ holland (discussed 

in ref. 73, p. 16.). 

 

 

_____________ 
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, The Groot of 8 đ Holland 

 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 331  
[1]

 

 

 

 835 £ 6 β + 1 hallinc holland  

 

 100 £ groot [tournois] = 800 £ holland  (because 1 groot = 8 đ holland) 

 100 £ groot tournois = 800 £ holland  

 

  = 2,435 £ 6 β ½ đ holland 

 

 

All of this adds up correctly, using a groot worth 8 đ holland. The inescapable conclusion, 

however, is that the “hallinc hollands” mentioned is a ½ denier holland. 
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Note that the clerk has given us a name for the “groot of 8 đ holland” discussed in ref. 73, 

referring to it as a “groot tournois”. This will not suit our purposes, however. By definition, a 

“groot tournois” would be worth 12 đ tournois. This would be a 4:3 ratio with the denier 

holland. In fact, the groot under discussion, worth 8 đ holland, was likely to be worth 16 đ 

tournois, meaning that 2 đ tournois = 1 đ holland. This “groot of 16 đ tournois” will be 

discussed in more detail in a later report. 

 

 

Continuing through the account entries: 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 331  
[1]

 

 

 

12 May, 1344 

 

282 écu = 169 £ 4 β holland = 40,608 đ holland = 144 đ holland per écu 

 

 

 

Saturday after Assumption of the Virgin Mary, [1344] 

 

36 β groot = 14 £ 8 β holland = 3,456 đ holland  

 

= 96 đ holland per β groot = 8 đ holland per groot 

 

 

This is the “groot of 8 đ holland”. 

 

 1 écu = 18 groot [of 8 đ holland] = 144 đ holland per écu 
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Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 332  
[1]

 

 

 

25 écu = 15 £ holland = 144 đ holland per écu 

 

8 pavilion = 5 £ 18 β 8 đ [holland] = 1,424 đ holland = 178 đ holland per pavilion 

 

 

Here we are also provided with a value for the gold pavilion. 

 

 

_____________ 

 

, Écu Goed Geld of 164 đ Holland and Rekenpond Goed Geld 

 

We have wandered far afield from the original topic: goed geld and Hamaker’s associated 

errors. But with the following posts, we are once again confronted with “pounds goed geld”,  

which Hamaker says did not exist. And this time, the entry itself tells us that 1 écu goed geld 

is worth 164 đ holland, not 160 đ holland: 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 332  
[1]
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1 écu = 13 β 8 đ [holland] = 164 đ holland     (= goed geld) 

 

 29 £ 5 β 7 đ holland = 7,027 đ holland    (écu = 144 đ holland ) 

 

= 25 £ 14 β 2 đ goed geld = 6,170 đ goed geld  (écu = 164 đ holland ) 

 

 

This is a conversion from a rekenpond with an écu worth 144 đ holland, to “goed geld” 

with an écu worth 164 đ holland (not the “blanket” 160 đ holland value given by 

Hamaker). 

 

The math works out correctly. The second entry works out as well: 

 

1 écu = 13 β 8 đ [holland] = 164 đ holland     (= goed geld) 

 

 4 £ 7 β 6 đ holland = 1,050 đ holland    (écu = 144 đ holland ) 

 

= 3 £ 16 β 10 đ goed geld = 922 đ goed geld  (écu = 164 đ holland ) 

 

 

Hamaker makes no comment about these entries. 

 

_____________ 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, pp. 332-333  
[1]

 

 

 

1 écu = 13 β 8 đ [holland] = 164 đ holland = goed geld 

 

 15 £ 10 β 8 đ holland = 3,728 đ holland 

 

  = 13 £ 12 β 9 đ goed geld = 3,273 đ goed geld  

 

(164 # 144) x 3,273 đ goed geld  = c. 3,727.6 đ holland * 

 

 

The math works out basically correct (there is a discrepancy of about ⅓ đ which we can 

ignore because it was “rounded up”). 
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, Hamaker: Écu Goed Geld of 160 đ Holland and Rekenpond Goed Geld 

Schild Not Pound 
 

Here follow a number of posts expressed in an écu of 144 đ holland and converted into pond 

holland (Hamaker I, pp. 333-335). In the middle of p. 335, we are informed that 1 écu [goed 

geld] = 160 đ holland, and Hamaker points out another error on the clerk’s part: 

 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 335  
[1]

 

 

 

 1 écu = 13 β 4 đ [holland] 160 đ holland = goed geld 

 

 

25 écu goed geld x 160 đ holland = 4,000 đ holland   (i.e. 25 écu, not 25 £ ) 

 

= 16 £ 13 β 4 đ holland = 4,000 đ holland 

 

 

 

28 écu x 160 đ holland = 4,480 đ holland     (i.e. 28 écu, not 28 £ ) 

 

=18 £ 13 β 4 đ holland = 4,480 đ holland 

 

 

Hamaker’s notation about the clerk’s schild / pound error is correct. 
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, Écu Goed Geld of 158 đ Holland ? 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 335  
[1]

 

 

 

In the entry on Hamaker I, p. 335, the Elten Abbey items listed (expressed in pond holland) 

correctly add up to the final total (expressed in pond holland): 

 

 Total: 47 £ 16 β 8 đ [holland] = 11,480 đ holland 

 

  x 0.90 = 10,332 đ goed geld = 43 £ 1 β * 

 

 

However: when the total given in the entry (expressed in pond holland) is multiplied by 

0.90, it does not give the total given in the account entry (expressed in goed geld), for an 

écu of 160 đ holland: 

 

Total: 43 £ 12 β goed geld = 10,464 đ goed geld 

 

 1 écu = 12 β [holland] = 144 đ holland  

 

 

So something is wrong. The total given is off by 132 đ goed geld, or 11 β too high. 
 

 

The math just does not work out properly, even if we try an écu goed geld valued at 164 or 

even 162 đ holland. Nothing makes the two totals, expressed in two different valuta, come out 

as the “same amount” – nothing except an écu goed geld valued at 158 đ holland. 

 

 

The math only works out with an écu goed geld valued at 158 đ holland. 

 

(158 # 144) x 10,464 đ goed geld  = c. 11,481 ⅓ đ holland * 

 

(144 # 158) x 11,480 đ holland = 10,462.78 đ goed geld * 

 

 

  Too high by c. 1 ⅓ đ holland, but close enough. 

  Too low by c. 1 ¼  đ goed geld, but close enough. 

 

 

But is this what happened in the 14
th

 century? Did the clerk do his calculations using an écu 

worth 158 đ holland? Or was some aspect of the amounts recorded incorrectly in the entry? Is 

there a clerical error, or did Hamaker make an error in his transcription? 
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, Écu Goed Geld of 160 đ Holland and Rekenpond Goed Geld 

 

 

Here follow a number of posts with only the totals given (in pond holland), until the summa, 

which once again mentions goed geld: 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 336  
[1]

 

 

 

 62 £ 8 đ [holland] = 14,888 đ holland 

 

 55 £ 16 β 7 đ [goed geld] = 13,399 đ goed geld 

 

 1 écu = 12 β [holland] = 144 đ holland  

 

 

This math works out correctly as a conversion from an écu worth 144 đ holland, to an écu 

goed geld worth 160 đ holland. 

 

(We have not added up the individual items to double-check this total for accuracy.) 

 

_____________ 

 

, Gold Pavilion (?) 

 

The subsequent pages (pp. 336-340) contain posts for travel costs incurred: 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 337  
[1]

 

 

 

1 pavilion = 13 β 4 đ [holland] = 160 đ holland 

 

 

The entry says pavilion, not écu (schild), but the value is the same 160 đ holland as the écu 

goed geld. The pavilion was previously worth 178 đ holland; this is quite a shift in value, 

when the [“old”] écu was only changing in value by 2 đ holland, up or down.  

Is it possible that the clerk should have written écu here instead of pavilion? Or was there 

a “new” pavilion minted? 
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, Écu Goed Geld of 164 đ Holland and Rekenpond Goed Geld 

 

 

The posts for travel costs continue. There is a summa, after which the travel cost posts begin 

anew: 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 338  
[1]

 

 

_____________ 

 

There is another summa, after which the travel cost posts begin anew, without any new 

heading. Only the final total includes any reference to goed geld, and at no point is there any 

indication of the current value of the écu. 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 340  
[1]

 

 

 

5 £ 16 β [holland] = 1,392 đ holland   

 

5 £ 22 đ goed geld = 1,222 đ goed geld   

 

 

This is a conversion from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu goed geld of 164 đ holland 
(not 160 đ holland).  

 

The last time that we encountered goed geld, it was an écu worth 160 đ holland. There is no 

specific indication in the accounts of this change to an écu goed geld worth 164 đ holland. 

 

(164 # 144) x 1,222 đ goed geld  = c. 1,391.7222 đ holland 

           rounded up to 1,392 đ holland 

 

 

_____________ 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 341  
[1]
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68 £ 5 β 4 đ = 5,286 đ holland   

 

57 £ 16 β 6 đ = 4,641 đ goed geld   

 

 1 écu = 12 β [holland] = 144 đ holland per écu 

 

 

This is another conversion from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu goed geld of 164 đ 
holland. 
 

_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 343  
[1]

 

 

22 £ 6 đ [holland] = 5,286 đ holland   

 

19 £ 6 β 9 đ goed geld = 4,641 đ goed geld   

 

 

This is another conversion from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu goed geld of 164 đ 
holland (not 160 đ holland). 
 

 

As we can see, the écu goed geld was often worth 164 đ holland. This confirms our previous 

suspicion that Hamaker was paying close attention at some points in his transcription, but less 

so at other points. 

 

_____________ 

 

 

The subsequent posts concern costs for various services performed. Only the final totals 

include any references to goed geld, and at no point in between is there any indication of the 

current value of the écu. Over and over, we have seen that ponden goed geld did indeed exist. 

 

 

All of these posts are conversions from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu goed geld of 

164 đ holland (not 160 đ holland): 
 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 344  
[1]
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_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 345  
[1]

 

 

_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 347  
[1]

 

 

_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 347  
[1]

 

 

_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 348  
[1]

 

 

 

Here, at last, we are told that the écu [goed geld] = 164 đ holland. 

 

_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 349  
[1]

 

 

_____________ 
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Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 349  
[1]

 

 

_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 350  
[1]

 

 

_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 351  
[1]

 

 

 

Here we are told that the écu [goed geld] = 160 đ holland. 

 

_____________ 

 

 

, Écu Goed Geld of 160 đ Holland and Rekenpond Goed Geld 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 352  
[1]

 

 

 

16 £ 16 β 8 đ = 4,040 đ holland   

 

15 £ 3 β = 3,636 đ goed geld  

 

 

This is a conversion from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu goed geld of 160 đ holland. 
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_____________ 

 

 

, Écu Goed Geld of 164 đ Holland and Rekenpond Goed Geld 

 

 

 
[…] 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 353  
[1]

 

 

 

1 écu = 13 β 8 đ [holland] = 164 đ holland  

 

12 £ 15 β 4.5 đ = 3,064.5 đ holland   

 

11 £ 4 β 4.5 đ goed geld = 2,692.5 đ goed geld  

 

 

This is a conversion from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu goed geld of 164 đ holland, 

as indicated in the accounts at the beginning of this section. 
 

The total is of by c. 1.5 đ goed geld (or one of the amounts was incorrectly recorded, or 

Hamaker made and error in his transcription…): 

 

(144 # 164) x 3,064 đ holland  = c. 2,690.7805 đ goed geld * 

       rounded up to 2,691 đ goed geld, is still 1.5 đ goed geld short 

of the total given in the entry 

 

 

_____________ 

 

 

There follow more posts, some of which indicate that the [“new”] écu is valued at 144 đ 

holland. On p. 358 is a final summation, which is followed by the Appendices, listing various 

expenses. The total of these expenses is once again given in goed geld (for some reason): 
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[…] 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 367  
[1]

 

 

 

1 écu = 13 β 8 đ [holland] = 164 đ holland  

 

 

The summa is a conversion from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu goed geld of 164 đ 
holland, as are the subsequent “goed geld” summae: 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 368  
[1]

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 370  
[1]

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 371  
[1]

 

 

 

 

Note that the final summation is given in pond holland. 

 

_____________ 
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Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 373  
[1]

 

 

 

The Fourth Accounting goes on for a great many pages, giving transactions expressed in pond 

holland, before there is any mention of goed geld. We are occasionally informed that the écu 

is valued at 144 đ holland (e.g. pp. 392-393).  

 

 

, Écu [Goed Geld] of 160, 162 & 164 đ Holland and Rekenpond Goed Geld 

 

There are several references to an écu of 164 đ holland, or even 162 đ holland, but term goed 

geld is not used. Most of these entries involve converting from the écu [goed geld] to the écu 

of 144 đ holland. 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 393  
[1]

 

 

 

1 écu [goed geld] = 13 β 4 đ [holland] = 160 đ holland 

 

 

This is a conversion from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu [goed geld] of 160 đ holland.  
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Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 393  
[1]

 

 

 

1 écu [goed geld] = 13 β 6 đ = 162 đ holland 

 

 

This is a conversion from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu [goed geld] of 162 đ holland. 
 

 

The value of the écu in the second post is 144 đ holland. 

 

 

 

_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 394  
[1]

 

 

 

1 écu [goed geld] = 13 β 8 đ = 162 đ holland 

 

 

This is a conversion from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu [goed geld] of 164 đ holland.  
 

 

_____________ 



 30 

 

, Écu Goed Geld of 160 đ Holland and Rekenpond Goed Geld 

 

On p. 399 the term goed geld finally returns to the accounts: 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 399  
[1]

 

 

 

These posts are all conversions from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu goed geld of 160 

đ holland.  
 

 

 1 écu [goed geld] = 13 β 4 đ holland = 160 đ holland  (= goed geld) 

 

 

Everything works out properly; the items add up correctly to the total given, and the amounts 

in pond holland (écu = 144 đ holland) or 90% of those in goed geld (écu = 160 đ holland), as 

expected. 

 

These are the sort of posts that Hamaker focused on, with the number of écu given, not the 

amount in pond goed geld. 
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, Écu Goed Geld of 162 đ Holland and Rekenpond Goed Geld 

 

 

There follow several pages of posts involving pond holland and/or the écu of 144 đ holland. 

The summae of some of them are given in an écu of 13 β 6 đ holland or 162 đ holland (pp. 

401 (2), 406, & 407), all without using the term goed geld, which only returns on p. 440: 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 440  
[1]

 

 

 

22 £ 7 đ [holland] = 5,287 đ holland  

 

19 £ 11 β 7 đ goed geld = 4,699 đ goed geld  

 

 

 (162 # 144 = 1.125) x 4,699 đ goed geld = 5,286.375 đ holland  

             rounded up to 5,287 đ holland  

 

 

This is a conversion from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu goed geld of 162 đ holland.  
 

 

_____________ 

 

 

 

These posts are all conversions from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu goed geld of 162 

đ holland: 
 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 441  
[1]

 

 

_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 442  
[1]

 

 



 32 

____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 445  
[1]

 

 

_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 446  
[1]

 

 

_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 446  
[1]

 

 

 

 1 pavilion = 13 β 4 đ [holland] = 160 đ holland 

 

_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 448  
[1]

 

 

 

 

_____________ 

 

 

These posts are all conversions from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu goed geld of 162 

đ holland. 
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In theory, this post is a conversion from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu goed geld of 

162 đ holland: 
 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 449  
[1]

 

 

 

51 £ 15 β 8 đ [holland] = 12,428 đ holland * 

 

46 £ 17.5 đ goed geld = 11,057.5 đ goed geld  

 

 

 (162 # 144 = 1.125) x 11,057.5 đ goed geld = 12,439.6875 đ holland  

             rounded up to 12,440 đ holland  

 

 

This does not add up properly. The total given expressed in goed geld is 12 đ holland too 

high. 

 

The math only works out with an écu goed geld valued at an unlikely c. 161.85 đ holland. 

 

 

 (161.85 # 144) x 11,057.5 đ goed geld = 12,428.169270833333333 đ holland  

rounded down to 12,428 đ holland  

 

 

 

It seems probable that one of the amounts was incorrectly recorded in the accounts, or 

that Hamaker made an error in his transcription. 

 

 

 

 

_____________ 
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These posts are conversions from the écu of 144 đ holland to the écu goed geld of 162 đ 
holland: 
 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 450  
[1]

 

 

_____________ 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 451  
[1]

 

 

 

_____________ 

 

 

 

 

 

There are no more references to goed geld in the Florens v.d. Boechorst accounts. 

 

 

 

 

__________________________ 
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Redaction of the Accounts 

 

At several points in his transcriptions, Hamaker decided to leave out what he considered to be 

“repetitive” information. While we are not convinced that this was a good idea (in general), it 

does not seem to have affected anything relevant to our leeuwengroot study, insofar as the 

Florens v.d. Boechorst (or Gheret Heynen) accounts are concerned. (More on this in our 

upcoming reports on the Zeeland accounts, to be published.) 

 

 

 
[…] 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 303  
[1]

 

 

 

 

 

__________________________ 
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Penalty Fines 
 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 280 
[1]

 

 

 

Some of the most interesting entries in the FvdB accounts are those involving money received 

for fines levied as penalties for various crimes and misdeeds, including fighting and non-

payment. I must admit that I have been unable to translate a number of them, but some of the 

entries are rather interesting.  

Apparently, if I am understanding these posts correctly, for example, in Purmer, Hanneke 

Zobeke paid for his wife’s infractions, as did Brodertgin, who also paid for his son’s crimes, 

all undescribed, and Colyn’s wife seems to have stolen a gown,. In Randorp, 4 men were 

fined for building an unauthorized dam, while Noppetgin seems to have been found guilty of 

kidnapping the wife of Hanne Wijntgins son. 

 

__________________________ 
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Hamaker 
 

This is what Hamaker had to say about the Florens v.d. Boechorst accounts in general: 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 255 
[1]
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Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 256 
[1]
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Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 257 
[1]

 

 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 302 
[1]
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Hamaker (Holland) I, p. 302 
[1]

 

 

 

 

__________________________ 

 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

 

The socius is only mentioned once in the accounts, with a value of 6 đ holland, while the écu 

was worth 12 β holland (i.e. 144 đ holland). The gans (i.e. the grand blanc), on the other 

hand, is mentioned on the same page and the page thereafter over 30 times, which is 

noteworthy. The socius entry was made at some point between 22 November, 1342 and 23 

August, 1343. 

 

Hamaker’s blanket statement that the écu goed geld was worth 160 đ holland is incorrect; the 

écu goed geld was sometimes worth 162 or 164 đ holland. Hamaker’s statement that the 

rekenpond écu goed geld did not exist does not seem to be correct either, as numerous entries 

give the final totals in this very rekenpond. 
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__________________________ 

 

 

 

II. THE ACCOUNTS OF GHERET HEYNEN 
 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) II, p. 3 
[2]

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) II, p. 7 
[2]
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The accounts of Gheret Heynen, rentmeester of Noordholland, baljuw of  ’sHage, can be 

found on pp. 3-221 of the second volume of Hamaker’s Holland transcription (ref. 2). The 

accounts cover the period 23 August, 1343 – 20 August, 1344. 

 

On p. 7, the name is given as: Gheret Heynen zoon and as Gheret Heynen s. On other pages 

he refers to himself as Gherets or Gheret.  

 

As with the FvdB accounts, we searched through every page looking for references to socius 

or gezel (etc.). The Gheret Heynen accounts contain only 1 clear reference to socius coins. 

 

_____________ 

 

 

This is the only post involving socius coins: 

 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) II, p. 109  
[2]

 

 

 

 

 24 gezel = 14 β [holland] = 168 đ holland = 7 đ holland per socius 

 

 

This is fairly straightforward. Note that the socius is now valued at 7 đ holland instead of 6 đ 

holland (cf. the Florens v.d. Boechorst accounts above). In addition, the écu used is not the 

“new” écu of 144 đ holland, but rather the “old” écu {goed geld}, valued at 160 đ holland: 

 

 42 écu = 28 £ [holland] = 6,720 đ holland = 160 đ holland per écu 

 

 18 ganse = 6 β [holland] = 72 đ holland = 4 đ holland per gans 

 

 

The word ghezellen in the second post is referring to human companions, as are all of the 

other references in the Gheret Heynen accounts to gezellen: 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) II, p. 50 
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Hamaker (Holland) II, p. 54 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) II, p. 59 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) II, p. 109 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) II, p. 176 

 

 

 

 

We could find no other references to socius (gezel) coins in the accounts of Gheret 

Heynen.  

 

 

 

__________________________ 

 

The Lion(s) 

 

One of the most interesting and unusual set of entries seems to relate to something that we had 

never heard of from any other source; it appears that William IV, the count of Holland, 

Hainaut (William II), and Zeeland had one or more lions. (If the words were modern Dutch, it 

would be lions, but we are unsure of how the language went in the 14
th

 century.) 

There are a large number of posts relating to the construction of a lewen huys (“lion 

house”), i.e. costs for lumber, iron and workmen. There are posts for 2 locks, for a collar and 

for leather straps, followed by large number of posts regarding money paid out for sheep and 

sheep’s bellies to feed said lion(s) (“…scaepsbuyc die de lewen verteert hebben.” ) 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) II, p. 176 
[2]
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Hamaker (Holland) II, p. 177 
[2]

 

 

 

Here is the complete set of entries regarding de lewe: 

 

 

 
 

Hamaker (Holland) II, p. 175 
[2]
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Hamaker (Holland) II, 176 
[2]
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Hamaker (Holland) II, 177 
[2]
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Hamaker (Holland) II, 178 
[2]

 

 

 

 

 

 

__________________________ 
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