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On page 87, rath line, read %er elepy instead of “his” elegy.

On page 88, Gth line from bottor, Famount ™ should be anpwifes ;
ard line from bottom  parents ¥ should be poréfons,

On page 8y, 13th line, “debts > should be ##4¢; and 7th line from
bottom, “ only of the said ™ should be enery gf #hese ) sth line from
bottam thereby should be yeardy.,

On page g1, 25th line, * baser,” should be worser; zg9th line, in-
stead of © thereby,” supply, 7 find mine estate; z1st line, “young *
should be youngese.

On page g7, 23rd line, “Quinnipeah ™ should be Quinaipiak,

A friend makes the criticism on my No. 1, that my statemcnt on
page 40, that I had never heard of such a plant as a dodd, is contra-
dicted on page 1o. Itis even so. But when I wrote page 40, that
statement was true. After the page had Dbeen printed, I found the
fact in Nash’s Worcestershire, and thooght it proper to be inserted
in my Introduction, where T made some other corrections. Per-
haps I ought to have there given this explanation. I shall reserve
some pages in front of each number for such additions and correc-
tions.

There is a pedigree of Sutton given by Thoroton in Hist. of Notts.
which may have been the origin of the Bartram inscription described
in the note at page 113, Dr. Thoroton says Richard de Sutton’
(brother to Rowland) had a daughter, Alice, whose daughter Joane
had for her husband, Bertram de Monbouchier, in 3 Edward 111.,
and they left posterity.

The Markhams were connected with the Suttons by Richard or
Wm, de Markham marrying Cecilia Lexington, sister of Rowland
Sutton’s wife, The above Cecilia’s son, Robert, was a great man in
z Edw. 1. and died 14th of his reign ; said Robt’s arms being, Or, a
lion ramp. vert. So this Markham bore the anns attributed to Bar-
tram and Sutton in the note at page z13.

Sir John Lisle’s widow, mentioned on page 12z, in the note, was
not only tried by the infamous Judge Jeffreys, but convicted of trea-
son and executed against all right, justice and humanity.

On page 129 the third stanzu of the epitaph has two errors ay it
was printed withont my seeing the proof; the word /ay should be ley
and deire should be desire; and in the middle stanza, the date
#MCCCCVTILY is wrong.  There should be five (s, the date being
1508,

On page 177, oth line fromn hottom, = Waite. Winthrop " should be
Wait-still Winthroy.,



