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Edward East (1602–c. 1695)
Part 1 – Early Stuart period and Commonwealth
Valerie J. Finch, Adrian A. Finch, Anthony W. Finch*

This is the first part of an article outlining the life and times of Edward East, one 
of the most recognised clockmaking names of the seventeenth century.  Here we 
describe his early years: his apprenticeship and period as a journeyman. We outline 
his life and connections with other makers of the time. East made his name against 
the backdrop of one of the most turbulent times in British history. For the majority 
of his life he was based in London where he would have seen the monarch make 
frequent state processions through the streets, witnessed public beheadings and 
burnings, and experienced the Civil War with the execution of Charles I and the 
establishment of a Republic. We show how East’s rise was helped by marriage and 
the early death of a more senior journeyman in the business for which he worked. He 
fended off legal challenges to his business and coped with the fluctuating fortunes of 
his brothers. He also rode the complex ambiguities of the seventeenth-century guild 
system, making sure that he benefited from membership of two guilds and through 
ownership of workshops both within and outside guild control.

Early life
Edward East was born in Southill, Bedfordshire, 
and baptised in the parish church on 22 August 
1602, the son of John and Martha East. Martha 
was the daughter of Edward Newsam of 
Biggleswade, Bedfordshire.1 The surname 
Newsam might suggest a connection to 
Bartholomew Newsam who had been an 
established London clockmaker in the late 
sixteenth century, but no link has been found. 
Edward had three brothers, John, James and 
Jeremy and a sister Angelette. Another brother 
and sister, Jonah and Martha, died in infancy.2 
The East family were deeply rooted in the 

village – his grandfather stated in around 1579 
that the family had held land there for over 150 
years.3 His family were, by the standards of the 
time, reasonably but not substantially wealthy 
and his ancestors were members of the 
yeomanry – the class who owned and worked 
land (see note 3). Although the late sixteenth 
century had seen some lean years and poor 
harvests, by the time that Edward was born, 
the family lands were clearly providing a profit. 
This allowed them to prosper and see future 
generations of the family move into higher 
social circles. Hence in addition to the fortunes 
of Edward and his siblings, a member of the 

*Valerie Finch worked at the National Maritime Museum in the 1970s where she acquired a lifelong interest 
in horology and archives. She has contributed to several books and articles on 17th century history of 
science, including some in AH. Adrian (adrian@adrianfinch.co.uk) and Anthony Finch were smitten with her 
interest in archival studies and genealogy. Valerie and Anthony are now retired and Adrian is a Professor at 
the University of St Andrews.

1. J. L. Chester, The visitation of London, anno Domini 1633, 1634, and 1635. Made by Sr. Henry St. 
George, kt., Richmond herald, and deputy and marshal to Sr. Richard St. George, kt., Clarencieux king of 
armes,  Publications of the Harleian Society Vol. 15 (1880). 

2. Bedfordshire Archives, Registers of Southill, Bedfordshire, published by F. G. Emmison, Bedfordshire 
Parish Records, 1933. 

3. The family’s tenure of the land is described by James East in an equity suit (National Archives C3/57/1) 
vs. Leonard Baker et al. concerning a messuage in Southill. The status of the family can be inferred from the 
same source.
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family was admitted to Queens’ College 
Cambridge (1627), and in 1633 the family 
were granted arms (see note 1).
 At the time of Edward’s birth, England had 
enjoyed years of expanding commerce and a 
fair degree of religious tolerance under the 
rule of Elizabeth. On 24 March 1603 the 
Queen died and James VI of Scotland became 
King James I of England, Scotland and Ireland. 
The young Edward, although born into late 
Tudor England, would not have remembered 
Queen Elizabeth, and was the product of the 
Stuart age. Edward’s early years were probably 
spent in Southill with his brothers and sister 
but where he received his education is 
uncertain. It is however likely, from the 
finesse of his signature in later years, that he 
was well educated. He may have attended the 
Free School in Biggleswade, financed by a 
bequest of Edward Peake of Southill in 1557,4 
although generally Free Schools were for poor 
scholars. It is more likely, considering the 
social position and size of his family, that he 
received private tuition at home with his 
siblings and cousins.
 London in particular had benefited from 
the prosperity created in the Tudor age 
through trade and commerce. The Guilds of 
London kept control of who were allowed to 
work and trade within the City and it was 
considered most beneficial to be apprenticed 
to one of the more prestigious guilds such as 
the Goldsmiths, the Mercers or the Merchant 

Taylors. John East, Edward’s father, was a 
younger son (see note 2) (Fig. 1) who had 
inherited a minor interest in the family 
farmlands and who understood that to project 
his family into greater prosperity, he would 
need to have them trained outside Southill. 
We have not been able to reconstruct the 
personal links that allowed John East to 
introduce his sons to the Worshipful Company 
of Goldsmiths, but we know that John’s 
children were not the first of the extended 
family to be apprenticed to London Guilds. In 
1548, a Clement East of London was the son 
of Richard East of Potton in Bedfordshire,5 
and John East’s nephew Clement East was 
apprenticed to the London barber surgeons 
around 1612.6 More apprenticeships may 
have been arranged with London Guilds, the 
records of which are now lost. In Edward’s 
family, the eldest brother John was the first to 
be apprenticed to the Goldsmiths’ Company in 
London. His master was Robert Podmore and 
the apprenticeship was dated 9 May 1617.7 
Edward’s father John would have arranged all 
of his sons’ apprenticeships, travelling to 
London and standing up with his son for his 
binding ceremony in front of the panel of guild 
members who judged whether the trainee was 
fully qualified to join, having no other prior 
bindings and able to read and write. Edward, as 
second son, was apprenticed to Richard Rogers 
of the Worshipful Company of Goldsmiths on 
27 March 1618 (see note 7) (Fig. 2). Edward’s 

4. Digest of the Parochial returns made to the Select Committee for the Education of the Poor (1818). A 
school was established at Biggleswade in the will of Edward Peake 1557 to teach eight poor children.

5.  Will of Clement East of the City of London, skinner (National Archives PROB11/32 fol. 272v) proved 16 
July 1549 refers to ‘my father Richard East now residing in Potton in Bedfordshire’.

6. J. L. Foster, Allegations for marriage licences issued by the Bishop of London, 1520 to 1828 (1887).  
Clement East son of Clement was baptized at Southill in 1598 and his marriage licence 6 August 1622 to 
Johanna Nicholson indicates that East was a free Barber Surgeon. He must have been apprenticed c. 1612. 

7. Worshipful Goldsmiths’ Company Archives, Goldsmiths’ Company Apprenticeship books. These are 
available on-line at www.londonroll.org/home.

Fig. 2. Apprenticeship entry of Edward East in the goldsmiths’ Company’s Apprentice Book 1, p. 236. The 
signature is that of East himself. image courtesy of the goldsmiths’ Company. Photo: Richard Valencia.
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academic achievement at the age of 15 was 
evident from his apprenticeship pledge, which 
the Goldsmiths usually required the apprentice 
to write themselves. Edward’s apprenticeship 
was followed by that of his younger brother 
James to John Sheepman on 8 March 1622 
also through the Goldsmiths’ Company (see 
note 7). 
 Edward joined his brother John in London 
in 1618. Richard Rogers lived and worked in 
Fleet Street, so Edward would have served his 

apprenticeship there, probably living in the 
house of his master and knowing the other 
Fleet Street inhabitants, including famous 
clockmakers such as Robert Grinkin senior, 
Edmund Bull, Richard Crayle and Anthony 
Risby. Edward would have found the noise 
and stench of Fleet Street a marked contrast 
to his rural upbringing, although the green 
fields of Surrey to the South were visible from 
the tallest buildings. Fleet Street was a popular 
place for commerce, particularly in high 

Fig. 3. Engraving taken from Ralph Aggas’s 1563 map of london viewed from the South. The map shows 
the broad geography of Fleet Street before Edward’s arrival. The Temple Bar is at the West End of Fleet 
Street, and St Dunstan’s in the West Church is shown on the north side of Fleet Street, its churchyard 
jutting out into the Street. The crowd of buildings south of the Fleet Street down to the trees are the 
Precincts of the Temple and of Whitefriars and Sarjeant’s inn. Ram Alley would nestle between the 
buildings south of the word ‘Fleete’ in the map. in the years between this map and Edward’s arrival, the 
Precinct of Whitefriars became densely crammed with housing. Map edited and reconstructed by the 
Map of Early Modern london (mapoflondon.uvic.ca). Reproduced with permission of MoEMl, university 
of Victoria, Canada.
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status items such as clocks and watches, and 
part of the arterial thoroughfare that 
connected the Guildhall in the East with 
Parliament in the West, passing by the Royal 
Palace of Whitehall. It was within the City of 
London and hence subject to the standards of 
the Guilds – freemen of the City made much 
of the ‘better standards’ that could be expected 
from items purchased within City jurisdictions. 
Fleet Street included some of the most sought-
after commercial premises in Early Modern 
London, lying amidst the prosperous Inns of 
Court and on one of the City’s major 
thoroughfares. The aristocracy, visiting 
noblemen and royalty would regularly travel 
along the road but be forced to slow as they 
passed St Dunstan’s in the West church, which 
jutted out into the street (Fig. 3). Here Fleet 
Street narrowed and drivers were required to 
negotiate on-coming traffic. In the days before 
formal addresses, tradesmen described their 
locality with respect to a major landmark. 
‘Opposite St Dunstan’s Church’, where the 
great and the good were forced to slow, was 
known to anyone who had travelled London 
in a carriage and considered by many an 
optimum place to site a business.
 England had avoided the religious 
upheavals on the Continent that caused 
exoduses of persecuted craftsmen into 
London. Many skilled artisans gravitated to 
England because of the political and social 
stability, and within England, the capital, 
London, provided the best opportunities for 
skilled craftsmen. However, the incomers 
posed problems for the London Guilds who 
practiced ‘closed shop’ policies. London 
makers found themselves at the horns of a 
dilemma: whether to expel and hound foreign 
craftsmen in accordance with the statute of 
the fifth year of Elizabeth’s reign, or to employ 
the skills and technology that they brought. 
Using unregulated workers, or putting London 
names on articles built by immigrant hands, 
was utterly at variance with the regulations of 
the City. But equally some immigrants could 
produce timepieces equivalent to, or even 
better than, those manufactured by 
Englishmen at the time. When Edward arrived 
in Fleet Street, he would have been surrounded 

by the English accents of the London freemen, 
a comforting world subject to the regulations 
of the City Guilds. But as he looked beyond 
the boundaries of the City through Temple 
Bar, or down the alleys south of Fleet Street 
into the Precincts of the Temple and 
Whitefriars, he looked into an unregulated 
world beyond the control of the Livery 
Companies. Outside the City, or within the 
‘Liberties’ (lands once hence held by the 
monasteries dissolved by Henry VIII) were 
enclaves not subject to civil jurisdiction, and 
some of which were, quite literally, lawless. 
Thomas Shadwell wrote

there are some few spots of ground in 
London, just in the face of the Government, 
unconquer’d yet, that hold in Rebellion 
still. Methinks ’tis strange, that places so 
near the Kings Palace should be no parts of 
his Dominions.8 

Within these Liberties, Edward would have 
heard French, Dutch and German spoken, met 
unindentured apprentices running errands, a 
mixture of both poor and top quality pieces 
sold at what were probably ‘bargain basement’ 
prices. Here foreign artisans were crammed 
cheek by jowl in crowded tenements. This 
included not only the Precincts of Whitefriars 
and the Temple, close to where East lived, but 
also the Liberties of Westminster and St Martin 
le Grand. Here foreigners traded openly despite 
the vitriol of the City Guilds.
 It can be assumed that Edward worked in 
Richard Rogers’s workshop, but he may have 
been turned over to another master whose 
influence is not recorded. The skill required of 
a goldsmith included soldering, filing, sawing, 
forging, casting and polishing metal. It was hot 
work as a fire/furnace was required during the 
processing of various items. Edward’s early 
days would have included keeping the fire well 
stocked, running messages, weighing out 
accurately gold and other metals, meticulously 
recording transactions as well as physical 
tasks such as pumping the bellows. Goldsmiths’ 
inventories show that the workshop usually 
contained a bed,9 and one of Edward’s most 
important roles was to sleep in the workshop 

8. T. Shadwell, The squire of Alsatia a comedy, as it is acted by Their Majesty’s servants. Printed by James 
Knapton, London, 1688.
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and keep watch over the valuable tools and 
precious metal stock through the night. It is 
unclear whether Edward’s apprenticeship was 
specifically directed towards clockmaking, but 
certainly Edward had entered one of the most 
vibrant centres of clockmaking in London. 
Richard Rogers is not known to have made 
clocks or watches, but high quality metalwork, 
precise engraving and an eye for detail, the 
skills of the goldsmith, are all necessary 
prerequisites for clock and watch manufacture. 
St Dunstan’s in the West was the site of the 
workshops of John Newsam and Robert 
Grinkin senior. Grinkin’s apprentices had 
included his son Robert Grinkin junior, John 
Willow, Richard Crayle and Edmund Bull, of 
whom the latter was son of John Bull (c. 1550–
1589) who had been clockmaker to Queen 
Elizabeth. Edward may not have met Randolph 
Bull (c. 1555–1617), Edmund’s uncle, who 
served as clockmaker to Elizabeth and then 
King James until Randolph’s death in 1617, 
but he would certainly have known of him. 
Randolph’s son-in-law, the clockmaker 
Anthony Risby, had a workshop owned by 
Edmund Bull just off Fleet Street in Ram Alley. 
As he looked up and down Fleet Street, Edward 
will have seen a well-established clockmaking 
and fine metalwork community that had been 
sited there for over thirty years.10  
 As he progressed, Edward will have learned 
and applied the more skilled aspects of 
metalwork, such as engraving and 
ornamentation, the artistry that separated 
goldsmiths from other metalworkers such as 
the blacksmiths and the farriers. The skills of 
the goldsmith were exactly those necessary 
for clock and watch manufacture – the ability 
to work a variety of metals, to cut wheels and 
pinions accurately and finally to enclose the 
mechanism within a case, decorated and 

engraved according to the wishes of the client 
or the style of the moment. In 1624, Edmund 
Bull received a licence to ‘pass beyond the 
seas’ to Holland, presumably a journey related 
to his clockmaking business, and the name 
immediately after Bull’s on the list of licences 
is that of Edward East.11 This indicates that 
Bull and East travelled together during East’s 
apprenticeship and may suggest that Bull was 
East’s master in deed if not in name. One may 
speculate whether East learned Dutch on his 
journey and became familiar with Dutch 
workmen in the Netherlands.
 In the early 1620s, East would have heard 
of the first plans for an independent 
Clockmakers’ Company. The excesses of 
James’ spending had challenged the 
inventiveness of a succession of Royal 
Chancellors and the clockmaking world, like 
many interested groups, knew that James was 
awarding, for a price, the rights for trading 
monopolies in commodities. These 
discussions led to the 1622 petition to 
establish a Clockmakers’ Company in 
London.12 The document was not dissimilar to 
other petitions of the time, presenting the 
grievances of a hard-working group of London 
freemen, struggling against a wave of 
unregulated foreign makers operating in their 
midst. The petition is often considered as the 
product of the London clockmaking 
community, but it was not. The 1622 petition 
is signed by Robert Grinkin and his 
apprentices in the Blacksmiths, teamed with 
the apprentices of Randolph Bull in the 
Goldsmiths. These are, with a few exceptions, 
the clockmaking community of Fleet Street 
into which Edward was apprenticed. It ignored 
clockmakers operating from the Joiners’ 
Company (e.g. Leonard Tennant),13 Pewterers 
(e.g. William Bowyer) or Clothworkers (e.g. 

9. There are no surviving inventories for London goldsmiths or clockmakers of the period of East’s 
apprenticeship, but the earliest inventories that do survive, such as that of Benjamin Hill (1671, London 
Metropolitan Archives CLA/002/02/01/0673), include such a bed. One infers that this had been a feature of 
earlier goldsmith workshops. 

10. The will of Alan Uhykes, clockmaker of Fleet Street 1396 in the Archdeaconry Court of London (Guildhall 
Library, Ms 9051/1 fol. 35v) hints that the area may have had a reputation for metalwork far earlier than the 
present study.  

11. National Archives, E157/28 fo.11. Registers of Licences to Pass Beyond the Seas. 

12. National Archives, SP14/127 reel 178. The 1622 Clockmakers Petition was submitted to the Crown and 
dealt among the affairs of state. This shows the petition was considered and dismissed. Without the support 
of David Ramsay, the King’s Page of the Bedchamber, the petition had a difficult passage. 
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Henry Stevens).14 It also attempted effectively 
to bring to book William Pettit, one of the 
workmen of the most influential clockmaker 
of the time, the King’s Clockmaker, David 
Ramsay. Whatever the rights and wrongs of 
the petition, with its key omissions and 
without the ear of the King’s Clockmaker, the 
petition was unsuccessful.

1625–28
The latter half of the 1620s was a time of 
change. The death of James I in March 1625 
led to uncertainty as to how successful a King 
his impetuous son Charles would be. James’s 
funeral was a spectacular affair at Westminster 
Abbey, and East would have seen the wooden 
effigy of the King as it was taken around 
London in the hearse en route for the Abbey. 
His apprenticeship finished a year later in 
1626. Very few apprentices immediately took 
their freedom once their apprenticeship was 
completed, postponing the costs of becoming 
a freeman, and the subsequent liability for 
‘quarterage’ payable four times per year for 
membership of the guilds. Some apprentices 
held off for decades, waiting for the right time 
to take on the financial responsibilities that 
went with freedom. Edward was unlikely to 
have launched himself straight into an 
independent business, and more likely to 
have worked as a right-hand man to one of the 
more established names. Such opportunities 
came infrequently. Edward East might have 
stayed as a rather obscure apprentice had it 
not been for a chain of events that started in 
1626 when Robert Grinkin, elder statesman 
of the Clockmakers in Fleet Street, died.15 
One can imagine Grinkin’s funeral at St 
Dunstan’s church attended by several ex-
apprentices who, although already independent, 

now had the opportunity to expand their own 
businesses outside Grinkin’s shadow. Hence 
Grinkin junior, John Willow, Richard Crayle 
and Edmund Bull all appeared as independent 
clockmaking businesses at this time. There 
was probably a great deal of overlap between 
the businesses; they may have worked together 
on some commissions and independently on 
others. However, the expansion of several 
independent businesses in 1626 and 1627 
provided opportunity for young journeymen 
such as East. These opportunities provided 
the impetus in 1627 for Edward to make an 
apprentice piece to present to the Wardens of 
the Goldsmiths’ Company to receive his 
freedom. Sadly we do not know the nature of 
the apprentice piece. Now a Master in his own 
right, Edward took his first apprentice, his 
youngest brother Jeremy via the Goldsmiths’ 
Company, turned over from his eldest brother, 
John East. As Edward established himself as a 
journeyman, he rented a property along Fleet 
Street in the adjacent parish of St Bride’s.
 Things now moved at break-neck speed for 
Edward. As he had completed his 
apprenticeship in Fleet Street, he had clearly 
attracted the eye of Ann, the daughter of 
Edmund Bull. She was seven years Edward’s 
junior but in August 1627, he applied for a 
licence from the Faculty Office in London to 
marry, the first document to describe him as 
‘clockmaker’. With the marriage licence in his 
hand, on the 8 August 1627, the 25 year old 
Edward and his 18 year old bride went to St 
Nicholas Cole Abbey to conduct the 
ceremony.16 It is difficult to overstress what 
an important dynastic move this marriage 
constituted. Edward was now married into 
Edmund Bull’s business, one whose traditions 
had started with Edmund’s father John Bull at 

13. The three articles on Leonard Tennant by J. L. Evans in Antiquarian Horology 25 (1999–2000), 149–165; 
303–323; 388––406 describe a very important and active clockmaker unmentioned in the Clockmakers’  
petitions. 

14. Our own unpublished work. Both of these groups were active clockmakers but are not in the first 
Clockmakers’ petition.

15. Guildhall Library, Ms 10344, registers of St Dunstan’s in the West, London. Burial at St Dunstan’s in the 
West 20 Jun 1626 ‘Mr. Robert Grinkinge churchwarden was buried out of Fleete Street’, PCC will 1626 of 
Robert Grinkin, Citizen & Blacksmith of London (National Archives, PROB11/149 fol. 243).

16. Guildhall Library, Marriage register of St Nicholas Cole Abbey. ‘Edward East of the parish of St Bride’s 
clockmaker and Anne Bull puella daughter of Edmund Bull of St Dunstan’s in the West, clockmaker were 
married by licence of ye Court of Faculty.’ This was a popular destination for marriage by licence. The records 
of the licences from this period are lost, but the licence may have been required since Ann was still a minor.



350

AnTiquARiAn HoRology

F
ig

. 4
. F

am
ily

 T
re

e 
o

f 
th

e 
B

u
ll 

fa
m

ily
. C

lo
ck

m
ak

er
s 

ar
e 

sh
o

w
n

 w
it

h
 r

ed
 b

o
rd

er
s,

 g
o

ld
sm

it
h

s 
w

it
h

 g
re

en
 a

n
d

 b
la

ck
sm

it
h

s 
in

 b
la

ck
. E

as
t’

s 
m

ar
ri

ag
e 

in
to

 t
h

e 
B

u
ll 

fa
m

ily
 m

ad
e 

h
im

 h
ei

r 
to

 a
 c

lo
ck

m
ak

in
g

 d
yn

as
ty

 t
h

at
 h

ad
 in

cl
u

d
ed

 t
w

o
 r

o
ya

l c
lo

ck
m

ak
er

s 
(J

o
h

n
 B

u
ll 

an
d

 R
an

d
o

lp
h

 B
u

ll)
 t

o
 t

w
o

 m
o

n
ar

ch
s.

least in the 1570s and had provided two Royal 
Clockmakers to two monarchs (Fig. 4). 
Furthermore, the business had only two 
potential heirs: the twins Ann and John Bull 
born in 1609. Randolph Bull’s son Emanuel 
Bull had ‘alienated his father’s hart and 
goodwill’17 and was now working in relative 
obscurity as a watchmaker in Worcester.18 On 
8 February 1627/8 Edward’s freedom was 
confirmed by the Goldsmiths’ Company and 
four months later, on 29 June 1628, his first 
born son Edward was baptised at St Bride’s.19 
Hence in just over a year, Edward went from 
being an apprentice to a stakeholder and heir 
to one of the most influential watchmaking 
businesses in London. East undoubtedly 
contributed to the manufacture of items sold 
in Bull’s shop close to St Dunstan’s church.
 East was not the only member of Bull’s 
extended family within the business. Sarah 
Bull, daughter of Randolph Bull, had married 
Randolph’s apprentice Anthony Risby in 1619 
(Fig. 4) and probably soon after, Risby rented 
a small workshop owned by Edmund in Ram 
Alley off of Fleet Street.20 Although Edward 
had a special place as Bull’s son-in-law, he was 
clearly junior to Risby in the firm. That is how 
it would have remained had not in July 1628, 
a few days after the birth of his first son, East 
learned of Risby’s premature death.21 Risby 
was buried on the 12th of that month at St 
Dunstan’s in the West church from Fleet 
Street (see note 21), leaving vacant the 
property in Ram Alley off Fleet Street owned 
by Bull. East now moved from St Bride’s into 
the empty premises.
 The apparently innocuous move from St 
Bride’s to Ram Alley is a key milestone in 
East’s early career. As Edward looked into 
Ram Alley from Fleet Street, he would have 
seen a narrow opening barely wide enough for 
a single cart. Its interior was largely invisible 
to passers-by on Fleet Street (Fig. 5), yet Ram 
Alley was well-known to Londoners of the age. 
When the playwright Lording Barry sought a 
title for his ribald play of 1608, describing a 
world where all normal codes of conduct were 
overturned, he simply called his play ‘Ram 
Alley’ demonstrating that this street, perhaps 
more than any in London, had a reputation 
for cut-throats, debauchery and lawlessness.22 
Ram Alley owed its reputation to the fact that 
it was within the Precincts of the Temple, one 
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of the non-parochial ‘Liberties’ which avoided 
the controls of the Guildhall. London 
constables had no jurisdiction here, the livery 
companies had no controls over who traded 
in what and with whom. So why would Bull 
want property in a notoriously lawless 
district? In Bull’s premises in Fleet Street and 
Ram Alley, we see the dilemma facing many 
clockmakers in their competing relationships 
with the London Guilds and foreign workers. 
Bull’s Fleet Street property was his external 
face, one in which all trade complied with the 

regulations of the London guilds, subject to 
the statutes with only properly indentured 
apprentices and approved journeymen on 
show. But in Ram Alley, Bull was at liberty to 
employ whomsoever he wished, foreign 
makers with important skills from Continental 
Europe, unindentured workmen doing tasks 
for a fraction of the cost of indentured staff. 
Ram Alley was connected via the Precincts of 
the Temple to wharves on the Thames, 
allowing foreign workmen and workmanship 
to be imported without ever crossing land 

Fig. 5. Detail of Rocque’s map of 1746 for the western end of Fleet Street, with Temple Bar far left. it 
shows the position of the buildings after the great Fire, but it gives an insight into the locations of the 
streets and alleys in Edward’s years. Ram Alley ran along beside Serjeants inn and terminated at the 
perimeter wall of the inner Temple. East’s and Bull’s Fleet Street properties were further west, on the 
south side of Fleet Street opposite St Dunstan’s Church. The Three Cranes was immediately west of the 
Mitre Tavern allowing access from Ram Alley via the alleyways and without passing through Fleet Street. 
Photo london Metropolitan Archive.

17. National Archives, C2/ChasI/B66/53, Equity suit Emanuel Bull vs. Mary Eubank & Francis Foreman, 
comprising a complaint by Bull 20 June 1629 and joint answer by Eubank and Foreman 27 January 1629. 
The case was precipitated by the death of Jane Bull, Randolph’s widow, in January 1629 and Emanuel’s 
dissatisfaction with the subsequent settlement.

18. National Archives, PROB11/213 fol. 350, Will of Emanuel Bull watchmaker of Worcester, Prerogative 
Court of Canterbury, proved 7 October 1650.

19. Guildhall Library, Ms 6536 St Bride’s London, baptismal register. 

20. Guildhall Library, Ms 2969 St Dunstan’s in the West Rates Assessments 4 vols. East and Bull can be traced 
through these documents. They show Bull and East on the South side of Fleet Street somewhere to the West 
of Ram Alley, probably opposite St Dunstan’s Church. 

21. Guildhall Library, Ms 10344, registers of St Dunstan’s in the West, London. 

22. A. Griffin, ‘Ram Alley and Female Spectatorship’. Early Theatre 9.2 (2006), 91–97.
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controlled by the guilds. Pieces assembled in 
Ram Alley (as the watch illustrated in Fig. 6 
may have been), away from the control of the 
London Guilds, could be spirited the few tens 
of metres to be engraved in Fleet Street with 
Bull’s name and sold as London-manufactured 
pieces. And Bull further insulated himself 
from the activities in Ram Alley by appointing 
his son-in-law, Edward East, as its overseer. It 
is this combination of workshops, both within 

and outside the jurisdictions of the London 
Guilds, which was key to Bull’s success. As we 
will see in later years, it was disputes over the 
ownership of the Ram Alley property, rather 
than any shop front on Fleet Street, that 
brought division to the Bull and East families. 

The early 1630s and the Clockmakers’ 
Company
The years since the accession of Charles had 
led to upheavals in the fabric of London 
society. His spending on fruitless military 
incursions against the French and Spanish 
had drained the royal coffers and his requests 
to Parliament for financial assistance had 
fallen on deaf ears. Charles’s confrontations 
with Parliament resulted in him dismissing it 
and he ruled without it for most of his reign.23 
However since Parliament was his primary 
source of finance, Charles had to resort to 
making money from exercising the Royal 
Prerogative. One of Charles’s rights was to 
endorse the establishment of Guilds or 
companies. Hence after Charles’s dismissal of 
Parliament in 1629, it became known that he 
would be receptive to further petitions for 
new trading companies. It was against this 
backdrop that the idea of the Clockmakers’ 
Company was renewed.24 The community had 
learned much in the intervening years. The 
accusative tone of the first petition, with 
indigenous makers criticising foreign ones, 
was replaced with a more inclusive document 
in which both communities sought a common 
goal. The intervening years had seen the 
Blacksmiths’ Company present itself as a 
natural home of clockmaking in competition 
with any new company, and several foreign 
clockmakers had been enrolled into it.25 The 

Fig. 6. Pear-shaped watch in a rock crystal case. 
This is one of earliest pieces bearing the name 
‘Eduardus East londini’ (c. 1635). Watches such 
as this were presumably assembled in East’s 
workshop in Ram Alley. Victoria and Albert 
Museum Ref: M.360-1927.

23. The political backdrop is covered in several histories of the period. We have particularly drawn from G. 
Davies, The Early Stuarts 1603–1660. The Oxford History of England, Oxford University Press, 1987. 

24. The final charter is: Guildhall Library, Ms 3942, published online at http://www.clockmakers.org/about/
royal-charter/

25. Guildhall Library Ms 2881/2 Minutes of the Blacksmiths’ Company of London. The clockmakers enrolled 
on 12 June 1628 were ‘Henry Archer of Blackfriars, Peter Hughes of the same and Richard Masterson of 
Little Wood Street English forrins clockmakers were admitted brothers of the house and sworn according to 
the ordinances of this company. Christian de Welcke of St Martin’s London Polander and David Bowquett 
of Blackfriars French denizens and clockmakers were severallie admitted brothers of this house…’. The 
phrase ‘English foreigns’ means that they were foreign to the Company, not from overseas. The Blacksmiths 
presented themselves as a more expedient alternative to establishing a new Company and requested its 
charter to be expanded explicitly to include clockmaking. This meant that the Blacksmiths became hostile to 
the new Clockmakers’ Company on its establishment. See G. White, ‘Don’t Mention the War! The Chequered 
Early Years of the Worshipful Company of Clockmakers’, Antiquarian Horology, 38 (2017), 175–190. 
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community making the petition was now 
wider, including many more makers outside 
the nucleus of the Blacksmiths and 
Goldsmiths. But perhaps most importantly, 
the new petition included David Ramsay, the 
King’s Clockmaker and member of the Privy 
Chamber.26 With Ramsay whispering support 
into the King’s ear, the likelihood of success of 
the petition was greatly improved. And, with 
the appropriate payment into the King’s 
coffers, the Clockmakers’ charter was granted 
on 22 August 1631. However it would not 
have been lost on East, and his colleagues in 
the new Company, that the price of success 
was to embrace Ramsay as the Company’s 
first Master. The irony was that the Company’s 
first Master was precisely the person the 
Company was created to exclude – someone 
with foreign training not free of a London 
guild.
 During the years that the Clockmakers’ 
Company was established, Edward East had 
seen the birth of a daughter Mary, baptised on 
24 February 1630, and her death a few days 
later (Fig. 1; see note 21). A year later a son 
James was baptised on 15 February 1631 who 
was to be, as we shall see, a watchmaker in his 
own right. In the same year Edward took 
Benjamin Cawcott apprentice through the 
Goldsmiths’ Company (see note 7) and 
Edmund Bull was chosen as Warden of the 
Blacksmiths’ Company on 2 May 1632.27 And 
on 12 October 1632, Edward was made free of 
the new Clockmakers’ Company as a new 
Assistant.28 It is tempting to think of East’s 
elevation to the Court of the new Company at 
the relatively tender age of 30 as an indication 
of his rising position as one of the most 
influential makers of his time. While some of 
that may be true, it is important to think 
carefully about who he was and whom he 
represented. The records of the earliest years 
of the Clockmakers’ Company are interesting, 
not only for those who joined the Company, 
but for those who did not. Many petitioners in 
1622, now the most influential clockmakers 

of the time (such as Edmund Bull), never 
became freemen of the new Company. Many 
of the most influential clockmakers were now 
Livery members of other, more influential 
companies and they would have been unable 
to be active members of both guilds. Hence 
such makers had little to gain from a new 
guild, particularly one whose future success 
was uncertain. Therefore it may be more 
useful to think of Edward as representing the 
interests of his father-in-law Edmund Bull, 
testing the water in a Company that Edmund 
himself could not join.
 Having established the new Company it was 
necessary to raise funds in its support. In the 
beginning most members of the Clockmakers’ 
Company were freemen of other London 
Guilds. This posed the problem that members 
were expected to pay quarterage and apprentice 
fines to both their original Company and the 
Clockmakers. From the outset the 
Clockmakers’ Company took a robust approach 
to some, taking the view that new members 
were full transferees who had undivided 
loyalties to the Clockmakers (see note 28). In 
contrast, they exhibited a lax attitude to others, 
which caused arguments and split loyalties. 
One example was Lewis Cook, a goldsmith, 
apprenticed in London, but made free first in 
York in 1614 and then to the London 
Goldsmiths’ Company in 1630. He had five 
apprentices taken through the Goldsmiths’ 
Company (see note 7) with the apprentice 
fines being paid to that company. The 
Clockmakers’ Company wanted him to register 
these apprentices with them and pay fines, 
meaning he would pay twice for each trainee, 
something that Cook found outrageous.29 It is 
interesting to contrast the manner in which 
Cook was hounded and harassed, with the tacit 
acceptance of East’s simultaneous membership 
of the Clockmakers and Goldsmiths and, 
despite his prominent position, Bull’s 
membership only of the Blacksmiths. Here we 
see the pragmatic necessities of establishing a 
new Company – maximising income by 

26. Our unpublished work on David Ramsay.

27. Guildhall Library Ms 2881/2 Minutes of the Blacksmiths’ Company of London.

28. Guildhall Library, Ms 2710/1-18 Minutes of the Clockmakers’ Company of London.

29. B. Loomes, The Early Clockmakers of Great Britain, NAG Press, London, 1981, records the case made 
against Lewis Cook in more detail. 
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hounding the less prominent, whilst avoiding 
offence to the influential. 
 It has been asserted that East’s address at 
this time was Pall Mall,30 but we have found no 
evidence. Since East’s eldest son Edward died 
in 1632 and was buried in St Dunstan’s in the 
West on 14 November ‘out of Fleet Street’, he 
was still living in or around Ram Alley (see 
note 21). His next child, named Edward, was 
also baptised in the same church on 6 March 
1633 having an address ‘out of Fleet Street’.
 The partnership between Bull on Fleet 
Street and East in Ram Alley supported one of 
the most successful clockmaking businesses 
of the 1630s. East’s industry may now be 
expressed in pieces that bear Bull’s name, but 
Edward also performed his own commissions 
since the earliest East watches date from this 
period. Returns for Aliens state that East 
employed the Dutch maker Elias Du Pree 
(perhaps someone he met on his visit to 
Holland in 1624) and we can infer he also 
worked with many of the other foreign makers 
in and around Whitefriars.31

1632–1642
 The period after the establishment of the 
Clockmakers’ Company was one of consolidation 
for East and his business. In 1636, Edward took 
Robert Cotchett apprentice through the 
Goldsmiths’ Company (see note 7). It is 
notable that he continued to take apprentices 
through the Goldsmiths, a practice quite at 
variance with his membership of the 
Clockmakers’ Company and it is inferred that 
East was unwilling to give up his influence 

within one of the most prestigious London 
Companies. His apprentices were trained in 
Ram Alley, partly by East’s foreign workforce 
and in 1637 his first apprentice, his brother 
Jeremy, married Catherine Davies, the girl 
next door.32 She was the daughter of Edward’s 
neighbour William Davies in Ram Alley in 
1637.33 But despite its value as a place of 
work, Ram Alley was a crowded and unhealthy 
environment, and during the 1630s, the 
Temple ordered the closure of the gate into 
Ram Alley because of plague. By 1638, Edward 
was living on Fleet Street, managing the Ram 
Alley workshop from a more salubrious 
environment, a block or so down from 
Edmund Bull.34 Edward’s family continued to 
expand at a rate of a child per year. On 10 
January 1638, Edward made a loan of £50 to 
the Blacksmiths’ Company at an annual 
interest rate of 8 per cent,35 demonstrating 
that his wealth and influence were expanding, 
and a few years later (1640) he made another 
loan of the same amount. East was becoming 
more prominent and on 23 January 1638 
Thomas Lathum wrote to Edward to accept 
the post of Warden of the Clockmakers (see 
note 28). East had appeared reluctant to take 
further responsibility with the Clockmakers – 
perhaps uneasy about proportionately losing 
influence within the Goldsmiths. However, 
once he had accepted the post of Warden, he 
could scarcely continue to take apprentices 
through his old, more influential Company. 
On 7 October 1638 he took his first apprentice 
through the Clockmakers, Walter Gibbs, 
turned over from Oswald Durant.36 The fact 

30. This is widely repeated but we cannot trace the original source. Davis, ‘King Charles I’s Watchmaker’ 
in The Connoisseur 99, (1930), 221–222 is the earliest statement, but the source is unreferenced. We have 
found no corroboration.

31. W.D. Cooper, Lists of Foreign Protestants and Aliens Resident in England 1618–1688: From Returns in 
the State Paper Office. Works of the Camden Society, 82, 1968.

32. National Archives, C6/114/39, C6/108/68 and C6/125Pt1/45 are equity suits relating to Jeremy and 
Katherine East’s handling of the estate of Katherine’s mother, Mary Davies, her brother in law John Goddard 
and subsequent disputes over properties in Ram Alley.

33. Guildhall Library, Ms 5160/1 Registers of All Hallows the Less, Marriage of Jeremy East and Katherine 
Davies 29 May 1637. 

34. T. C. Dale, The Inhabitants of London in 1638, edited from Ms. 272 in Lambeth Palace Library, Society 
of Genealogists, London, 1931.

35. See n. 27 p. 165. 

36. Guildhall Library, Ms 3939 indexed as: C. E. Atkins, Register of Apprentices of the Worshipful Company 
of Clockmakers of the City of London 1631–1931, Worshipful Company of Clockmakers, 1931.
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that the apprentice was ‘turned over’ reflected 
Edward’s ambiguous status as a full member 
of another Company. 
 Edward’s siblings were also making a mark 
in the business world of London. His sister 
Angelette had married Robert Green, a free 
ironmonger on Fleet Street. Edward was at the 
heart of an influential family of metalworkers 
that mutually supported each other in their 
business activities. As we shall see in later 
years, Edward’s fortunes were linked to those 
of his brothers. In 1632, his eldest brother 
John (who had turned their younger brother 
Jeremy over to Edward) was part of an enquiry 
into the behaviour of an almsman called 
‘Nuthead’ and John East complained to the 
Goldsmiths Court that in exercising his duties, 
Nuthead had called him ‘Puppy’.37 The 
significance of this incident is that it shows 
that John East, at the young age of 33, was 
already working within the management of the 
Goldsmiths’ Company. Edward’s brother, 
James East, had claimed his freedom in 1629 
(see note 37), and married Edith Kippis on 12 
April 1632 at Edworth in Bedfordshire,38 
returning to London later that year. He also 
lived in Fleet Street from where his children 
were baptised at St Dunstan’s in the West 
between 1635 and 1641 (see note 21). The 
family maintained its links to the Southill area 
and John East was resident in Bedford in the 
1630s.39 Edward bought a parcel of land in 
Southill from John in 1636,40 and this purchase 
may have been to realise capital so that John 
could continue investments within London.
 John East became under-engraver in the 
Royal Mint in April 1634.41 The Goldsmiths of 
London had overseen the quality of the Royal 
coinage for centuries and involvement with 
the Mint was a prestigious role. At this time, 
the value of a coin was the true value of the 
metal it contained, be that silver or gold, and 
the debasement of coins, either by diluting 
with base metals or by clipping, was a felony 
punishable by death. However a more 

insidious reality in Stuart times was that 
those running the Mint itself might dilute the 
composition of coins and overseeing the 
quality of the nation’s coinage was one of the 
most important roles of the London 
Goldsmiths. John East, as under-engraver in 
the Mint, had responsibility including the 
design and manufacture of the dies from 
which coins of the realm were pressed. The 
‘under’-engraver had a salary of £40 per 
annum, which was more than that of the 
engraver himself, indicating that he had 
arguably a more important role (see note 41). 
There is debate amongst numismatists but it 
is thought that some of the coins at that time 
were pressed from dies engraved by John’s 
hand. In 17 April 1643 we learn that ‘by order 
of the House of Commons James East was 
authorised to make farthing tokens, 
accounting for the weekly profits to the 
committee at Haberdashers Hall’ (see note 
41), showing that their brother James was 
also involved in the Mint.
 However, the Mint was a Royal Prerogative 
and the desperate financial condition of the 
Stuart Kings caused them to think laterally 
about how the Mint might be used to raise 
Royal income. Just as the Clockmakers had 
bought their way into a trading position, so did 
others see their opportunity to acquire rights 
within the Mint. Charles knew that awarding 
the Mint prerogative to the Goldsmiths would 
bring stability and confidence to the merchant 
classes, but awarding it to adventurers for 
payment would bring the Crown much needed 
income. And so for much of the 1630s and 
1640s, the Mint was a political football between 
the Crown and the Goldsmiths’ Company. For 
example, in 1638, the management of the Mint 
was awarded to a cartel, which was then 
accused of having misappropriated bullion and 
diluted the value of the coins. The consequence 
was financial paralysis, since the Mint could no 
longer be relied on as a secure vault, and coins 
could no longer be guaranteed to have their 

37. Worshipful Company of Goldsmiths Archive, Goldsmiths’ Company ‘Court Book’ Minutes.

38. Bedfordshire Archives, Registers of Edworth, Bedfordshire.

39. This is inferred since the baptisms of John East’s children occur at St Paul’s Bedford.

40. Bedfordshire Archives, Ms W1629. Conveyance 22 July 1636 from John East Citizen & Goldsmith of 
London to Edward East his brother.

41.  A New History of the Royal Mint, ed. by C. E. Challis, Cambridge University Press, 1992.
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face value. Charles briefly returned the rights 
to the Goldsmiths in 1639. In 1640, Charles 
summoned Parliament to fund a war against 
the Scots. Parliament’s refusal meant that 
Charles dissolved it yet again and then seized 
the bullion in the Royal Mint to pay for his 
campaign (see note 41). Although this was 
nominally a loan, there was little optimism 
among the London merchants that the Crown 
would be willing (or able) to repay. A few years 
later in 1642, Parliament seized the Mint to 
stop it being used to fund Royalist troops 
during the Civil War. John Evelyn describes 
London and the King’s court at that time ‘….in 
frequent disorders, and greate insolencies were 
com’itted by the abus’d and too happy City.’42 
Whichever political side was in the ascendancy, 
the Mint suffered.
 The fate of John East and the other 
Goldsmiths working in the Mint in this 
turbulent time is unclear. John may have 
personally invested in the Mint, and/or been 
required to provide a personal bond for his 
position. He may then have lost heavily when 
Charles and Parliament seized the stock. 
Whatever the cause, John East went in these 
few years from an up-and-coming star to 
financial ruin. He moved away from London 
and returned to Bedfordshire.

Civil War and change: 1642–60
In 1641 Charles rode through the City 
proclaiming peace following his return from 
Scotland, a prospect that was met with delight 
and genuine relief (see note 42). However, the 
confrontations between King and Parliament 
gained new momentum and in the first week of 
January 1642, Charles stormed into Parliament 
to seize the ringleaders resistant to his will. 
Charles was enraged to find them gone, and 
the following day he vented his frustration at 
the common council at the Guildhall. This 
news generated a visceral disaffection in the 
City of London. Had Edward and Ann, now 
heavily pregnant with their son Nathaniel, 
looked out of their window on to Fleet Street, 
they would have seen the Royal carriage 
mobbed by the City’s apprentices and 
journeymen. Charles was left in no doubt of 

the City’s loyalties, and hence in June of that 
year, Charles took the war of words to the 
London Guilds. He knew that the City was an 
anchor of Parliamentary resistance and so he 
published a decree to the liverymen of every 
Guild making it clear that anything less than 
extrovert support for the King was treason. No 
more could citizens of London sit on the fence; 
they were either for him or against him, the 
latter now punishable by being hanged, drawn 
and quartered. East, as Warden of the 
Clockmakers, and Bull, as Warden of the 
Blacksmiths, were both the intended 
readership of this letter. Bull and East were 
now forced, whether they liked it or not, into 
either the Royalist or Parliamentarian camps. 
The vast majority of the London merchant 
classes had disaffection at the way in which 
Charles acted and the damage he caused to 
London commerce with reckless behaviour. 
This letter led to a clear division in the capital. 
There were few Royalist Londoners – some left 
London altogether and some of those that 
remained were hounded into prison. East’s 
decision to remain in London might indicate 
that he was parliamentarian in his politics, 
whereas it is interesting to note that his brother 
John returned to Bedfordshire. John may have 
been fleeing the consequences of his increasing 
debt, avoiding the food shortages that gripped 
London, or we may be seeing a contrast in the 
political loyalties of the East family. 
 On 22 August 1642, Charles declared war 
on Parliament, followed by the Battle of 
Edgehill in Warwickshire, and so the Civil War 
began. London, as the commercial centre of 
the country, had suffered shortages in food, 
fuel and all other goods required for living and 
running businesses. Edward and his family 
must have experienced these difficulties but 
did not leave London and it appears not to 
have hindered the expansion of his family and 
workforce. Despite the turmoil, normal life 
continued and East was paid by the Duke of 
Rutland for two watches commissioned by 
Lady Rutland for her two daughters.43 On 1 
March 1643 a daughter Elizabeth was baptised 
at St Dunstan’s Church out of Fleet Street (see 
note 21), and East took Thomas Wolverstone 

42. The Diary of John Evelyn, ed. by W. Bray. Bickers and Son, London, 1906.

43. The Manuscripts of His Grace the Duke of Rutland: Letters and papers, 1440–1797, 4 volumes,  RCHM, 
HM Stationery Office, London, 1894.
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as an apprentice (see note 36). Wolverstone 
was turned over from Oswald Durant through 
the Clockmakers’ Company as Gibbs had 
been, reflecting East’s continued ambiguous 
status as a member of two companies.
 In April 1644, as the Civil War increased its 
intensity, Edmund Bull was critically ill. He 
called a notary public and wrote his will on 
the 21 April 1644,44 bringing his closest family 
including Edward around him as witnesses. 
Bull died while the blood of Royalist and 
Parliamentary armies still stained the soil 
after the Battle of Cheriton but before the 
brutality of the Battle of Marston Moor. He 
was buried in the body of the church of St 
Dunstan’s on 1 May (see note 21). Edmund’s 
will was proved in the Commissary Court of 
London on 17 May 1644 to Mary, Edmund’s 
widow. He left his estate to his widow and 
surviving children, John Bull and Ann East. 
His son, John, was also a clockmaker and 
freeman of the Blacksmiths’ Company by 
patrimony in 1631.45 Edmund had three 
premises: two in Fleet Street and one in Ram 
Alley. He left them to his widow Mary and, on 
her death, to be divided equally between his 
son and daughter. However it seems that Mary 
Bull interpreted Edmund’s will differently 
and, rather than divide the estate, she left the 
operation of the business exclusively to 
Edward East. There must be more to this than 
meets the eye, since the will clearly supports 
John’s claim that he was an equal stakeholder. 
It may be that Edward East paid John the cash 
value of his half of the estate, or that John was 
indebted to his brother-in-law before the 
bequest. Whatever happened, in subsequent 
years Mary would assert that John had no 
claim over his father’s property.46 This clearly 

disappointed him – he had not been present 
when the will was written and now Edward 
operated his father’s business. John’s absence 
might indicate that he was involved in the 
London Trained Bands, or otherwise engaged 
in the Civil War. Whatever the cause for his 
absence, he vented his frustration by initiating 
a legal challenge to Edmund’s will.47 This 
disagreement rattled on for over ten years, 
but Edward East was the de facto inheritor of 
Bull’s business, including the Ram Alley 
property. Hence by the end of 1644, Edward 
East was a prominent goldsmith and now the 
primary clockmaker in Fleet Street; the 
connections and clients that Edmund Bull 
had enjoyed passed to East. John Bull, East’s 
potential rival in the succession of Edmund’s 
estate, was sidelined and continued to work 
from premises outside the City at Temple 
Bar.48

 Meddling in the Royal Mint had ruined 
confidence in national finances and 
progressively more merchants deposited 
bullion with goldsmiths, taking bills and 
tokens from them rather than coins of the 
realm. Like many goldsmiths at the time, 
Edward found himself acting more in the role 
of a banker, making money from loans and 
financial transactions as much as clocks and 
watches. We can see his increased income 
invested in property. In September 1644, 
Edward leased a tenement in Gunpowder 
Alley, Shoe Lane from the Goldsmiths’ 
Company.49 In November a report on the 
condition of the building was given to the 
Goldsmiths’ Company,50 and Edward took a 
further lease at a fine of £20 on 4 April 1645 
presumably with the expectation he would 
repair it.51 The lease may have been taken out 

44. Guildhall Library, Commissary Court of London, Will of Edmund Bull Commissary Court of London, 
original wills for 1644, Pr 17 May 1644. The original will is annotated with the second grant of probate 20 
July 1655 to Edward East. 

45. Guildhall Library, Ms 2881/3 Minutes of the Blacksmiths’ Company of London.

46. National Archives, PROB11/249/344 Will of Mary Bull, widow of St Dunstan’s in the West, London Pr. 25 
April 1655.

47. This is inferred from n. 46 although the equity suit itself has yet to be discovered.

48. Westminster Archives, Parish Rates of St Clement Danes.

49. Worshipful Company of Goldsmiths Archive, Goldsmiths’ Company ‘Court Book’ Minutes 1642–1645 fol. 
257v.

50. Ibid., fol. 266r.

51. Ibid., fol. 290r.
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to provide accommodation for Edward’s 
brother John who returned to London from 
Bedford in 1645. Edward was doing well even 
against the back-drop of civil war and in 
September 1645 Edward became Master of 
the Clockmakers’ Company for the first time 
(see note 28). On 11 October 1647, he was 
made ‘Treasurer’ of the Clockmakers’ 
Company, effectively its banker in a time 
when most doubted the value of the coins of 
the realm (see note 28). Some Company 
meetings were held at East’s premises – at the 
sign of the ‘Musical Clock’ in Fleet Street. By 
1651 he had also acquired a tenement and 
shop in St Clement Danes, and a suit ensued 
when the existing tenant refused to leave.52 
This property may have housed his brother-
in-law, John Bull, who traded from Temple 
Bar and whose children were baptised in St 
Clement Danes church. 
 The London Goldsmiths, of which Edward 
was an up-and-coming star, were key financiers 
of the Roundhead army investing over £17,000 
in the Parliamentarian cause in the Civil 
War.53 There is no evidence to suggest that 
East objected to the stand that the Goldsmiths 
took. Indeed, we will later find that he owned 
property in Ireland as repayment of a loan to 
Cromwell’s army.54 We infer that East, like 
many wealthy artisans in London, agreed 
with the concept of a potent Parliament, but 
there is no evidence he was a fundamentalist, 
loudly supporting the establishment of a 
Republic or the Commonwealth.
 East remained in London throughout the 
first and second civil wars. His family 
continued expanding with a new child every 
year despite the political turmoil (see note 21). 

He renewed his lease of the Gunpowder Alley 
Tenement for twenty-one years in April 
1646,55 and took Robert Hanslap apprentice 
(see note 36). Oswald Durant had died in 
1645,56 and so now East obtained his 
Clockmaker apprentices from Thomas 
Alcock. Hanslap was made free on 8 March 
1653 (see note 28). In September 1646 Lady 
Fanshawe, the wife of Sir Richard, diplomat 
and author, stayed with the East family in 
Fleet Street, with her sister Buttler.57 London 
was the scene of several riots during this 
period, one against excise duty in Smithfield 
in 1647, another over taxation in January 
1648 and in April of that year an apprentice 
riot in support of the King. Evelyn reported a 
great uproar in London because the rebel 
army was camped at Whitehall and Londoners 
thought the army would plunder the City.
 Added to the political ill winds, the winter of 
1648/9 was one of the coldest for many years. 
The Thames froze over and there were 
shortages of food in London. East was now 
commissioned to provide perhaps one of the 
most poignant pieces he ever made – a watch 
for King Charles as he awaited trial. Sir Thomas 
Herbert, Groom of the Bedchamber, records 
that after he had overslept tending the King 
during his confinement in St James’s Palace: 

Herbert (said the King) you have not 
observed the command I gave you last night. 
I will order you for the future; you shall have 
a Gold Alarm-Watch which, as there may be 
cause to wake you; write to the Earl of 
Pembroke to send me one presently. The 
Earl immediately sent to Mr East his 
watchmaker in Fleet Street about it.58 

52. National Archives, C10/10/58 John Hynde vs. Edward East and others. In this equity suit, Hynde claims 
he is a tenant of East who has recently bought a tenement with a shop. He has paid all rents required of him, 
but East has nevertheless placed him under duress to the leave the property. 

53. W. S. Prideaux, Memorials of the Goldsmiths’ Company being Gleanings from their Records between 
1335–1815. 2 volumes. n.d.

54. National Archives of Ireland, Ms D17761 16 Aug 1665 Deed between Edward East watchmaker of St 
Dunstan’s in the West, London and Thomas Ball of Glasdrummon in the County of Armagh.

55. See n. 49, fol. 57r.

56. National Archives, PROB11/194 fo 308, will of Oswald Durant, Citizen & Clothworker, Prerogative Court 
of Canterbury Pr. 6 December 1645.

57. The Memoirs of Anne Lady Halkett and Ann Lady Fanshawe, ed. by J. Loftus, Clarendon Press Oxford, 
1979, p. 119.

58. T. Herbert and J. Rushworth, The Trial of Charles I, Folio Press, London, 1974. The quotes highlighted 
are from pp. 64, 121 and 122. 
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East provided the watch on 17 January 1648/9 
for which he was paid £40 by Parliament.59 
The Earl then saw 

a considerable military officer [passing] 
towards to St James’s, and went to meet 
him… The Earl then delivered to him the 
gold watch… desiring him to give it to Mr 
Herbert that waited on the King. 

However, the guard failed to deliver the watch 
and subsequently claimed no knowledge of it. 
‘The Earl was very angry… but such was the 
severity of the times it was then judged 
dangerous to reflect upon such a person, 
being a favourite of the time.’ By the time of 
Charles’s trial three days later (20 January 
1648/9), the watch could not be traced. 
Charles remarked on the incident: ‘Ah! Had 
he not told the officer it was for me, it would 
have probably been delivered; he well knew 
how short a time I would enjoy it.’ (see note 
58).
 We cannot know whether, less than two 
weeks later (30 January  1648/9), East himself 
walked the half a mile from his house in Fleet 
Street to Whitehall to see one of the most 
pivotal events in British history. Charles wore 
two shirts on the day of his execution in case 
his shivering in the exceptional cold was seen 
as fear of the executioners axe. By March 
1649, now a citizen of the Commonwealth, 
Edward had taken his family to ‘The Three 
Cranes’ in Fleet Street.60 The Three Cranes 
consisted of a garden, house and cellar, with a 

shop which fronted on to the street (Fig. 7).61 
It may not be coincidental that the rear corner 
of this property abutted onto a lane that 
connected with Ram Alley (see Fig. 5), 
meaning that pieces from Ram Alley could be 
brought into the rear of East’s shop without 
ever going via Fleet Street.
 The execution of Charles did not bring 
peace. Cromwell now took the conflict to 
Ireland, using financial support from the 
London Guilds to fund his army. Many loans 
to the army were repaid with grants of land 
seized from Parliamentary opponents. We will 
see that in later years East sold property in West 
Meath that had been ‘granted in satisfaction of 
an adventure for the service of Ireland’ (see 
note 54), indicating that he had made a personal 
loan to Cromwell’s army, presumably in the 
early 1650s. Despite conflict in Ireland and 
Scotland, Edward prospered during the 
Commonwealth. On 16 January 1651 he took 
Edward Wagstaff apprentice turned over from 
Richard Masterson via the Clockmakers’ 
Company (see note 36). One Master was 
limited to one apprentice at a time, but now 
that Edward’s first apprentices were also free, 
his ex-apprentices’ apprentices could now in 
turn contribute to an expanding workforce. 
Hence in 1650, we find East’s nephew James 
Green apprenticed not to Edward himself, but 
to his ex-apprentice Walter Gibbs. In October 
1651, Edward East and Clement Stone were 
elected Renters of the Goldsmiths’ Company 
(see note 53). His brother Jeremy, who had 
always been close to Edward, had become a 

59. Appendix to 9th report of Royal Commission on Historical manuscripts, RCHM. HM Stationery Office, 
1882.

60. Hoare’s Bank Archive, HB/10/A/1/27 is a sale dated 4 March 1649/50 between ‘Anne Field of London, 
widow and executrix of Henry Field, late Citizen & Apothecary of London, to Elizabeth Moore of London, 
widow… now in the… possessions of Edward East of London, clockmaker, and Henry Seile of London, 
stationer...which were lately conveyed to the said Henry Field.’ This indicates that East entered the property 
sometime between Field’s acquisition in 1641 and the date of the sale. A second deed HB/10/A/1/31 dated 2 
January 1664/5 confirms East is still in the property, but there is no mention of him when the property is 
rebuilt after the fire (HB/10/A/1/36). We infer he left the property either immediately before the fire, or (most 
likely) as a result of it. 

61. Hoare’s Bank Archive, HB/10/A/2/40 is a deed of sale from c. 1783 which includes a ground floor plan of 
Hoare’s Bank, which by that time included The Three Cranes. In many cases buildings were rebuilt after the 
Great Fire in the original format, merely ironing out grosser inconveniences. If we assume that the Three 
Cranes was rebuilt in such a way, this plan gives a sense of the size of East’s Fleet Street shop. The Three 
Cranes is the easternmost (left) of the three shopfronts in the plan, abutting the Mitre Tavern to the east and 
the Golden Hinde and Three Golden Lions to the west. The shopfront is some 20 feet long and 60 feet deep, 
tapering towards the South. Only the ground floor is shown but one presumes it had a further two or three 
stories above.
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Fig. 7. groundfloor plan of the site of Hoare’s Bank on Fleet Street in c. 1783 (see note 61). The Three 
Cranes is the easternmost (left) of the three shopfronts in the plan. This document dates from after 
the great Fire and doors have been placed from the Three Cranes into neighbouring tenements. 
nevertheless it shows that in East’s day, the Three Cranes had about 20 feet of shopfront onto Fleet 
Street, and lay directly next to the Mitre Tavern. There was a yard at the rear with two outhouses, one 
of which may have been occupied by David Moody and Peter Bellune. Photo courtesy of Hoare’s Bank.



361

SEPTEMBER 2017

brother of the Clockmakers’ Company on 12 
October 1640 (see note 28). With his wife 
Catherine, he moved around London, being in 
St Christopher Stocks in 1645.62 But with 
Edward now living on Fleet Street, Jeremy 
returned around 1647 to manage Ram Alley, 
the property in which he had probably 
performed much of his apprenticeship.63 We 
infer that Jeremy and Edward had a similar 
relationship to that enjoyed by Edmund Bull 
and Edward East twenty years previously, 
with Jeremy handling the Ram Alley factory 
and Edward selling pieces from the Fleet 
Street front. As East’s business expanded, we 
imagine that he became progressively more 
dependent on a wider base of other makers to 
satisfy his commissions and pieces bearing 
East’s name may have been manufactured 
elsewhere to be brought to Fleet Street and 
engraved with East’s name. 
 In 1645 Edward’s brother John East 
mortgaged a property in Bedford called ‘The 
George’ to a William Horsford,64 one that he 
had possibly been living in whilst in Bedford. 
He returned to London in that year but ran 
into financial difficulties for by 18 August 
1648 he was in the Fleet Prison. In January 
1648 he had been chasing bad debts through 
the Court of Chancery against Horsford. 
Horsford’s defence was that John East had 
used ‘The George’ as collateral against a debt 

that he had failed to repay. John had made a 
request for a loan of £5 upon his bond and 
that of his father-in-law William Mason, from 
the Goldsmiths’ Company, which they granted.65 
However, this amount was insufficient because 
on 8 September a further 40 shillings was paid 
by William Mason to ensure John’s release 
from the Fleet.66 In October 1650 at the Court 
of the Goldsmiths’ Company a Mr Ashe 
warned against taking away timber from the 
house in Gutter Lane, lately leased by John 
East, since there was concern that the whole 
building would collapse.67 This account hints 
that John’s debtors had entered his property 
and taken valuables to the point that the 
fabric of the building was also being targeted. 
In January 1651 Edward paid £65 to the 
Goldsmiths’ Company for the lease of the 
tenement, which he later sold on to the under- 
tenant, Edmund Hill.68 In his will in January 
1654, Edmund Hill describes the Gutter Lane 
property as butted up against the Mitre Tavern 
in Wood Street.69 An undated equity suit 
initiated by John East against Matthew Penn 
Citizen & Fishmonger probably comes from 
this time,70 in which East claims that Penn 
owed a sum in excess of £33.
 In June 1652 John East, bedevilled by years 
of debt, died. His will outlined £600 in land and 
possessions, including property in Milton, 
Bedfordshire.71 John’s death precipitated suits 

62. Guildhall Library, Ms 4421/1, Registers of St Christopher le Stocks, London.

63. Jeremy and Katherine’s daughter Mary was baptised 14 December 1648 and the address is given as ‘from 
John Godheards Ram Alley’. One could speculate that this was Isaac Symmes’s apprentice John Goddard. 
The equity suit C6/114/39 shows that Katherine Davies had a sister Winifred who had married John Goddard, 
Citizen & Merchant Taylor and who had leased the Ram Alley property next door to the East factory. Hence 
this John Goddard is not the goldsmith. 

64. National Archives, C6/126/45 John East vs William Horsford & Joseph Hayward. Equity suit comprising a 
complaint by East (dated January 1648), an answer by Horsford and a replication by East. This suit describes 
East’s incarceration in the Fleet Prison and the attempts made by William Mason, his father-in-law, to pay 
off his immediate debts. 

65. Worshipful Company of Goldsmiths Archive, Goldsmiths’ Company ‘Court Book’ Minutes 1648–1651 fol. 8r.

66. Ibid., fol. 11v.

67. Ibid., fol. 198v.

68. Ibid., fol. 221r.

69. National Archives, PROB11/247 fol. 251 Will of Edmund Hill Citizen & Goldsmith Pr. 27 February 1654. 
We have no evidence that Edmund was related to Benjamin Hill, East’s apprentice. 

70. National Archives, C3/456/93 Matthew Penn Fishmonger of London vs. John East Goldsmith of London 
and Roger Granger Clockworker then of London. Undated equity suit relating to bonds involving the 
defendants and the Worshipful Company of Fishmongers. 

71. National Archives, PROB11/224 fol. 220.
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against his estate, which Edward, as Executor, 
was expected to handle. However Edward 
renounced his executorship, passing it to their 
brother James. Nevertheless Edward found 
himself as the defendant in an equity suit 
initiated by John Bishop, a debtor from John’s 
estate.72 The answers to this suit indicate that 
John East had been incarcerated in the Fleet 
Prison for debt, but had enjoyed a degree of 
freedom, coming and going as he saw fit. He 
may have been (either nominally or physically) 
in the Fleet at the time of his death. The 
document indicates that a rift had formed 
between Edward and his brothers James and 
John, the nature of which is not explicitly 
stated. Edward accused his brother James of 
having ‘colluded with desolute and lurid 
persons’ with the purpose of defrauding the 
estate. Taking these responses on face value, it 
is tempting to suggest that the rift represents 
Parliamentarian Edward and Jeremy estranged 
from their Royalist brothers. There are many 
examples of bitter disagreements between 
families at this time for such reasons. However 
the disagreement may equally have been 
amplified, or even fabricated, to ensure that 
Bishop could not make a firm case against 
either brother. When John died, he left a son 
John and a daughter Prudence, whose 
education was secured by bonds from their 
grandfather, William Mason. The education of 
John junior fell to James East, but it seems 
rather that he was trained by Edward. In 1654 
a John East is apprenticed to Edward via the 
Clockmakers (turned over by David Moody)
(see note 36), and in 1657, John was 
apprenticed again to Edward Ward, Citizen & 
Tyler and Brickmaker.73 However this bond 

was dissolved in 1661 and John was then made 
free of the Goldsmiths’ Company by patrimony. 
To make things confusing, in 1656  ‘John East 
son of John East watchmaker of London’ is 
apprenticed in Dublin as a watchmaker to 
Daniel Bellingham.74 However, we are unable 
to account for the fate of Edward’s own son 
John East, born the same year and we infer 
the Dublin entry contains an error; John is the 
son of Edward East watchmaker. 
 On 4 October 1652, Edward was again 

Fig. 8. Reputed likeness of Edward East from 
a miniature portrait. By permission of the 
Worshipful Company of Clockmakers. 

72. National Archives, C6/115/16 John Bishop vs Edward East et al. 1652. The suit describes East’s 
incarceration in the Fleet Prison and his death. The answer by Edward East on 5 November 1652 describes 
how John made a series of bonds to pay for the education of his son John and his daughter Prudence with 
their grandfather William Mason. 

73. London Metropolitan Archives, CLA/024/02/150. Apprenticeship petition 3 Aug 1661 by John East, son of 
John East Citizen and Goldsmith deceased, requesting the dissolution of his apprenticeship to Edward Ward 
Citizen and Tyler and Brickmaker. The apprentice claimed that he had started his apprenticeship under age 
(13½) and therefore sought for the apprenticeship to be dissolved. However it is clear from John’s baptism in 
Bedford in 1639 that this assertion was false and Edward Ward contested the claim. Edward Ward is not the 
clockmaker of the same name who was a freeman of the Pewterers’ Company. 

74. Loomes, The Early Clockmakers of Great Britain, records this apprenticeship as ‘John East son of John 
East watchmaker of London’ to Daniel Bellingham of Dublin in 1656, although we have been unable to trace 
the original source. If so, John the elder should be a goldsmith. However, this may be Edward’s son John, 
born 1639 whose burial has not been found, in which case the entry should read ‘John East son of Edward 
East watchmaker of London’.
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elected Master of the Clockmakers’ Company 
(see note 28) and was Master when Oliver 
Cromwell became Lord Protector. It was 
around this time that what is reputed to be the 
only surviving likeness of East was made, a 
miniature portrait of the Anglo-Dutch style 
showing a man in a black jacket with a white 
lawn collar and black flowing hair (Fig. 8).75 
East’s family was growing and Edward’s 
daughter Mary married John Child, a grocer of 
St Mary Woolchurch.76 The banns were read at 
St Dunstan’s in the West (where the marriage 
probably took place) (see note 21) although no 
entry appears in that register. A rate from 
1658 shows ‘David Moody Watchmaker at Mr 
Easts over against the Church in St Dunstans 
in the West’, suggesting Moody was East’s 
journeyman.77 In 1654 Edward took two 
apprentices through the Clockmakers’ 
Company. On 22 August 1654 he took Henry 
Jones turned over from Benjamin Hill and on 
20 December 1654 he took his nephew John 
East turned over from David Moody (see note 
36). Tragically in 1654 Edward’s wife Ann died 
and she was buried on 6 December 1654 in the 
body of the church of St Dunstan’s where her 
father had been interred (see note 21). This 
left Mary Bull, Ann’s mother and widow of 
Edmund Bull, looking after the house and 
family for Edward but by the following April 
she too died to be buried near her husband on 
6 April as Mistress Mary Bull from Mr East’s’ 
(see note 21). Mary Bull left a will in which she 
tried to end the dispute between her son John 
Bull and Edward East over the ownership of 
the Ram Alley properties.78 Mary clearly 
favoured her daughter and Edward East over 

her son John Bull with regard to these three 
messuages in Fleet Street and Ram Alley. She 
insisted that the 

...three messuages lying together in Fleet 
Street and Ram Alley which by the will of 
Edmund Bull my late husband, deceased, 
were given to my daughter Anne the wife of 
the said Edward East and her children…

She also stated that she had ‘… paid to John 
Bull his full childs portion of his fathers estate’ 
and furthermore would disinherit him entirely, 
should he choose to pursue the matter. It can 
be inferred that John Bull had begun legal 
proceedings since she required him to: 

…Within one month next after request to 
him….made seale and deliver unto my 
executor [Edward East] in due form of law 
a sufficient general release of all actions 
suites claims and demands whatsoever…

Edward East’s business, at the time of this 
case, was flourishing and these documents 
may reflect John Bull’s desire to gain a stake 
in it, rather than simply the ownership of 
buildings. It is not clear from the extant 
documents whether John Bull withdrew his 
claim on his father’s estate, whether an 
agreement was brokered, or whether he 
pursued it to disinheritance. Certainly, the 
dispute caused a second grant of 
administration of Edmund’s will on 3 July 
1655, after the death of Mary Bull, at which 
time letters of administration were granted to 
Edward East.79 Since Ann East was now also 

75. Lloyd illustrates his 1939 article with this miniature but does not refer to it in the text. The portrait is 
now in the collection of the Clockmakers’ Company, whose Keeper, Sir George White, has advised the editor 
that a handwritten text at the rear reads ‘EDWARD EAST / HOROLOGER / 1610–1693’. When it had come up for 
auction in 1997 (tinyurl.com/ljvznb4) it was reported to have the reverse engraved ‘A present from Lady 
Ched (- -) to Mr East’, indicating that the miniature had been a donation by Martha Lady Chedworth (d.1775) 
to a ‘Mr East’, presumably her cousin Sir William East Bart before his ennoblement, later to be executor of 
her estate. The miniature was owned in modern times by descendants of Sir William. However that family 
were not linked to the Easts of Southill and it is only a tradition that it is a likeness of Edward East himself. 
See also G. White, ‘A Coincidence’, Friends of the Clockmakers’ Museum Newsletter, issue 3, Autumn 2008, 
2–3. 

76. Guildhall Library, Ms 7635/2, Registers of St Mary Woolnoth, London.

77. British Library, Add Ms 34016. Names of persons living in Westminster and its liberties, in Middlesex and 
in London; c. 1655. East appears next to Moody in this rate.

78. National Archives, PROB11/249 fol. 344 PCC will of Mary Bull 1655.

79. National Archives, PROB6, Administrations of the wills of Edmund and Mary Bull PCC 1655.
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dead, James East, now aged twenty-one, 
inherited the Ram Alley property as Ann’s 
eldest son and heir. Edward was the executor 
of Mary Bull’s will, and he acquired letters of 
administration for both the wills of Mary and 
Edmund Bull. Edward inherited Greenes’ 
Rents in the parish of St Bride from Mary Bull. 
That year also saw the marriage of Edward’s 
daughter, another Ann East, to Tobias 
Saunders a grocer of St Stephen Walbrook 
(see note 21).
 Edward had eleven children living at home 
with ages between 5 and 24 years. In his mid-
fifties he married Sarah Powell a widow at St 
Dunstan’s church 4 February 1655/6 and on 
11 December 1656 their daughter Sarah was 
baptised at the same church (see note 21). 
Edward duplicated the names of his children 
born with his first wife, which meant there 
were now two daughters living both called 
Sarah. In subsequent years, he was also have 
two sons called James. Six months later, on 8 
June 1657, Edward took Adam Pearce 
apprentice, turned over from David Moody 
through the Clockmakers’ Company (see note 
36). Later in the year, Edward took his nephew 
Edmund Bull (son of his brother-in-law John 
Bull with whom he had contested Ram Alley, 
Fig. 4) as apprentice through the Goldsmiths’ 
Company (see note 7). This may have been 
part of a wider agreement to give John Bull and 
his descendants an interest in Edward East’s 
business. With his children, apprentices, wife 
and possibly journeymen living in the house 
in Fleet Street, the place must have been very 
crowded. Added to all of this Edward became 
4th Warden in the Goldsmiths’ Company (see 

note 37). By now he was probably involved 
increasingly little in the day-to-day running of 
his business, given his duties to the 
Goldsmiths’ and Clockmakers’ Companies. 
We infer he had several people working at his 
command. We know of his brothers James 
and Jeremy, his son James, plus undoubtedly 
an army of journeymen whose identities we 
cannot trace. Many of his ex-apprentices may 
have moved into positions as his journeymen. 
The family continued to expand and 19 
January 1658 saw the birth of another 
daughter Hannah. She was christened on 24 
June at St Dunstan’s but died soon afterwards 
and was buried there on the 29th (see note 
21). 
 As Edward and Sarah’s daughter Deborah 
East was baptised in the church of St Dunstan’s 
in the West on 31 May 1659 (see note 21), the 
Republic was ailing and Charles II was invited 
to resume the throne. East watches were 
valuable items which could be easily 
concealed. In November 1659 the Mercurius 
Politicus contained the first of many 
advertisements relating to lost and stolen 
watches: 

in the Old Exchange London, was lost a 
little golden watch; the case plain gold and 
the watch gold enamelled made by Edward 
East, watchmaker, which was taken up by 
one Elizabeth Palmer lately a servant to a 
person of honor in the Strand in Middlesex

and the owner offered 30/- for its return.

(Part 2 to follow in a future issue). 
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