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STRAY NOTES.

A FURTHER NOTE ON SIR NicHOLAS LONGFORD.—The paper
on Nicholas Longford, Sheriff of Lancashire, which appeared
in Vol. 86, needs certain corrections in view of the results of
subsequent research published in Lawncaster Knights of the
Shire (Roskell, Chetham Society, Vol. 98, New Series, 1937).
This volume deals with the period 1377-1460 and it contains
important corrections of the names and dates of Sheriffs as
they appear in the Hopkinson MSS. In the first place it
makes it clear that in regard to some entries formerly taken
to be Stanley the true reading is Staveley. Sir Ralph Stanley
was not Sheriff in 1413 ; it was Sir Ralph Staveley, of Stave-
ley in Derbyshire, who was first appointed in 1411. He was
reappointed in April 1413, but was replaced by Sir Nicholas
Longford in October 1413. Further, the Robert Longford
Sheriff in 1414 according to Hopkinson—a genealogical prob-
‘lem hitherto—did not exist. Sir Nicholas Longford continued
in office till June 1415.

On page 64 considerable correction becomes possible owing
to the new data given in Lancaster Knights of the Shive. The
date 1470 (line 2) becomes 1454, and a wholly new light is
thrown upon the incident. The date 1470 was given in a
very careful historical account of a former Longford property
in Derbyshire (Calwich Abbey, M. T. Fortescue). Mr. Roskell
shows that the incident referred to belongs to the opening
phase of the Wars of the Roses in the Neville-Percy dispute.
An anti-Yorkist insurrection, affecting many gentry of
Lancashire, Cheshire, Stafford and Derbyshire, followed the
appointment of the Duke of York as Protector. The move-
ment came to a head on May 5, 1454, ““ at Longford in Derby-
shire, where Sir Nicholas Longford’s chief estates were centred,
when there gathered companies to the number of 1,000 men.”
Then followed destruction of property of local adherents to
the Yorkist cause. Finally, the Duke of York came north
and held sessions of Oyer and Terminer at York and Derby.
The complete account is on pages 199—200, and there is
considerable addition of information in regard to the Longfords
elsewhere in Mr. Roskell’s admirable survey.

W. W. L.
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THE COUNTESS OF SOUTHAMPTON AT SEFTON, 1668.—In a
paper entitled Some Old Country Sporis.—From the Crosby
Records, by the Rev. T. E. Gibson, published in these Trans-
actions as long ago as 1881, there appears an error which has
been repeated at intervals in local newspapers down to the
present day.! Gibson quoted the following passage from a
letter of William Blundell of Crosby, ‘‘ the Cavalier,”” 1668 :
““ The noble Countess of Southampton has been here four or
five weeks amongst us bowling at Sefton Green. The country
came flowing in and she kept a public table at the Hall of
Maile (Maghull). I could have soured her cheer by giving her
bills of mortality since the last scene she acted in this neigh-
bourhood.” Commenting on this ‘' remarkable passage,”
Gibson says ‘it appears that even ladies participated in this
pastime, and that it was not the first time that Barbara
Villiers, Duchess of Cleveland and Countess of Southampton,
one of the many mistresses of Charles II, had been seen
amongst the bowlers of Sefton.”’ 2

Gibson’s identification of ‘‘ the noble Countess of South-
ampton ’ with Barbara Villiers (or, more correctly, Barbara
Palmer) is, however, an anachronism. Charles II did not
confer this title upon her until 3 August, 1670, in which year
she also received the titles of Baroness of Nonsuch and Duchess
of Cleveland. Who, then, bore the title of Countess of South-
ampton in 1668, and what circumstances account for her visit
to these then remote parts ? A

On 28 October, 1652, Richard, second Viscount Molyneux,
married Lady Frances Seymour, eldest daughter of William,
Marquess of Hertford (afterwards Duke of Somerset). On the
day before his marriage, the Viscount settled property in Lan-
cashire on his intended wife. He died about the end of June,
1654. His widow subsequently became the third wife of ‘the
elderly Thomas Wriothesley, fourth Earl of Southampton, at
whose death without male heirs in 1667 the title became
extinct.

Unquestionably, then, the ‘“ noble Countess of Southamp-
ton”’ of 1668 was the former Viscountess Molyneux, come,

1 Liverpool Echo, 6 February, 1940, has the latest reference.
2 Transactions, 83, 10-11.
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after the death of her second husband, to revisit the locality
where she was the possessor of property settled upon her by her (
first. This property probably included the Hall of Maghull, I
where, as noted above, she dispensed such bountiful hos- : "
pitality. The manor of Maghull had in 1628 been mortgaged

by the first Viscount Molyneux, for £1500, to Sir Garret Kempe |
of Slinden, Sussex. In 1646 the second Viscount included it !
in his “ composition,’”’ but in December, 1647, pleaded for an
abatement of his fine on the grounds that (infer alia) he had
compounded for this manor as in possession, whereas he
actually had only the reversion of it.

In 1671 “ the Dowager-Countess of Southampton’ pre-
sented Thomas Pawlett to the Rectory of Walton-on-the-
Hill.2 She afterwards married Conyers D’Arcy, second Earl
of Holderness. She died in January, 1680/81, and was buried
in Westminster Abbey.

S. A. H.

NoRrIs DEED RELATING TO PrEscoT, 1286.—The following
emendation is suggested in respect of deed no. 1126 (Brit.
Mus., Add. Ch. 52874) on page 208 of the volume, The Norris
Deeds, recently published by the Record Society of Lancs. &
Ches. (Vol. 93, 1939). The deed is given under the heading
““ Sherdley,” but actually it relates to Prescot. It is a grant
of land ¢n villa de Chirchelee held de deo et de Sancta Maria
ecclesie de Prestecote, made by Richard de Churchlee to his
younger son Richard, and is dated apud Churchelee on the
Monday preceding St. Wilfred’s Day, 14 Edw. I (4 Feb.
1285/6). The seal is inscribed s. RIC. DE PRESTEcOT, and
may be that of either the grantor or the grantee, for, as the
present writer pointed out in an Appendix to the volume
Prescot Records (Record Soc., Vol. 89, 1937, p. 312), Churchley
and “ Prestecote ” were originally the names of the eastern
and western sides of the township and may at that date have
been applied as alternative names to the township as a whole.

1 The above facts about the second Viscount Molyneux are from the bio-
graphical account by T. A. Earle and R. D. Radcliffe in our Transactions,
43, 245-78.

2 Baines, History of Lancashire, 1836, vol. 4, p. 42.
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The editor, Mr. J. H. Lumby, M.A., in assigning the deed
to Sherdley (a hamlet in the neighbouring township of Sutton),
relied on the sixteenth-century endorsement made by Sir
William Norris, which runs: “ A ded of ou’ (?) scherdley &
saynt mayr’ of preskot.” Sir William had, as far as we can
tell, no additional evidence, and his statement appears to be
mere surmise. Churchley cannot be regarded as a variant
form of the name Sherdley, which, as Prof. Ekwall has
pointed out, has as its first element O.E. sceard, a gap.

I am grateful to Mr. Lumby for his ready acceptance of
this corrigendum and his approval of its publication.

F. A. B.

AN INDENTURE OF APPRENTICESHIP, I1535.—Amongst a
parcel of ancient deeds relating to property in Newburgh in
the township of Lathom, found in 1939 in the offices of
Mr. W. A. Cross, solicitor, of Prescot, the following document
came to light. It is roughly written on a small piece of
parchment, indented, with a tag from which the seal is
missing.

““ The condicion of thys obligacion is suche yt swore it is soe
yt Willm Prescote tayller in Kegworth hath taken Ric Willis
cosyng to S. Thomas Barker priest vnto hys prentyse for seven
years. S. Thomas Barker of y¢ sayd bargayn shall pay to y®

the yeare of Our Lord God a M CCCCC xxxvte he shal pay x shiling
of the sayd sume and at Mydsomer after yt xl pence. Hys
prentyse to have xl4 and a payre of shers at hys terme. This
to be foorme and stable if the prentyse lyveth. And so I sete
myn own hand wrytyng with seall the date of Our Lord God a
M CCCCC xxxiiijte the xiiijth day of Marche at Kegworth.”

The date is, of course, 1534/5. Kegworth is in Leicester-
shire, and the association with Newburgh is obscure. The
transcription is modernsied with respect to punctuation and

capital letters.
F. A. B.




