
    
      
        
          
        
      

    



	[image: ]

	 
	[image: ]





[image: ]


​Introduction


[image: ]




The Battle of Agincourt, a pivotal confrontation in the Hundred Years' War, occurred on October 25, 1415, on Saint Crispin's Day. This historic clash saw the forces of King Henry V of England face off against a vastly larger French army commanded by Charles d'Albret, the Constable of France. The battle would become renowned for the extraordinary victory of the English and the legendary status it conferred upon their king.

The backdrop to Agincourt was a prolonged conflict between England and France, rooted in claims to the French throne and territorial disputes that had simmered for over seventy years. Following his coronation in 1413, Henry V sought to reaffirm and expand his claims to French lands. In August 1415, he launched a major military campaign, beginning with the siege and capture of the strategic port of Harfleur. The siege, however, depleted his forces and delayed his campaign, setting the stage for the fateful encounter at Agincourt.

Henry's army, reduced by disease and exhaustion, numbered around 6,000 men, predominantly longbowmen, with a core of dismounted knights and men-at-arms. In contrast, the French mustered a formidable host, estimated between 20,000 and 30,000 soldiers, composed of heavily armored knights, men-at-arms, and archers eager to crush the English invaders.

The battlefield itself, a narrow, muddy strip of land flanked by dense woods near the village of Agincourt, would play a crucial role in the events that unfolded. The terrain favored the English defensive tactics and hampered the French, whose heavy cavalry and densely packed infantry struggled to maneuver in the confined space.

As the dawn broke on October 25, the stage was set for a dramatic and bloody encounter that would alter the war's course and leave an indelible mark on military history. The Battle of Agincourt, remembered for its remarkable display of tactical brilliance, bravery, and the effective use of the English longbow, would see the underdog triumph in a manner that has been celebrated and immortalized in literature, most notably by William Shakespeare in his play "Henry V."

The ensuing battle not only showcased King Henry V's strategic genius but also demonstrated the evolving nature of medieval warfare, where discipline and innovative tactics could overcome numerical inferiority. Agincourt's legacy would resonate through the centuries, epitomizing the triumph of determination and leadership against formidable odds.
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Henry was born in Monmouth Castle on September 16, 1386, as the eldest of six children to Henry of Lancaster and Mary de Bohun, the younger daughter and co-heiress of Humphrey de Bohun. Humphrey, the last male descendant of the De Bohuns, held the titles and estates of the Earls of Hereford, Northampton, and Essex. Eleanor, Mary’s elder sister, was married to Thomas of Woodstock, the youngest son of Edward III. Thomas sought to secure the Hereford estates, reportedly worth an annual income of fifty thousand nobles (equivalent to around two hundred thousand pounds today). He took charge of Mary, planning to have her join the Sisters of St. Clare, but John of Gaunt intervened. During Thomas’s absence in France, John had Mary moved to Arundel Castle, where she soon married his son Henry. Mary died in 1394 at the age of twenty-five. Known for her education, Mary’s love for books likely influenced her son, Henry.

Henry of Lancaster's character has been variously assessed. In his youth, he gained a reputation for bravery, embarking on Crusade against the pagans of Lithuania. His martial prowess was notable, but some accounts suggest he was so tainted by crime that his father wished for his execution. Bold and possibly unscrupulous, Henry seized the throne amidst Richard II’s weaknesses and vices, likely believing himself more fit to rule than his cousin. His power, however, was maintained through deceit and cruelty, betraying former allies like the Lollards and ruthlessly crushing enemies. This hard-won power was passed to his son, Henry V, under more favorable circumstances. Despite a conspiracy against him, the younger Henry’s title was largely unchallenged. Early military successes, combined with his attractive appearance and the inherited beauty of the Plantagenets, bolstered his popularity. His timely death preserved his legacy, much like how the Black Prince’s glory remained untarnished had he died after Poitiers.

Tradition holds that young Henry was a delicate child nursed in a village near Monmouth. His cradle was long displayed in Bristol, and his nurse, Joan Waring, received an annuity after Henry’s ascension to the throne. John of Gaunt’s household book offers insights into Henry’s education, noting payments for harp strings and grammar books. Henry's continued health issues are reflected in payments for couriers sent to inform his father of his illnesses.

When his father was banished at twelve, Henry likely remained under his grandfather’s care. Following John of Gaunt’s death in February, the Crown seized Henry of Lancaster’s estates on charges of slandering the King and consorting with enemies. Young Henry accompanied Richard II to Ireland and was knighted by the King. When Richard returned to England, Henry was left in Ireland but was quickly summoned back after Richard’s capture. He reunited with his father at Chester and accompanied him to London. On September 29, Richard signed a deed of abdication; the next day, Parliament deposed him, and the Archbishops of Canterbury and York crowned the Duke of Lancaster.

Henry was likely made Prince of Wales on his father’s coronation day. Shortly after, he received the title officially, along with the custody of lands and revenues in Wales, Chester, and Flint. The Council then deliberated on his residence and household arrangements.

Negotiations for Henry’s marriage began soon after. A mission to the French King proposing alliances was rejected, as the French King recognized only Richard II. Following Richard’s death, Henry sought the hand of Isabella of Valois, the eldest daughter of Charles VI of France, but his proposals were repeatedly rebuffed. Isabella, who remembered her late husband fondly, and the French court, unwilling to acknowledge Henry’s title, both rejected the match. Henry later married Isabella’s younger sister through more forceful means.

According to local tradition, young Henry studied briefly at Queen’s College, Oxford, under the care of his uncle Henry, who later became Cardinal Beaufort. Beaufort was Chancellor of the University from 1397 to 1398, a position requiring residency and performing duties now delegated to the Vice-Chancellor.

Queen’s College, founded in 1341 by Robert Eglesfield under the patronage of Queen Philippa, consort of Edward III, was considered an appropriate residence for Plantagenet princes. A room over the gateway facing St. Edmund’s Hall was long shown as Henry’s quarters, featuring a portrait of him on the window glass and a Latin inscription that recorded, “Henry V, conqueror of his enemies and of himself, was once the great inhabitant of this little chamber.” This glass is now in the upper library. Although there is no documentary evidence to confirm Henry’s residency at Oxford, it is not implausible. Given his academic inclinations and his uncle’s position, such a residence could have been a practical way to occupy his time. If it occurred, it would have been between October 1399 and March 1401. By March 10, 1401, Henry had begun participating in public affairs, evidenced by his successful petition for a royal pardon for rebels in North Wales.

Depicting Prince Henry poses a challenge due to Shakespeare’s masterful portrayal of “Prince Hal” in his plays. Shakespeare’s Prince Hal, a vibrant and reckless youth engaging in tavern brawls and leading troops to victory at Shrewsbury, is a creation of genius cemented in the public imagination, overshadowing the historical Henry. Whether historically accurate or not, Shakespeare's portrayal has left an indelible mark.

In literature, this phenomenon is akin to how Pope's translation of the Iliad remains celebrated for its style and versification despite its divergence from the original. Similarly, the world will always associate Henry’s youth with the roguish Prince Hal, who consorts with Falstaff and soliloquizes over his fallen bulk at Shrewsbury. Historical figures often become entwined with these fictional depictions, much like Xenophon’s idealized Cyrus or Tacitus’s Tiberius.

Shakespeare’s Prince Hal is thus a literary fact independent of its historical accuracy. While many historical details about Henry exist, Shakespeare's portrayal is influential. Recognizing Shakespeare as both a genius and a playwright who needed to entertain, it is understandable that he took liberties with historical accuracy for dramatic effect. The dynamic interplay between the slender, flamboyant Prince Hal and the corpulent, unkempt Falstaff undoubtedly entertained the audience of the Globe Theater. This juxtaposition, alongside the idea of a future king mingling in Eastcheap taverns, captured the public’s imagination and added a romanticized twist to Henry's legacy.

Shakespeare adapted the play "The Famous Victories of Henry the Fifth," possibly written by comedian William Tarleton, into his renowned works. In the original play, Sir John Oldcastle is depicted as a lowly buffoon, contrasting sharply with the real Oldcastle, a man of high morality. After the play's initial success, Shakespeare replaced Oldcastle with Falstaff and Bardolf, both historical figures whose reputations Shakespeare altered for dramatic purposes. Bardolf, an ambassador and Lieutenant of Calais, and Sir John Falstaff, a distinguished general, were unconnected to disreputable behavior. Shakespeare randomly chose their names, illustrating his blend of historical and creative storytelling.

In the first part of "Henry IV", we see Prince Henry associating with questionable companions and engaging in riotous behavior until he is called to a serious role, commanding the army his father sends against northern and western rebels. His gallant behavior on the field of Shrewsbury ultimately redeems his tarnished reputation. Let us examine the historical facts behind this portrayal.

In early 1400, Henry IV faced considerable threats to his newly won throne. He had discovered a plot against his life, and the Kings of France and Scotland refused to recognize his title, even preparing for an invasion of England. More immediately, Wales was in revolt under Owen Glendower, a descendant of Llewellyn who had been defeated by Edward I. Young Henry was entrusted by his father with addressing this Welsh rebellion. It is remarkable that a boy not yet fourteen was given such a position of authority, making it implausible that he could have been profligate.

The young Prince was actively involved in military affairs. By August 15, 1401, he was summoned to a council in London. The Welsh rebellion flared up a month later, and Henry was likely engaged in active service. By November, he commanded a small force and received a thousand pounds by order of the council. In the following year, he wrote to the Privy Council detailing his actions in Wales, including burning Owen Glendower’s mansion and capturing and executing one of Glendower’s chief men. Henry remained committed to his duties despite his challenges, including financial difficulties.

In June 1401, the King ordered a general levy, summoning all liable persons to meet him at Lichfield to march against the Welsh rebels. Further orders directed the people of Derby and Shropshire to meet "our very dear son, Henry, Prince of Wales," at Chester on August 27th. The King's resources were stretched thin by new dangers, forcing him to adapt his plans continually.

On March 7, 1403, a vital ordinance was issued by the King in Council, appointing Henry as the Lieutenant of Wales, granting him civil and military command of the most disturbed part of the kingdom. By then, Henry was midway through his sixteenth year. Shortly after, Shropshire residents requested men-at-arms and archers for protection until the Prince could arrive.

During this time, Henry IV faced a more formidable threat from a coalition led by Henry Percy, known as Harry Hotspur, who felt unjustly treated by the King. Hotspur allied with Owen Glendower and the Earl of Douglas. Glendower was to invade Gloucestershire, prompting the King to direct all available forces to support his son, Prince Henry. At the same time, an attack from Scotland threatened the northern borders, and the Percies were initially commissioned to repel it. However, the King soon learned of their true intentions and issued orders to repel Hotspur's invasion.

The Battle of Shrewsbury took place six days after these orders. Prince Henry fought bravely on the field, though the legendary achievement Shakespeare attributes to him—killing Hotspur in single combat—is likely exaggerated. A chance arrow reportedly killed Hotspur during a charge. The young Prince himself was wounded in the forehead by an arrow.

Although a masterful literary creation, Shakespeare’s portrayal of Prince Henry does not fully align with historical facts. The real Henry was a dedicated and active military leader from a young age, demonstrating responsibility and bravery that contributed to his later successes as King Henry V.

After the Battle of Shrewsbury, Henry IV’s confidence in his son remained strong. Two days later, he expressed his trust in Henry, Prince of Wales, granting him full authority to grant amnesty at his discretion to individuals involved in the recent rebellion in Chester and other specified regions.

Owen Glendower, who had not been defeated alongside the Percies at Shrewsbury, continued his rebellion. In 1404, he assumed the title of Prince of Wales. In June of that year, the Sheriff of Hereford and local gentlemen appealed to the King for help against the Welsh rebels. Prince Henry was directed to assist them, and on June 20, he wrote to his father from Worcester, where he had established his headquarters. He thanked his father for his kind letter and expressed his commitment to defending Hereford County from the Welsh rebels. Henry also wrote to the Council and followed up with another letter four days later.

On August 30, the Council allocated three thousand marks to Henry for maintaining Denbigh Castle and other strongholds in North Wales, suggesting he remain on the Herefordshire border before invading Wales. A document from the same period lists castles in North Wales that Henry had maintained at his own expense since the rebellion began.

In March 1405, Henry reported a victory over the Welsh rebels to the King:

“On Wednesday, the 11th day of this present month of March, the rebels in parties from Glamorgan, Morganoe, Usk, Netherwart, and Overwart were assembled to the number of eleven thousand by their own account. On the said 11th of March they burnt part of your town of Grosmont. Thereupon I sent my dear cousin Lord Talbot and others. To them there joined themselves your faithful and valiant knights, William Newport and John Greindel. And though they were but a small number, yet was it well seen that the victory is not in the multitude of the people but in the power of God.... By the aid of the Blessed Trinity your people held the field of battle and vanquished the said rebels, and slew of them, by one account eight hundred, since said one thousand.... No prisoners were taken save one, a great knight, whom I would have sent to you but that he cannot yet comfortably ride.... I pray God to keep you always in joy and honor, and to grant me that I may soon comfort you with other good news.”

In 1405, King Henry IV quelled a significant insurrection in the north through prompt action and skilled diplomacy, executing its leaders, Scrope, Archbishop of York, and Mowbray, Earl Marshal. He then focused on Wales, seeking to crush Glendower. Despite bringing a large force into the field, the King achieved little as the Welsh retreated to their mountain strongholds. The terrible weather, believed to be the result of Glendower's magical arts, further hindered their efforts. The King returned to London in the autumn, disbanding most of his forces and leaving Henry in command of the operations.

Detailed accounts of Henry’s activities from public documents of the time portray him as a vigorous young prince, actively leading efforts against the rebellion, albeit supported by older advisors. Despite being hampered by financial constraints, Henry received increasing support from the King, Privy Council, and Parliament. The King entrusted the region to Henry, often changing his plans to address new threats while ensuring his son remained in charge. Parliament frequently allocated funds for Henry’s campaigns, reflecting their confidence in his leadership.

In early 1406, the Privy Council considered Henry’s succession to the throne and his authority in Wales, including the power to grant amnesty to rebels. On April 3, the House of Commons addressed the King, commending Henry for his diligence in governing Wales. Two days later, Henry was reappointed as Lieutenant of Wales until November 11, with special authority to pardon rebels. As the King’s health declined, the succession question became urgent. On April 26, the King wrote from Windsor, informing the Council of his inability to travel due to illness. The Commons thanked Henry for his service in Wales, and Parliament declared Henry and his heirs succession. This act, later amended to include all legitimate heirs, underscored the nation’s confidence in Henry as the future monarch.

The proclamation of the Act was dated December 22. By this time, Prince Henry had arrived in London, marking his first recorded presence in the capital. His name appeared on the list of attendees at the Privy Council meeting on December 8 but was absent from the list dated November 27, indicating he was sworn in between these dates. Henry attended another meeting on January 30, where Thomas Langley, Bishop of Durham, resigned the Great Seal, passing it to Thomas Arundel, Archbishop of Canterbury. It is unclear how long his stay in London lasted, but he likely returned to his duties when the campaigning season began. By early autumn, he had achieved notable successes, receiving the submission of three Welsh chiefs, an event of significant importance.

In a brief parliamentary session from October 20 to November 21, 1406, the Prince again received public thanks. Later that year, the King granted him property forfeited by outlawed individuals and reappointed him as Lieutenant of Wales for the fourth time. At this point, Henry had turned twenty. His appointment was renewed twice—on December 27, 1407, and January 19, 1409–10. Given his maturity, it would have been inappropriate to assign the chief command in Wales to anyone else. However, during the latter part of his father’s reign, he seemed less involved in Welsh affairs. The last record of his presence in Wales is a document from Carmarthen Castle, dated September 23, 1408. Despite Glendower’s continued resistance, the Welsh rebellion was confined to limited areas. The rich plains of Herefordshire and Worcestershire were no longer under threat, marking a successful, albeit often underrated, campaign for Prince Henry.

Henry was nearly nine months younger than the Black Prince at Crécy when he was first formally appointed. In those times, young men, especially of royal descent, matured quickly, adapting early to the responsibilities of power. Thus, Henry likely deserves considerable credit for managing Welsh affairs during his active lieutenancy.

On February 28, 1409, Henry was appointed Constable of Dover Castle. After this, there is no record of his presence in Wales, though he retained the office of Lieutenant. He primarily resided in London or at his new posts.

This period provides an appropriate context to examine the famous story of Henry’s alleged insolence toward the Chief Justice, his subsequent punishment, and his submission. Shakespeare places this incident early in Henry’s life, with Falstaff’s page mentioning in the first act of "Henry IV, Part 2", “Here comes the nobleman who committed the Prince for striking him about Bardolph.” This suggests the event occurred before the Battle of Shrewsbury, which begins the second play. However, this is implausible, as Henry was only around fifteen and resided continuously in Wales.

Shakespeare’s portrayal, which includes the Prince striking the Chief Justice “about Bardolph,” is inaccurate. The Prince never esteemed Bardolph, a disreputable companion of Falstaff. The famous scene in which the newly crowned King Henry V addresses the Chief Justice captures the dramatic essence of the story:

“How might a prince of my great hopes forget

So great indignities you laid upon me?

What! rate, rebuke, and roughly send to prison

The immediate heir of England!”

After hearing the Justice’s defense, Henry continues:

“You are right, justice, and you weigh this well;

Therefore, still bear the balance and the sword:

And I do wish your honors may increase,

Till you do live to see a son of mine

Offend you and obey you, as I did.

So shall I live to speak my father’s words:

Happy am I, that have a man so bold,

That dares do justice on my proper son;

And not less happy, having such a son,

That would deliver up his greatness so

Into the hands of justice.”

Whether factual or not, this incident serves as a powerful moral and literary device, becoming a staple of historical narrative. The proper foundation of this story, or its origins if fictional, remains a subject of speculation.

The first appearance of this story is in "The Boke named the Governour", a philosophico-political treatise published in 1531 by Sir Thomas Elyot. Elyot recounts:

“The most renowned Prince, King Henry the Fifth, late King of England, during the life of his father, was noted to be fierce and of wanton courage. It happened that one of his servants, whom he well favored, was arraigned for felony at the King’s Bench. Upon being informed of this, and incited by frivolous individuals around him, he hastily went to the bar in a furious rage, where his servant stood as a prisoner, and commanded his release. Everyone was shocked, except the Chief Justice, who humbly advised the Prince to let his servant be judged according to the ancient laws of the realm. He suggested that if the Prince wished to save his servant from the rigors of the law, he should seek a pardon from the King, his father. The Prince, far from appeased, became more inflamed and tried to free his servant. The judge, recognizing the dangerous precedent and the potential repercussions, commanded the Prince, on his allegiance, to leave the prisoner and depart. The Prince, in a terrible fury, approached the judge, appearing as though he might harm him. Yet, the judge, without moving, maintained the majesty of the King’s court and, with an assured and bold countenance, said, ‘Sir, remember yourself; I keep here the place of the King, your sovereign lord and father, to whom you owe double obedience. Therefore, in his name, I charge you to desist from your willfulness and unlawful entry here, and from henceforth give a good example to those who shall be your subjects. For your contempt and disobedience, I commit you to the prison of the King’s Bench, where you shall remain until the King’s pleasure is known.’ Abashed and amazed by the judge’s gravity, the noble Prince laid his weapon aside, showed reverence, and went to the King’s Bench as commanded. His servants, indignant, reported the entire affair to the King. After contemplating the matter, the King, overjoyed, looked to heaven and exclaimed, ‘O merciful God, how much am I, above all other men, bound to your infinite goodness; especially for having given me a judge who fears not to administer justice, and a son who can obey justice.’”

This account, though detailed, does not specify the time of the incident. What foundation does it rest on, as it seems unlikely to be a complete invention? There appears to have been a tradition attributing such misconduct to the Prince. A few years after Elyot’s book, Robert Redman, or Redmayne, wrote "Historia Henrici Quinti", where he states:

“He was removed from the Council (Senatus), and access to the Court was forbidden to him. His reputation was checked in mid-course because he struck the Chief Justice, whose function it was to resolve suits and decide causes, when the Justice had committed to prison one from whose companionship Henry derived great pleasure.”

The offense is similar, but the punishment differs. The alleged removal from the Council will be discussed later. Little is known about Richard Redman beyond internal evidence from his chronicle, suggesting he was a Latin scholar inclined towards Reformed opinions and writing in the mid-sixteenth century.

Thomas Hardyng mentions that the Prince was punished by being removed from the Council by the King but does not specify the offense. Hardyng, a contemporary born in 1378, offers valuable testimony, though his account seems written late in life. Without specifying the offense, it has only indirect relevance.

Examining the King’s Bench records reveals no entry of the Prince’s committal. The summary committal to prison described, though unusual for the time, could have been replaced by a jury trial, with the Prince sent to prison upon their verdict. However, the incident’s absence from official records strongly suggests it did not occur.

Looking at earlier records, we find an instance of a Prince of Wales punished for contempt of court by his father. In the thirty-fourth year of Edward I, William de Breora was punished for contempt and insulting Roger de Hegham, a Baron of the Exchequer, following a judgment against him. The court’s action referenced a recent similar case involving Edward, Prince of Wales, who was removed from his father’s house for nearly half a year for insulting a royal servant until he made amends.

This earlier incident shows that royal discipline for contempt was not unprecedented, though it does not directly confirm the story involving Henry V.

Several phrases in Elyot's narrative seem to have been translated from Latin. The theory is that a chronicler combined various real or supposed incidents with the story told in "The Governour", which Shakespeare immortalized. It is worth mentioning that Gascoigne had demonstrated his independence of spirit. After suppressing the northern insurrection in 1405, the King directed him to pronounce the death sentence on the two leaders, Richard Scrope, Archbishop of York, and Thomas Mowbray, Earl Marshall. They had probably been tried and condemned by a court-martial. Gascoigne, appointed Chief Justice in November 1400, refused. He declared that neither the King nor any of his subjects could lawfully execute the Archbishop and that the Earl Marshall had the right to be tried by his peers. The English highly valued independence in a judge. To a monkish historian—and most historians of that time were monks—such independence was particularly commendable when it involved asserting the exemption of ecclesiastical persons from lay court jurisdiction. Gascoigne, then, would be seen as a true hero, and as with other genuine heroes, myths likely grew around his story.

The conclusion of the legend, as told by Shakespeare, depicts the young King assuring Gascoigne of his favor and promising to retain him in office. We find Gascoigne acting as a judge in Hilary term 1413 (January and February). Henry IV died on March 20th. His successor summoned a new Parliament by writ dated March 23rd, which included William Gascoigne among those summoned. However, on March 29th, William Hankford, a puisne Common Pleas judge, was appointed to Gascoigne’s office. On July 7th of the same year, a payment was recorded to Gascoigne as the late Chief Justice, for his salary and annuity. It is possible that he voluntarily resigned his office. Although we do not know his exact age, he must have been advanced in years. He had been practicing as an advocate as early as 1374, possibly making him around seventy-three at Henry’s accession—a significant age at the time. He died in 1419. A royal warrant in 1414 gave him four bucks and four does from the forest of Pontefract for life.

On the whole, the evidence is neutral. It disproves any display of magnanimity on Henry’s part, but then there does not seem to have been any occasion for such magnanimity. Gascoigne may have been removed, a common practice when offices were held at the royal pleasure, or he may have resigned. That he was continued in his office by the young King is undoubtedly fictional. The same can likely be said of the whole story.

The Prince’s appointment as Constable of Dover and Keeper of the Cinque Ports in February 1408–9 has been mentioned. A little more than a year later, on March 18th, 1409–10, the King, having the “fullest confidence in the circumspection and fidelity of his most dear son, Henry, Prince of Wales,” appointed him Captain of Calais for twelve years. Henceforth, his time was divided between duties at these places and in London, where he frequently attended Councils. The Acts of the Privy Council and other records provide a continuous history of his public life. While the details may be of minor importance, they suggest that the Prince played a leading role in the administration of foreign and domestic affairs.

Edward I had supported his feeble father, and Edward III had an able lieutenant in the Black Prince. Authentic documents indicate that Prince Henry’s behavior as the successor to the throne resembled these great predecessors rather than the dissolute heir of Edward II, whose frivolous conduct and unseemly intimacies have been erroneously attributed to Henry.

A few examples of the many instances where the Prince’s name is mentioned will illustrate the confidence and affection between him and his father. Commanding both Dover and Calais while retaining the lieutenantship of Wales signified great trust. Similarly significant was his appointment as guardian of the young Earl of March and his brother, critical figures with a rival claim to the throne. The general opinion of his character is shown by the fact that when the Lords previously appointed to the King’s Council were reaffirmed at the Commons’ request, all except the Prince of Wales took the oath to do justice due to his rank.

In 1411, the Prince received grants for operations at Calais and for the defense of Wales. In October, the King gifted him twenty hogsheads of red wine from Gascony. In the previous year, he had been granted the palace of Coldharbour for life, located in the parish of Hayes, Middlesex.

On November 2nd that year, Parliament convened and sat for six weeks. During the session, the Speaker, on behalf of the Commons, requested the King to express gratitude to the Prince and the other Lords of the Council for their diligent and dedicated efforts. The Speaker declared that the House believed these Lords had performed their duties faithfully and loyally, as promised. The Prince and his colleagues were present, and the Prince, speaking for them, affirmed their commitment to their duties. The King then thanked them. On the final day of Parliament, the Speaker recommended the Queen, the Prince, and the King’s younger son to the King, asking for the advancement of their estates. The King responded with his customary graciousness.
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