
ROGER DE LEYBOURNE: HIS SHARE IN THE BARONS' WAR.i 
BY JOSEPH BURTT, Assistant Keeper of Public Records. 

SOME original documents which were found a few years 
ago among the archives of the Royal Exchequer, and have 
been hitherto unnoticed, enable me to bring before you the 
following new particulars relating to the life and times of 
Sir Roger de Leybourne. His active life causes him to stand 
out boldly in the long roll of the chivalry of the county of 
Kent. These documents were forwarded to the Exchequer 
by Roger de Leybourne, in support of a claim made by 
him for a large sum of money ; as that claim chiefly arose 
from the execution of his office as Constable of the Castle 
of Rochester and for services which that position as a sup-
porter of Henry III. enabled him to perform, and as by far 
the greater part of those services were performed in the 
county of Kent, it seemed a fitting opportunity to bring to 
notice on the present occasion some of the illustrations of 
the times afforded by these accounts. 

I trust that the few extracts which I shall be able to 
give in a notice, necessarily very limited, will be sufficient to 
excite the interest of the Arch geological Society of Kent, 
and stimulate it, perhaps, to publish entire the interesting 
record of the expeditions in which Leybourne was engaged 
for about four years. To the founder of that Society, the 
antiquary—to whose impulse the cause of archseology in his 
county has often been indebted—we may look for a full 
narrative both of the part taken by Roger de Leybourne in 
events to which the record under consideration relates, and 
of all the incidents of the long career attributed to him. 
We anticipate from the promised memoir by Mr. Larking, 
in the Archseologia Cantiana, satisfactory elucidation of 
obscurities in which the history of Sir Roger seems, ac-
cording to received statements, to be involved. 

Those who are acquainted with the work will not need to 
be told how well and fully our old and valued member 

1 Communicated to tlie Historical made known to us his discovery, that the 
Section, at the Meeting of the Institute Roger de Leybourne above-mentioned 
at Rochester, July 29th, 1863. Whilst was son of the Roger taken prisoner at 
these eheets were passing through the Rochester in 1215, and that the father 
press the publication of Mr. Larking's me- died before 1251, facts unknown to 
moir, Archseol. Cant. vol. v. p. 133, has Dugdale. 
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Mr. Blaauw lias told the story of the Civil War of the thir-
teenth century in his volume, " The Barons' War." In that 
able work the author has traced the course of events in which 
those Avars had their rise ; he has shown their oscillations and 
fluctuations, and sketched their varied phases with a careful, 
and at times an eloquent, pen. I only regret that the docu-
ments I have to bring to your notice were not known before 
his book was written, that they might have had the advan-
tage of Mr. Blaauw's careful examination and able treatment, 
and his work perhaps have received some additional interest 
from their contents. 

It would be beside my present purpose to dwell longer 
upon the contentions between Henry III. and his barons 
than is necessary to show how matters stood when the 
subject,of these remarks came actively upon the scene. 

Henry III. ascended the throne of England under no 
favourable auspices. His father had ended a short, inglo-
rious, and most distracted reign in a struggle against the 
powerful party of his nobles which had wrested from him 
the Great Charter : his death perhaps saved the nation from 
becoming the tributary province of a foreign power. Henry, 
then but nine years old, was at first under the guardianship 
of the able Earl of Pembroke; and, while that nobleman 
lived, the country was ruled with wisdom, although the party 
of the Barons was excluded from all political power. 
But a foreign Bishop of Winchester succeeded the earl as 
Regent, and the great source of strife and contention—the 
preference of foreigners to places of profit and distinction, 
and their monopoly of ecclesiastical power—soon revived 
the slumbering fires and produced the worst results. The 
king's marriage to the beautiful and accomplished Eleanor, 
daughter of the Count of Provence, and the great addition 
made by that event to the number of foreign nobles and 
their dependents settled in England, thriving upon the land, 
holding its castles and enjoying its offices of trust, provoked 
this feeling of discontent to the utmost. Subject to such 
influences, the state of affairs between the king and his 
nobles soon became one of complete antagonism. Again and 
again the provisions of the Great Charter had been disre-
garded and confirmed in their turn ; till at length in the 
year 1258, in the Parliament summoned at Oxford, a strong 
party of confederated barons insisted upon a scheme for 
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reforming the abuses of the royal government. The pro-
visions of this scheme, known as the " Constitutions of 
Oxford," or the " Oxford Statutes," among other things again 
confirmed the Great Charter, regulated the arrangements 
relating to wards and their lands, and required that the 
offices of state and the fortresses of the kingdom should be 
held by Englishmen alone. I need scarcely say that the 
leader of the Barons' party was the famous Simon de Mont-
fort, Earl of Leicester. His party at that time comprised in 
its ranks many nobles who were afterwards strenuous sup-
porters of the royal cause, including Sir Roger de Leybourne, 
the lord of Leybourne. 

For four years many attempts were made by the Barons 
to carry out and act upon these Oxford Constitutions or 
Statutes, and by the royal party to repudiate them ; but the 
feelings of animosity increased, and an open rupture occurred 
at the latter part of the year 1262. 

Sir Roger de Leybourne was then well known for his 
prowess in the field. The early history of his family is 
exceedingly obscure ; what is known of it is chiefly to be 
found in Dugdale, or in the authorities he quotes. In the 
10th year of Richard I. (A.D. 1199), Robert de Leybourne 
being dead, a fine was paid for the marriage of his heir, and 
in the 9th of John (A.D. 1207-8), Margaret de Leybourne 
(most probably his widow) paid a fine for a licence to marry 
again. The subject of these remarks was probably their only 
son, and he may have been born in the year 1194 or 1195, 
as in the year 1216' he was married and had seisin given 
him of his lands, so that he was then of full age. Young as 
he then was he took part with the barons in their struggle 
for the Great Charter, and for his share in the conflict that 
ensued (having been taken in Rochester Castle) he was com-
mitted to prison under the charge of Peter de Maulay, and 
released only on paying the moiety of the fine of 500 marks 
which had been imposed upon him, and giving security for 
his future behaviour. From that time nothing appears to 
be known of him till the year 1253, when royal letters of 
protection were granted absolving him from the consequences 
of having killed a Norman knight, Ernulph de Mounteney, 
which, as Matthew Paris states, occurred at a tournament 
called that of the Round Table, at Walden in Essex. In the 
ensuing year he attended the king to Gascony. Here again 
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there is a hiatus in his history. When the final rupture took 
place between the king and the barons in consequence of a 
breach of the Oxford Statutes, actual hostilities first occurred 
on the distant frontier of Wales, and there, " among the par-
tisans of the barons, who took a leading part in these hos-
tilities, which spared neither houses, parks, or even churches, 
were Roger de Leybourn and John Gifford " (Blaauw). Their 
exploits, while thus engaged on the popular side, are the 
subject of high praise in one of the curious political songs of 
the time, and Leybourne was also engaged in the negotiations 
which were carried on at intervals from that time. 

The contest continued with varying success and with many 
a lull, for nearly two years, when the French king, who had 
been appealed to in reference to the Oxford Statutes, 
delivered his judgment at Amiens on the 23rd January, 
1264. This judgment was favourable to the royal cause, 
whereupon the barons again flew to arms, alleging as their 
plea the partiality of the French king. But several of them 
now deserted their party, and among these was Roger de 
Leybourne, whose defection was conspicuous on account of 
his previous activity on the part of the barons. Corrupt 
motives are generally assigned as the cause by the writers of 
the period. 

From that time till the conclusion of the Civil War, the 
documents which are the occasion of the present remarks 
tell the story of Roger de Leybourne's active services 
on behalf of the king in his own words, or at least in the 
words of the account which he sent in to the Royal Exche-
quer, claiming a large sum of money for those services and 
the expenses and damages he had incurred in them. The 
detailed accounts setting out every item of his actual occu-
pation and his cost of living, day by day, are not quite 
complete ; but, if the items are defective, the bill itself, divided 
into several portions according to the business on which he 
was engaged, is entire. Besides the interest they afford in 
their subject-matter, they are curious as being still earlier 
than the earliest account of any individual's expenses hitherto 
known. Nothing so early as the account of the Countess of 
Leicester's household for a portion of the year 1265 had 
been known previous to the present notice of the household 
expenses of one of the royal party in the year 1264. 

The first portion of Leybourne's account comprises the 
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period from the 6th of March to the 27th of May, 1264. 
The arms of the Montfort party had, since the renewal of 
hostilities, been crowned with success in various quarters, 
and the wives of Leybourne and of other barons had been 
made prisoners in a successful attack upon Gloucester—a 
success which was more than balanced by that of Prince 
Edward at Northampton. A considerable number of 
adherents to the royal cause were scattered over the 
counties of Kent and Sussex, and it is evident that Ley-
bourne entered most actively into the arrangements for the 
campaign that was about to ensue in that quarter. It was 
known that Montfort was threatening Rochester; and, by 
a remarkable contrast, the place which had witnessed Ley-
bourne's first unsuccessful essay in arms on the barons' side 
was now to be the scene of his first successful engagement 
on that of his sovereign. 

His account tells us that he returned from a visit to the 
king at Windsor to Eynesford in Kent, on the 6th of March, 
whence he came to Rochester and provisioned the castle in 
case of siege. It then details his expenses of housekeeping 
day by day, and the stores of various kinds—carcases of 
oxen, sheep, and bacons, together with fish and wine—which 
he stowed away in the tower or keep of the castle. There 
are also entered several charges for letters, and a payment 
for hiring a horse for a messenger to " enquire about the 
rumours." 

On the day after the feast of St. Tiburtius and Valerian 
(April 14), Leybourne was visited in the castle of Rochester 
by the Earl of Warren (the king's brother-in-law) and 
William de Breuse. Something like a feast was held on 
the occasion, as 24 sextaries of wine and 24 of cider 
were consumed ; 164 horses were also fed within the 
castle. At this time the barons' party had attacked the 
town, and on the next day they assaulted the castle. 
The story is graphically told in the pages of William 
Rishanger, a monk of St. Alban's ; but it is not my pur-
pose to dwell upon this incident. It is most simply and 
expressively stated in the documents now brought to your 
notice by three words, " stetit insultum castrum." This 
was on the Thursday in Passion-week, and on Easter-day 
(April 20), 1400 eggs were bought: so that the blockade 
could not have been very strict; but nothing was bought on 
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the next five days, and on the Saturday following the barons 
are said to have withdrawn (" recesserunt barones"). On 
the Sunday two calves, a kid, lard to the amount of 3.v., 
pork to the value of 12c?., fresh beef to the value of 9s., and 
one hen, were purchased. There is no item in the account 
of the expenditure of this time to corroborate the state-
ment made by one writer, that Leybourne was dangerously 
wounded in this defence of Rochester Castle. 

On Tuesday, the 29tli of April, the Earl of Warren left 
Rochester. I think there is no reason to doubt that he was 
accompanied by Roger de Leybourne and the other leaders 
who had successfully defended the castle, though the account 
records the daily household expenditure without reference 
to that fact. The comparison of several passages leads to 
this conclusion, and, from other authorities of an indisputable 
character, Ave know that forces were drawn from all the 
neighbouring strongholds to swell the royal army that was 
gathered at Lewes, and that Roger de Leybourne took a 
prominent part in the negotiations which preceded the 
unfortunate battle at that place (May 13th). The small 
force left in the castle of Rochester was so far unaffected by 
the struggle at Lewes, that these accounts contain no reference 
to it. It must be borne in mind, however, that the purport 
of these accounts was simply to justify the claim made upon 
the Royal Exchequer, and passing events are only noticed 
when they affect the subject. It was only as the interest of 
his master was affected by the expenditure or loss of the 
goods committed to his charge, that the accountant recorded 
or referred to what was passing around him. 

In conformity with the terms of agreement entered into 
between the king and the barons after the rout of the royal 
army at Lewes, the castle of Rochester was given up, and 
the loss sustained by Sir Roger in goods stored up in the 
castle, owing to its surrender, is thus recorded :—" Be it 
known, that on the return of the king into Kent, after the 
battle of Lewes, he came to Rochester, and commanded the 
constable of the castle and others there immediately to sur-
render the same to the Earl of Leicester, who did so, to the 
great loss and damage of the goods of the said Roger, as 
well in gold as in silver, and arms, and many other things, 
to the value of more than 600/., together with chargers and 
riding-horses lost in the assault on the city aforesaid, and in 
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the siege of the castle." To each item of the stores this 
remark is appended, or the memorandum made that the 
stock was lost, " ratione predicta." 

For some short time after the battle of Lewes, Leybourne 
seems to have lain inactive. When the royal party began to 
take heart again, he was soon found among its leaders, 
negotiating with Montfort, and obtaining permission to 
visit Prince Edward in his confinement at Kenilworth, and 
the king at Pershore. Shortly after Prince Edward's escape 
hostilities again commenced, and the decisive battle of 
Evesham was fought on the 4th of August, 1265, in which 
Montfort was slain and his party routed. That Leybourne 
contributed much to this result, there is no doubt, and that 
he did good service in the fight. On the ground of those 
services in the battle of Evesham, letters patent were issued, 
pardoning the offences he had committed while adhering to 
Simon de Montfort—apparently an unnecessary process after 
what he had so lately performed for the royal cause. Such 
a form might, however, be considered expedient, on account 
of the engagement he had just entered upon. Among the 
Royal Letters preserved in the Record Office is one written 
by Prince Edward from Chester, on the 24th of August in 
this year. The prince addressed Roger de Leybourne and 
Nicholas de Leukenor, respecting the men of the Cinque 
Ports (whom the Earl of Warren was about to admit to the 
king's peace), and the precautions necessary to be taken with 
reference to foreigners entering the kingdom. He then speaks 
of those holding the castle of Kenilworth, and directs that they 
should be written to, requiring its surrender if they did not 
wish to be considered public enemies, and be disinherited as 
they deserved. A regular bill for services performed and 
expenses incurred in following up the successes of the royal 
party is again commenced by Leybourne, beginning on the 
28th of September. On that day he went to the king at 
Windsor, thence to London to treat and arrange with the 
citizens (who had throughout strongly supported the barons) 
to take the Tower into the king's hands, and to munition 
and keep it.2 In this he was engaged for ten days, in the 

2 In a letter to tlie king, probably 
relating to this dealing with the citizens, 
Roger de Leybourne and those associated 
with him report that they had assembled 

the citizens and read to them the king's 
directions—that they had commanded 
the chains to be taken down and the keys 
of the gates given up, and allowed no 
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first instance, and liis costs amounted to 351. 18s. Id. In 
the Tower, however, he seems to have staid about three 
months longer (ninety-one days), charging the Crown 40s. 
per diem. On Tuesday, the vigil of the Epiphany (January 
5th), he was sent by the king's command to the port of 
Sandwich, "with horses and arms to repress the malice of 
the sailors (galioti), to bring back the king's enemies to his 
peace, to take the said port, and to eject therefrom the 
sailors (galioti) of the Cinque Ports, the king's enemies 
there." In this he was engaged forty-three days, and 
charged 124/. 12s. 8d. On his way he slept at Lulling-
stone ; thence he passed on to Aylesford, from which he 
visited his home at Leeds, and slept there, and " so 
charged nothing;" thence through Wye to Canterbury, 
where he stayed six days to assist the people. On the 
Friday he was at Eastry, and on the next day he attacked 
and took Sandwich. In the assault he alleges that he lost 
horses to the value of 200/. After staying in the place 
some time, he left his son William and Simon de Creye in 
charge of Sandwich, and thence went to Hastings, to 
strengthen and munition the castle. While so engaged he 
visited London, staying nine days, leaving his family at 
Hastings, and only charging for them. Returning to 
Hastings he went to Winchilsea, "with horses and arms," 
and "all the power he could collect," to chastise and drive 
out the disaffected there, as he had done at Sandwich. In 
this he was engaged twenty-nine days, and charged 
40/. Is. 9d. The attack upon Winchilsea lasted three days, 
and 323 archers of the AVeald were engaged for two days, 
and 254 for one day. The horses lost in the assault were 
valued at 140/. 

Although routed at Evesham, the barons' party was by no 
means annihilated, and a desultory war was long kept up. 
The above notes show how they continued the struggle. 
The main stronghold of the " disinherited " 3 was however 
debate about it. As those things were as the citizens had done all they had 
settled, they thought the king might send agreed to do. Eoyal Letters, Henry III. 
letters into the neighbouring counties No. 735. 
assuring merchants that they might come 3 The families of the defeated party 
in safety to the city and bring their whose possessions were confiscated by 
goods;—that the " foreign " lands of the Henry, were often styled " exha>redati" 
burgesses were taken into the king's for several years after De Montfort'a 
hands, and no strangers were in the city rebellion was crushed. See Mr. Blaauw's 
as their goods were sure to be injured. Barons' War, p. 266. 
The kirig should be informed as soon 
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in the marshy and fenny districts, and thither Sir Roger de 
Leybourne was sent. He went to Robertsbridge, where 
he was entertained by the monks (" and so charged the 
king nothing") ; thence to London, where he stayed with 
the king, and accompanied him to Northampton. On 
Ascension Day (May 6th) he started for the county of Essex 
"with his army." His expenses during the eleven days 
after leaving Winchilsea were 63/. 16s. 5^d. He is spoken 
of as being at Colchester, Chelmsford, and Ongar; but a 
hiatus now occurs in the roll on account of its condition, and 
his campaign in the county cannot be further traced. He 
was engaged twenty-seven days, for which he charged 
117/. 14s. 0\d., and lost horses to the value of 110/. His 
force seems to have consisted of thirty-four knights, whose 
wages were 82/. 18s; seven men-at-arms (servientes ad 
arma), seven of the king's valets, seven of the king's 
balistarii, certain " Welshmen and trackers" (exploratores), 
for whom he charged 30/. 7s. 2i\d., and 500 " archers of the 
Weald," who were each paid 3d. a day for 23 days, making 
143/. 15s. ; there were distributed 200 tunics, costing 3s. 
each. These accounts are somewhat disjointed, and their 
order uncertain. Shortly after, Leybourne was sent again 
into the Weald to keep the peace and repress the malice of 
the king's enemies. He left London on Thursday after All 
Saints', and slept at Newenden. Here rabbits and birds were 
presented by R. de Estryng, and other evidences appear of 
attempts to conciliate the great soldier by contributions to 
his table when on this expedition. On Friday he went to 
Udymer, whence he departed on Saturday, leaving his 
household; on Sunday he was at Battle, on Monday 
at Echingham, on Tuesday at Headcorn, and on Wednesday 
at Farleigh. He was thus occupied seven days, and his 
expenses amounted to 28/. 6s. 9^d. He had also to employ 
a force of 200 archers to convey prisoners from Winchilsea 
to Rochester. He again went into the marshy districts, to 
Huntingdon and elsewhere, " to pursue the king's enemies 
who came out of the Isle of Ely towards London." In this 
lie was engaged three days, and charged 11/. 4s. l\d. This 
was probably after the battle of Chesterfield, which occurred 
on the 15th of May, 1266, where the Earl of Ferrers was 
taken prisoner, and which was the last occasion of the 
parties meeting in a regular battle. 
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Another portion of the account records another stay at 
Rochester, the execution of small repairs there, the refitting 
the engines of war, and the purchase of plates, saucers, and 
other household necessaries. 

For the year 1267 the accounts are again incomplete. 
The " disinherited" were struggling hard, especially in the 
fen counties, and it required all Prince Edward's energies to 
subdue them. There is enough in the documents before us 
to show that Leybourne was once more actively engaged in 
the county of Essex, as boats and sailors were hired, and a 
messenger paid for bringing news of the breaking down of 
the bridge at Tilbury—probably the stairs or approaches 
to the ferry. In the early part of this year Roger de 
Leybourne seems to have been residing in Kent at his house 
the Mote at Leeds. On the Thursday after Ash-Wednesday 
he left the Mote to go to Tenterden to treat with Wence de 
Waus on the king's affairs. On Friday he was at Newen-
den, and on the Saturday he was at Westerhanger. On the 
first Sunday in Lent he was at the house of Nicholas de 
Criol, and on the Monday he went to Canterbury, " to make 
an arrangement, in the king's name and by his command, 
between the barons of the Cinque Ports and the knights of 
Kent, for the service of the country." In this business he 
seems to have been occupied about three days. On the 
Friday before Palm Sunday Leybourne went from Canter-
bury to Huntingdon, " to pursue Sir John de Eyvill;" and 
he slept there on the Friday following. He seems to have 
gone on to Bedford, and thence to London, where he 
appears to have been instructed to return to Kent, and 
attend to the munitioning of the castles of Dover and 
Rochester, to send provisions to the royal army at Strat-
ford, and to go over to France to treat with the Earl of St. 
Paul (the king's son-in-law) and the Earl of Boulogne, for aid 
to be sent to the king against his enemies in London. 
Accordingly on the next Friday he was at Dover arranging 
these matters, whence he paid a visit to Sandwich, leaving 
his family at Dover. On the Tuesday he returned to Dover, 
and the next day he crossed the Channel and stayed at 
Calais and Witsand in the company of the earls above 
named, for ten days. On account of that embassy he 
charged the Crown with the expenditure of 30/., including 
the expenses of his passage ; but his total charge was 
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.97/. 2s. id., as lie was engaged twenty-six days altogether. 
These nobles accompanied him on his return, as they are 
said to have been with him at Canterbury in the following 
week. On the next Thursday and Friday he was at Leeds, 
and charged nothing, " as it was his own manor." As 
far as his own travels subsequent to this period can be 
followed, he seems to have been occasionally at Leeds, 
Rochester, and in the neighbourhood : his last active pro-
ceeding on behalf of the royal cause being a journey to 
Winchilsea to fetch thence some persons who, as stated, had 
conducted themselves ill towards the king, and whom he 
caused to be brought to Rochester. 

The total amount of Roger de Leybourne's " bill," as set 
out in the items I have brought before you, for work actually 
done, was 1551/. 4s. 10\d., equal to upwards of 30,000/. of 
the present valuation. 

There is a further charge of 115/. for the performance of 
what may be called " police " duties in the county of Kent, 
described in these general terms : " for the custody of the 
parts of the valleys and for ridding the fairs and the woods 
of those parts from robbers and from the plotters (insidia-
tores) there, and for keeping the king's peace, with 200 
archers for 46 days." Neither does it include his claim on 
account of the loss sustained by the surrender of the stores 
in the Castle of Rochester, which amounted to 279/. 16's. 4d.; 
or the 600/. for plate and other articles said to have been 
destroyed or lost there. 

While thus actively occupied wherever the exigencies of 
the time demanded his presence or the king directed him 
to go, Roger de Leybourne was also Constable of the Castles 
of Rochester, Nottingham, and Carlisle, besides occupying 
other official posts. Accordingly the account of his deputy 
in Rochester is sent in to the Royal Exchequer, and a claim 
made for 479/. 17s. 6d., as due for the service and expendi-
ture of 2 years 19 weeks and 2 days immediately following 
the battle of Evesham. Simon de Morlak held the office ; 
and he tells in detail the provisions purchased from day to 
day, the wages of every one employed—how their numbers 
varied from time to time — and how they repaired the 
engines of war, the drawbridge which had been broken down 
in Montfort's assault, and other parts of the fortifications 
which had been injured at that time, On one day four 
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sextaries of wine were bought and sent to the messengers 
of the King of France ; they cost 7s. 6d. It was a quiet time 
within the castle while Leybourne was scouring the country. 
On one occasion for 108 days, while the king was at Strat-
ford with his army, there were six knights and forty esquires 
with their families in the castle ; but for the greater part of 
the time from five to ten knights and as many footmen formed 
the whole strength of the garrison. The number of horses 
seems to have varied exceedingly—from 20 to nearly 100. 
For the custody of the Castle of Carlisle Leybourne simply 
makes a claim for 206/., without any particulars—at least 
that have come down to us. In his account for that of 
Nottingham, he charges for its custody for a period of 444 
days, from Friday the morrow of the Epiphany (January 7th), 
1267, to the Feast of the Annunciation (March 25th), 1268. 
Some of the items give insight into the interior economy 
of the garrison, and among them are two entries showing that 
the armed force in the castle was marched out against the 
enemy when occasion required it. The first item is a charge 
of 15/. "for the expenses of William de Leybourne going by the 
king's command from Oxford to Nottingham with 8 knights 
and 30 ' servientes ad arma,' with 64 horses, to receive the 
said castle for Sir Reginald de Grey ; where the said William 
and his household stayed 4 days, and returned to Oxford with 
6 knights. 

" In expenses of the Constable, 2 knights and their esquires 
with 8 horses, 20 ' servientes ad arma,' each with 2 horses 
and the Constable with 3 ; 10 balistars, 20 archers, 2 swine-
herds, 3 watchmen, 1 carpenter, 2 keepers of the mill and 
meadow, a mace-bearer (claviger), a baker and cook, 20 
serving boys (garciones), 411/. 

" In robes for 2 knights and 7 ' servientes ad arma,' 
having two robes a-year, 23/. 4s. 4d. 

" In horses lost in the perilous week (septimana periculosa) 
in the 51st year (A.D. 1 2 6 7 - 8 ) , when the whole garrison went 
out with arms to fight the king's enemies then being in the 
forest of Duffield, where many of the garrison were wounded 
and some killed, 24/. 

" In horses lost on the day of the exaltation of the Holy 
Cross (September 14th) in the same year, the same garrison 
going out to fight the king's enemies in the forest of Cham-
wood, by whom many were killed, 30/." 



HIS SHARE IN THE BARONS' WAR. 4 1 

It was no part of my plan in drawing attention to these 
accounts of Roger de Leybourne to attempt to work up the 
whole of the documentary matter relating to his share in 
the public events of his time. There are allusions to these 
accounts and distinct references to Leybourne's engagement 
in the affairs to which they relate in many entries upon the 
Patent and other Rolls, as well as elsewhere. In one of 
those entries (Rot. Pat. 52 Hen. III. m. 7) is an acknow-
ledgment by the king of the total amount of his debt at that 
time to Leybourne on account of his services. The sum is 
stated to be 3094/. 10s. 1 \d., which may be reckoned as 
equal to 62,000/. of our present valuation. This was exclu-
sive of what had been paid on account; so I fear it will not 
be easy to make out the total cost of Leybourne's engage-
ment. There is, however, a fragment of a roll containing a 
portion of his receipts, which seem to have been gathered 
very widely, and it includes this characteristic item, " Et in 
pardonis eidem Rogero, 1114/. 12s." 

I am not aware of the existence of any rolls of account 
for military service similar to these sent in by Roger de 
Leybourne. The conditions of such service were then as 
much the subject of arrangement as other matters of business, 
and many other nobles of the land were rewarded, as Ley-
bourne was,4 for their services to the Crown by grants of 
various kinds, and often at the expense of the weaker side ; 
but there seems to have been no such " running account" 
between the sovereign and any other military leader. A 
letter to the king from the Treasurer and Barons of the 
Exchequer (Royal Letters, Record Office, No. 707), with 
reference to these accounts, is an evidence of the singularity 
of the transaction. These officers had been directed to exa-
mine and audit those accounts, and they report that they 
found the previously-mentioned sum of 3094/. 10s. 1 \d. 
owing to him. In several of these documents direct allusions 
are made to the king's writs, by which the various expe-
ditions had been commanded, but I have failed in endea-
vouring to find such warrants entered in any form of enrol-
ment. It is probable that like many of the royal missives 
of that period they were looked upon as of a private rather 
than official nature. 

4 As Ms share in the spoil of the 
" Disinherited " after the battle of Eves-
ham, Leybourne had given to him the 
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thirteen manors of Henry Fitz-Aueber 
and the house of Peter de Montfort in 
Westminster (Blaauw). 
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