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1.—The Manor

The history of Holt for the first one hundred and fifty years 
after the Conquest is very obscure. The place is not mentioned in 
the Domesday survey of 1086 or in the incomplete survey of the 
county of Leicester* taken between 1124 and 1129. In these early 
years the only information which we can get concerning Holt 
comes from the distant village of Barleston, where in 1086 it was 
returned that Geoffrey held under Robert de Buci one carucate 
and one virgate of land. 1 The entire fief of Robert de Buci 
subsequently came into the hands of king Henry I, whether by 
forfeiture or for some unknown reason, and the larger part, in 
cluding this small fee in Barleston, was granted by the king to 
Richard Basset, his justiciar.

Richard Basset died in 1144. He had married Maud, 
•daughter of Geoffrey Ridel, and their eldest son Geoffrey took 
his mother's maiden name. Nichols2 quotes a deed of this 
Geoffrey Ridel, preserved among the MSS. of Mr. Bridges, in 
which he notifies to king Henry II that, at the death of Henry I 
(1 Dec., 1135), Richard Basset his father held 184 carucates and 
15 virgates of land as fifteen knights' fees. Among the sub-tenants 
specified as holding of the old feoffment is Reginald Fitz Urse, 
with five carucates in Holt and Barleston. Thus Holt is intro 
duced for the first time in a connexion which occurs many times 
in later deeds. 3

At some unknown period, probably in the reign of John, with 
whom William de Cantilupe was a favourite, but certainly before 
1237, either Ralph Basset of Weldon (d. 1257-8) or his immediate 
ancestor must have enfeoffed William de Cantilupe in this fee in 
Holt and Barleston. At Hilary 1237 Ralph Basset brought a suit

iV.C.H. Leic. I, 823: Berulvestone.
2II, 725.
3Nichols appears to have confused Geoffrey Ridel with his maternal grand 

father, for he says that Reginald held this land under Geoffrey 
Ridel in the reign of Henry I. The mistake may be merely a 
misprint, but possibly it is due to a careless misreading of the 
deed, which says that he held it under Richard Basset.
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against William de Cantilupe, to compel the latter to do him the 
right and accustomed service for the free tenement which he held 
of him in Holt, Barleston and Prestgrave. 1

The descent of the Cantilupe family is as follows : —

William de Cantilupe = 
sheriff of cos. Warwick and Leic. 3-5 John.

d. 1239.

William de Cantilupe = Milisent, dau. of Walter de Cantilupe 
Hugh de Gurney. bp. of Worcester, 1236.

d. 1251.
d. Feb. 1266.

William de Cantilupe = Eva, dau. and co-heir of
William Braose. 

d. 1253.

Thomas de Cantilupe 
bp. of Hereford, 1275.

d. 25 Aug. 1282.

1
George de 
Cantilupe

aged 3 in 1254.

d. s.p. 1273.

!
(1) John de = Milisent, = 
Monte Alto sister and

co-heir.

d. 1299.

= (2) Eudo

William la Zouche
aged 22 and more

in 1299.

1
la Zouche. Joan = 

sister
and

co heir.

= Henry 
Hastings.

John Hastings
summoned to parliament

in 1295.

d. 1313.

It will be seen that, at the death of George de Cantilupe in 
1273 or 1274 without issue, his heirs were his two sisters Milisent and 
Joan. Milisent, who appears to have retained her first husband's 
name of de Montalt, was then the wife of Eudo la Zouche, by 
whom she had a son, William la Zouche, born about 1276. The 
property in Holt and Barleston, described in the inquisition taken 
in 1274, after the death of George de Cantilupe, as half a knight's 
fee held by John de Bornebu (i.e., Burneby or Burnaby), came 
into her purparty of her brother's inheritance ; and on 3 March 
1273-4 the escheator south of Trent was ordered to deliver to Eudo 
la Zouche and Milisent half a knight's fee held by John de

ICuria Regis roll 118, m. 9.
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Burneby in Holt and Barleston. 1 It will be seen that for a long 
time after the chief lords of Holt were the descendants of Eudo 
and Milisent.

John Burnaby appears in connexion with Holt as early as 
1260, when he and William of Holt, clerk, brought a suit of 
disseisin against William of Bringhurst, concerning common of 
pasture in ten acres of land in Drayton wood, which belonged to 
their free tenement of Holt. The defendant pleaded that Burnaby 
was in seisin of common of pasture with oxen, cows, horses and pigs, 
but that William of Holt never was in seisin. The jury returned 
that both had always been in seisin with all'kinds of cattle, and that 
before Martinmas last past they had put their swine into the wood 
to feed; whereupon William of Bringhurst had impounded the swine 
and prevented their having pannage there, the ground of his 
action being right of pannage, and not common of pasture. His 
admission that John Burnaby was in seisin was allowed, but he 
was amerced for denying the seisin of William of Holt. 2 As will 
appear later, the free tenement mentioned in this suit corresponds 
to the two moieties of the manor, one of which continued to be 
known as Holt's manor, while the other became known later as 
Trussel manor.

Nichols quotes a presentment by a jury in the same year 
(1260), to the effect that John Burnaby held three carucates of 
land in Holt which had once been geldable, but had been with 
drawn as free from geld for twenty years. John said that they 
had been made free by the bailiffs of William de Cantilupe, whose 
heir was now under age and in the king's wardship. 3

In 1279 three actions for common of pasture in Holt were 
brought against John Burnaby by Hugh de Gurham, John of Holt 
and John de Kirkby respectively, as heirs of three free tenants, 
viz., Hugh of his grandfather Hugh, John of Holt of his father 
William, and John de Kirkby of his father Alan son of Walter, 
who had died seised of the said common for all cattle throughout 
the whole year in divers places containing about twenty acres. 
The first two suits were brought at Hilary, when John did not

Z. Fine Rolls I, 18. 
SAssize Roll 1192, m. 5 d. 
3Nichols II, 725. The heir in question was George de Cantilupe, born,

according to the proof of age presented 30 April 1273, at Aber-
gavenny on Good Friday 1251 or 1252.
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appear and found sureties in the persons of Hugh Bernak of 
Drayton and Ralph Cappe of Holt. He appeared at Trinity, 
when a jury was summoned, which met at Market Harborough 
on 19 July and returned a verdict in favour of the plaintiffs. The 
places in which they held common of pasture were specified as 
follows : throughout the whole of Chelvescroft as far as Haussyke; 
upon Westanishull until it was assarted by John Burnaby, when 
they demanded no- common until he had carried his corn ; all 
other places of the said John Burnaby and the demesnes, with 
free entry and exit through the middle of the vill; in the way 
from the vill of Holt as far as Chalgate between Fyna . . . . * and 
the old assart, of so great width that two ploughs can meet 
together ; in the way from Holt as far as the wood of Bringhurst 
called Bradegate, of a similar width ; in the way called Cartegate 
as far as Halisop ; in the way called Hassewellesgate as far as the 
spring ; and in the-ways called Milnegate, Fredgate, Crosgate and 
Haldengate, so that they may be able to drive their cattle through 
out the whole year along the said ways for feeding, to stay in the 
same at their will, saving the said John Burnaby's corn which may 
be round about the said ways. 2

Of the three plaintiffs concerned, John de Kirkby appears at 
a later date as John Burnaby's successor in the manor or in his 
moiety thereof. On 3 November 1285 a fine was levied between 
John de Kyrkeby, plaintiff, and Milisent de Monte Alto, defendant, 
of half a knight's fee with the appurtenances in Holt, Drayton, 
Prestgrave, Barleston and Newton, which Milisent conveyed to 
John and his heirs, to hold by rendering a pair of gilt spurs or 
sixpence yearly at Easter and by the service of half a knight's 
fee. In acknowledgement John gave Milisent a hawk. 3 At the 
following Trinity Milisent acknowledged in the Bench that she 
had made this grant by charter : in addition to the rent and service 
previously stated, John undertook to make two appearances 
yearly, at Michaelmas and Easter, at Milisent's court at Bulwick, 
co. Northampton. It is here stated that the previous tenants had 
been the three daughters of John Burnaby, Alice, Margery and

iThis word is no longer legible. 
2De Banco roll 28 m. 32d. ; 30, m. 88. 
3Feet of Fines, Divers Counties, no. 171.
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Sarra. 1 Thus it appears that their father had died between 1279 
and 1285; and, as Milisent's grant included the provision that John 
de Kirkby and his heirs held of her without any mesne lord, it 
seems clear that the three co-heiresses had either consented or 
been forced to surrender their rights. At the same time, it will 
be seen from later documents that they actually retained their 
interest in the manor of Holt, but as tenants of John de Kirkby 
and his heirs ; so that the grant of Milisent, which was made 
before the statute of Quid emptores, interposed a mesne lord 
between them and the chief lords to whom their services had been 
paid previously.

Of John de Kirkby, bishop of Ely, and his heritage a full 
account has been given already in connexion with the manor of 
Medbourne. 2 It is enough to say that, when he died in 1290, his 
heir was his brother William ; and that, when William died with 
out issue in 1302, his large possessions were partitioned between 
his four sisters, Margaret de Osevile, Alice Prilly, Maud de Houby 
and Mabel Grimbaud. At his death John de Kirkby was seised 
of the manor of Holt, including 5| virgates of land held as 
follows : two virgates of the fee of John Burnaby ; 3 one of the heir 
of Robert of Bringhurst, paying one pound of cummin yearly and 
threepence for castle guard of Rockingham ; one and a half of 
sir Hugh de Nevil of Blaston, service unknown ; half a virgate 
of Robert de Grevyle, service unknown ; and half a virgate of 
the fee of John Burnaby, service unknown, paying tenpence 
yearly to Walter of Prestgrave. 4

At William de Kirkby's death in 1302, he was seised of the 
manor of " le Holt," including a dovecote by the chapel and 
another by the grange, and culturae or " wongs " called Wam- 
beleye and Gorewong, held of Sarra, one of the heirs of John 
Burnaby, for the rent of a farthing at Easter ; of a messuage and 
half a virgate of land in Prestgrave, held of John of Holt by 
homage and suit of court every three weeks, rendering tenpence 
yearly ; and of a wong in Drayton, called " le Holtwong," con 
taining ten acres of arable land and one virgate of land, rendering

!De Banco roll 63, m. 29.
^Transactions, vol. XIII, pp. 96-100.
3I.e., the fee which John Burnaby had previously held of the Cantilupes

and their heirs. 
"Co/. Inq. p.m. II, 475.



THE MANOR, HOUSE, AND CHAPEL OF HOLT 205

a pound cf cummin yearly to the heirs of Bringhurst. In the 
same inquisition there is an extent of William's possessions, con 
taining this entry : " Holte. A messuage, 10 virgates of land 
and 20s. yearly rent, held by John le Conquest and Alice his wife, 
Robert Heryerd and Margery his wife, and Adam de Tulesworth 
and Sarra his wife, of the inheritance of the said Alice, Margery 
and Sarra, by service of half a knight's fee." 1 These ladies were 
obviously the three daughters of John Burnaby, and it would 
certainly appear that, if the heirs of John de Kirkby held the 
manor of them or one of them at a nominal rent, the said heirs 
had become seised of the services which John Burnaby had paid 
directly to the chief lords of the fee.

The goods of William de Kirkby were partitioned in chancery 
between his four sisters, two of whom, Maud and Mabel, were at 
this date widows. On 28 October 1302 the escheator was ordered 
to deliver to them the capital messuage of Holt, i.e., the manor 
house with its outbuildings, gardens and demesne, in four equal 
portions. Each had a fourth part of the garden, extended at 
6d., 12^ acres and a rood of arable land, extended at 6d. per acre, 
3 roods of meadow extended at 18d., and a fourth part of the 
profit of the pleas and perquisites of the view of frankpledge there, 
extended at lOd. The house and its outbuilding were divided as 
follows. To Walter de Osevile and his wife Margaret or Margery 
were assigned the hall, an upper room, a kitchen, a bakehouse 
and a room beyond (or above) the great gate, saving to the other 
co-heirs free entry and exit by the same gate. Peter Prilly and 
Alice had the chapel, a room by the stable, a stable by the gate 
and a granary in the same part of the messuage, with free entry 
and exit by the great gate. Maud de Houby had the long room 
at the back of the hall, with other rooms annexed to it and a 
louvre, with free entry and exit; while Mabel Grimbaud had the 
grange, the carthouse, the long stable and the dovecote by the 
grange. 2

The actual dwelling-house, including the three essential 
rooms, viz., the hall, solar or great chamber, and kitchen, thus 
passed to the eldest sister and her husband, who, for practical 
purposes, must have bought out the other co-heirs or rented the

Vbid. IV, 54.
J. Fine Rolls I, 460-463.
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rest of the premises from them. It is impossible, from the mere 
enumeration of buildings, to recover an accurate notion of the 
house of Holt as it existed in 1302. There is, however, no reason 
to suppose that the hall with its adjoining rooms stood upon any 
other site than the present; while the mention of the chapel, 
which suems to establish the identity of their site, indicates that 
the Prilly share corresponded to the eastern part of the messuage. 
If so, the main gate must have been on this side ; and it may be 
suggested that it formed, by an arrangement common in medieval 
manor houses, a projection at the kitchen end of the mansion, and 
that above the gate, which opened into the space in front of the 
house, was a room. 1 The chapel and stables thus stood outside 
the gate. Maud de Houby's portion, including a " long room " 
and other building at the back of the hall, cannot be identified 
with certainty, nor is the nature of the louvre apparent. The 
present long room to the west of the hall and the original great 
chamber block, could be described only roughly as " at the back 
of the hall " ; and the description more appropriately refers to an 
annexe on the north side of the hall, including certain outhouses. 
Mabel Grimbaud's portion was the grange or home farm, and if, 
as is not at all unlikely, the so-called King John's Tower was 
originally the pigeon-house, this would have been to the west of 
the mansion. There was another pigeon-house by the chapel, 
mentioned in the extent of the manor made at this period and 
quoted above. These documents at any rate afford some clue to 
the early division of the area now occupied by the enlarged house, 
chapel and stables.

The escheator had order on 20 June 1303 to deliver seisin to 
the Oseviles of the moiety of a fee in Holt, extended at £6 4s. 
yearly and held by the three! Burnaby sisters and their husbands. 2 
Of these sisters Margery Herierd or Heryerd, with her husband 
Robert, evidently continued to reside at Holt. At Trinity 1314 
they brought a suit against Walter and Margaret de Osevile for 
taking and impounding three of their cows some five years earlier 
in a place in Holt called Wodessyke. In their reply, the Oseviles 
stated that the Heryerds, with John Conquest and Alice his wife,

^Ultra portam frequently means "above the gate," and probably does so
in this case. 

2Cal. Close Rolls 1302-1307, p. 40.
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and Nicholas Abovethedoune and Sarra his wife (who had married 
a second husband), as in the right of Margery, Alice and Sarra, 
held of the Oseviles, as in the right of Margaret, a messuage and 
six carucates of land in Holt, Drayton, Newton, Prestgrave and 
Barleston, by homage, fealty and service of half a knight's fee, 
i.e., twenty shillings on a scutage of forty shillings per fee, and 
more or less in proportion, and by doing suit at the court of Walter 
and Margaret at Holt twice a year, and by service of a pair of gilt 
spurs, value 6d. These services had been in the hands of William 
de Kirkby, and had been assigned to his sister Margaret in her 
purparty of his inheritance ; and the cattle had been taken, 
because the homage of Margery, Alice and Sarra was in arrear. 
Robert and Margery Heryerd pleaded that they could not answer 
without Alice and Sarra and their husbands, and asked for aid of 
court. The parties were summoned for the octaves of St. Martin, 
but the result is not recorded. 1

The statement made on this occasion agrees with the entry, 
already referred to, concerning Holt in the extent of William de 
Kirkby's possessions. The Burnaby heirs now appear as owing 
to him and his heirs those services for which Milisent de Montalt 
had enfeoffed John de Kirkby, and although for a long time after 
the fee was said to be held of the Zouches, it looks as though by 
this time the connexion had become merely nominal, and that the 
regular payment of services to the chief lords fell into desuetude.

It is doubtful whether the Oseviles resided at the manor 
house, and it is not unlikely that Robert Heryerd and his wife 
were their tenants there. In June 1308, according to a plea 
brought by Robert Hereyerd at Trinity 1309, John of Holt the 
elder, John le Keu, Geoffrey Glaston, William de Burgh, rector of 
the church (or free chapel) of Blaston, Robert of Halyok and John 
his brother, with others, were concerned in an attempt to rescue 
their cattle, which had been taken and impounded by Herierd's 
servant, Ives of Naseby, and were feeding in Herierd's several 
pasture at Chalvecroft in Holt. 2 John of Holt the elder was 
probably the person mentioned as holding a free tenement (i.e., 
Holt's manor) in 1279. At Michaelmas 1311 a fine was levied 
between John of Holt and William of Caldecote, of a messuage,

iDe Banco roll 206, m. 207 d. 2De Banco roll 178, m. 119.
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3 carucates of land, 30 acres of meadow, 10 acres of wood and IS 
marks of runt in Holt, Prestgrave, Drayton, Ashley and Fleckney, 
which John acknowledged to be the right of William. William 
seems to have been brought in merely to secure the entail, as he 
granted the premises to John for life, with successive remainders 
to John, son of John of Holt, and his issue, and to Robert Lovct and 
Sarra his wife and the heirs of Sarra, who presumably \vas John of 
Holt's daughter. 1 Of the Lovets we shall hear something later.

Whatever arrangements may have been come to by the co 
heirs of William de Kirkby with regard to their shares in the 
capital messuage, the three younger sisters and their heirs did not 
part with their interests in the estate. At Michaelmas 1309 Hugh 
Prilly, the representative of the second sister, sued John Geryn 
of Holt, John of Ware and Alice his wife, Roger son of John of 
Wan.-, William le Machun (i.e. Mason) of Holt, John his brother 
and Richard Gerard of Holt, in a plea of trespass. 2 After the 
death of Hugh Prilly, the inquisition, taken 15 Dec. 1322, returned 
that he died seised of a fourth part of the manor of Holt, held 
jointly by him and his wife Margery, to hold to them and their 
heirs of William la Zouche, by service of the fourth part of a pair 
of gilt spurs. 3 His widow Margery was assessed at 4s. 6d. in 
Holt for the subsidy of 1327. 4

Maud de Houby, the third sister, and Mabel Grimbaud, the 
fourth, both died in 1311-12. Their respective sons, Walter de 
Houby and Robert Grimbaud, were their heirs ; but nothing is 
said of their rights in Holt in the inquisitions returned after their 
deaths. Mabel Grimbaud, however, had demised lands, houses, 
etc., in Holt, Bringhurst and Drayton to Hugh Grimbaud, 
probably a younger son, and his sister Emma ; and at Trinity 
1314 Robert Grimbaud sued them for wasting the premises. 5 
Emma won the suit in the following year by proving that she had 
Hugh's estate and was sole tenant, and that Robert had debarred 
himself from all actions for waste, which he could not gainsay. 6 
In 1320 Robert Grimbaud granted a messuage, 48 acres of land, 
2 acres of meadow, an acre of pasture, 3 acres of wood, 2s. rent 
and a fourth part of a toft in Holt, Blaston, Great Easton and

iFeet of Fines Leices. "Lay Subsidy 133-1.
2Coram Rege roll 198, m. 5De Banco roll 206, m. 86 d.
3CaI. Inq. p.m. VI, 280. GTbid. 209, m. 201 d.
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Prestgrave to Hugh and Margery Prilly by fine ; and John de 
Houby and Emma Grimbaud were summoned to recognise by 
what right they claimed the property. 1

Emma Grimbaud and Walter de Houby, the son of Maud, 
appear as parties to a suit in 1338, in which Edmund Trussel and 
Margery his wife also occur. Edmund Trussel was assessed at 
12d. towards the subsidy of 1332. 2 He had married Margery, the 
daughter of Walter de Osevile and his wife Margaret. When 
Margaret de Osevile died, on 26 April 1324, her heir was her son 
Hugh, and she also had another son Robert, and possibly a third 
son John. The inquisition after her death was not taken until 
March 1337-8, when the jury made mention of land in Medbourne, 
but of nothing in Holt. 3 It seems probable that she obtained her 
eldest son's consent to enfeoff Margery and her husband Edmund 
Trussel in her own share of the manor of Holt, just as she did 
with regard to her purparty of the manor of Westhall in East 
Carl ton, co. Northampton, in 1319-20. 4

Edmund Trussel was not assessed in Holt for the subsidy of 
1327. The names and assessments then given are : Margery Her- 
yerd, 6s. 3d.; John of Holt, 12s. 2d.; 5 Margery Prilly, 4s. 6d.; Ralph 
Waryn, 21d.; Roger le Clerk, 2s. 6d.; William le Smyth, 19d.; 
William Staundforde, 21d.; Robert Page, 3s.; John le Warde, 20d.; 
William Wakeleyn, 3s. ; Walter of Bradleye, 12d. ; Robert 
Aleyn, 12d. In 1332 the first two were taxed at 3s. and 10s. 
respectively. Margery Prilly has disappeared. Ralph Wareyn 
was taxed at 3s., Roger the clerk at 5s., William Faber (le Smyth) 
at 4s. John le Warde's assessment was 5s., William Wakeleyn's 
4s., and Ralph Aleyn's 12d. Three other names of the 1327 list 
have gone, the additional names being Edmund Trussel with 12d. 
and John Wavere with 6s. Nine persons in 1332 paid 45s. as com 
pared with twelve persons paying 40s. 2d. in 1327.

In 1328 Emma Grimbaud, described as of Carlton, co. North 
ampton, brought an action for disseisin against Walter de Houby, 
knight, with whom were associated Edmund and Margery Trussel,.

iDe Banco roll 233, m. 68 d. 
2Lay Subsidy roll 133-2. 
3Cal. Inq. p.m. VII, 55.
iSee Asso. Soc. Reports and Papers XXXVI, 172 sqq.
sjohn son of John of Holt was sued at Michaelmas 1335 by master William; 

Wakerle for a debt of £150 (De Banco roll 304, m. 120).
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Margery Prilly, John Giffard, rector of Cotterstock, 1 Robert 
Donton and Peter of Prestgrave. This suit, in which represent 
atives of all four parts of the Kirkby inheritance were concerned, 
had to do with a messuage, 4 acres of meadow and half a virgate 
of land in Drayton. At the same assizes Emma brought a similar 
plea against John de Houby, relating to 40s. rent in Holt, which 
was decided in her favour. As regards the tenement in Drayton, 
however, a charter was produced by Peter of Prestgrave to the 
effect that he held it by grant of Walter de Houby, so that Emma 
lost her suit. 2

This appears to be the last reference to the Grimbaud interest 
in the manor of Holt and in the neighbouring vill of Drayton ; 
and there are only one or two further references to the Prillys and 
Houbys in this context. In 1343 Peter Prilly sued Nicholas 
Gerard, chaplain, in a plea of taking his goods and chattels to the 
value of 100s. from Holt ; 3 and in 1346, when the aid for knighting 
the Black Prince was taken, John de Houby, with Alice Heryerd 
and Edmund Trussel, was assessed 13s. 4d. for a third part of a 
knight's fee in Holt, parcel of the fee of Basset, i.e., the fee which 
was now in the hands of William la Zouche of Harringworth. 4 
It will be noticed that, in the second quarter of the fourteenth 
century, only the Prilly share remained in the possession of the 
direct heirs of William de Kirkby : the other shares were tenanted 
by younger branches of the three families concerned, and those 
of Osevile and Grimbaud had been settled on females. 5 The 
mention of Alice Heryerd, representing the heirs of Burnaby, in 
the aid of 1346, and the omission of any allusion to the Prillys 
and Grimbauds, seems to indicate that Peter Prilly and Emma 
Grimbaud, if the latter were still alive, had parted with their 
interests. It appears at any rate that Edmund Trussel and his 
heirs, during the second half of the fourteenth century, acquired

iThe well known canon of York and Wells, king's clerk and member of 
queen Isabel's household, who founded the college of Cotterstock.

^Assize roll 1393 b.
3De Banco roll 336, m. 106.
"Nichols II, 725.
SA late reference to property still held in Holt by the descendants of the 

Kirkby heiresses occurs in the inquisition taken 6 November 1505, 
after the death of Katherine, widow of Jaspar Roskin, esq. Jaspar 
was seised inter alia of a messuage and half a virgate of land in 
Drayton, and of a messuage and 40 acres of land in Holt and 
Blaston, held of the abbots of Peterborough by fealty only for all 

service (Ing. p.m. Hen. VII, U, 593).
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all four shares, and that the descendants of Margaret de Osevile 
in the female line held the manor of Holt under the Zouches as 
chief lords.

The following pedigree of Trussel is taken from Baker's 
History of Northamptonshire. 1

Edmund Trussel = Margery, dau. of
second son of Sir William

Trussel of Marston Trussel,
co. Northampton.

Walter de Osevile.

William Trussel = Margery. Edmund Trussel, kt. = Margaret.
of Flore and Gayton.

sheriff of Warwicks. and
Leic. &Edw. III.

dead in 1344.

Theobalc

of Hothorp.

Trussel = Katherine.

died c. 1368.

John Trussel, kt. Anne Trussel
released her right in Holt, 1418.

By a fine levied at Hilary 1342, obviously for settlement pur 
poses, Edmund Trussel and Margery his wife conveyed 9 
messuages, 3 tofts, a mill, 5j virgates and 9 acres of land, 4 acres 
3 roods of meadow, and a moiety of 33s. Id. rent in Thedding- 
worth, with a fourth part of the manor of Holt and the 
appurtenances, to Richard des Aspes, parson of the church of 
" Beulton." Of this property, Richard des Aspes granted 4 
messuages, 2 tofts, the mill, 2j virgates of land, 2 acres 2 roods 
of meadow in Theddingworth and the fourth part of the manor 
of Holt, together with the homages and services of Ives o' the 
Hull, William Simond, Ives son of Rose, John Love and their 
heirs for their tenements in Theddingworth, to hold, with the 
rent aforesaid, to the said Edmund and Margery by the services 
pertaining to the chief lords of the fees. While the premises in 
Theddingworth were thus granted to Edmund and Margery and 
the heirs of Edmund, the fourth part of the manor of Holt was 
settled, after the deaths of Edmund and Margery, upon Margaret, 
daughter of John de la Mare, for her life, with remainder to the

iBaker I, 154.
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right heirs of Edmund. The reversion of the remaining 5 
messuages, toft, 3 virgates and 9 acres of land, and 2 acres 1 rood 
of meadow in Theddingworth, held for term of life by Thomas o' 
the Hull (a messuage, a virgate, and the meadow), William 
Brabason (a messuage and a virgate), William son of Elyas (a 
messuage and half a virgate), John le Smyth (a messuage), Thomas 
Cherye (5 acres), Alice White (a messuage), Amice Godeknave 
(4 acres), Robert Assheby (a toft), and William Simond (half a 
virgate), was granted by Richard des Aspes to Edmund and 
Margery and the heirs of Edmund, to hold with the other tene 
ments. 1 Richard des Aspes, of course, was introduced into the 
affair merely as a trustee for settlement purposes.

There is very little record of the tenure of the manor of Holt 
by the Trussels. Edmund's grandson Theobald died about 1368, 
and in 1369, John Boyvill, knight, sued his widow Katherine for 
the wardship of his lands and heir, on the ground that Theobald 
held of him by knight service. 2 The half fee, however, in Holt, 
Drayton, Prestgrave, Barleston and Newton, was held, as we 
know, of the Zouches ; and the inquisition held in March 1396-7, 
after the death of William la Zouche of Harringworth, found him 
seised of the premises, then held by sir John Trussel, knight. 5 
Within the next twenty years sir John Trussel parted with his 
holding. At Trinity 1416, he and Margaret his wife conveyed a 
moiety of the manor of Holt to William Babyngton, William 
Palmer, John Palmer, rector of Arthingworth, and Richard Grey- 
stock, vicar of Wilbarston, to the use of William Palmer and his 
heirs for ever. 4 A similar conveyance was apparently made to 
William Palmer of Westhall manor in East Carlton ; for sir John 
Trussel's sister Anne on 24 October 1418 quit-claimed her right 
in this to William Palmer, and, to him and the others named 
above, her right in the moiety of the manor of Holt called Trussel 
manor, and in all lands, tenements, etc., with view of frankpledge 
in Holt, Prestgrave, Drayton and Bringhurst. Anne's quit 
claim was witnessed by her brother sir John, Simon Norwych, esq. 
(of Brampton by Dingley), John Olney of Holt, William atte 
Welle of Drayton, John Whytesyde of Holt, and John Drayton. 
and William Page of Carlton. 5

ipeet of Fines, Leices. «Feet of Fines, Leices. 
2De Banco roll 434, in. 13. ^Close rolls 268, 6 Hen. V. 
3Inq. p.m. file 90.



THE MANOR, HOUSE, AND CHAPEL OF HOLT 213

It will be noticed that Trussel manor in Holt is here identified 
with a moiety of the manor. From time to time we have noticed 
documents relating to the family of Holt, and it will be remem 
bered that in 1311 John of Holt settled a messuage with other 
property in Holt, Prestgrave, Drayton, Ashley and Fleckney upon 
his son John and his issue, with remainder to Robert L/ovet and 
Sarra his wife and their heirs. In the latter part of the fourteenth 
century, this property appears as the other moiety of the manor 
of Holt or, rather, as a distinct manor under the name of Holt's 
manor. It seems, therefore, as has been remarked earlier, that 
the free tenement in Holt, which in 1260 was in the occupation of 
John Burnaby and William Holt, was in two moieties, one of 
which, the Kirkby, Osevile and Trussel manor, carried with it the 
obligations of military service so often referred to, while the other 
moiety remained in the hands of the Holts. In 1327 and 1332, as 
already noticed, John of Holt paid the largest individual subsidy 
levied in the place. Within the next half-century the direct line 
of Holt had died out, and their kinsmen the Lovets had succeeded 
to their rights. In 1375, William L/ovet, lord of the manor of 
Liscombe, co. Buckingham, quit-claimed the manor of Holt, with 
its appurtenances in cos. Warwick and Leicester, to John Parker 
of Olney. 1 John Olney, as he was usually called, thus became 
tenant of the Holt and Lovet manor ; and in 1375 a deed was en 
rolled in the Bench by which he granted to Joan, the widow of 
Hugh Lovet, a rent of four marks out of the manor for the term 
of her life. 2

John Olney, franklin, and Margery his wife were assessed to 
the poll-tax of 1381 at 7s. 6d. The remaining assessments in order 
are: Nicholas Rethurby and Elizabeth his wife, 30d. ; John 
Wareyn and Alice his wife, William Ambulby and Margery his 
wife, Richard Mason, cottager, and Margery his wife, William 
Rousby and Alice his wife, John atte Vikers and Margery his 
wife, 2s. each couple ; Master Richard, John his son, servant, 
Thomas atte Cros and Denise his wife, Thomas Presteis, cottager, 
and Alice his wife, John Stafford, cottager, and Agnes his wife, 
John Carlton, cottager, and Juliana his wife, 12d. ; Thomas Clar,

l-Cal Close Rolls 1374-1377, p. 257. The witnesses are William de Spayne 
of Medbourne, William Dextre of Hallaton, Ralph Notyngham of 
Blaston, and John atte Welle and William Nel of Drayton.

2De Banco roll 461.
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John Leyke, William Leyke and Henry Lapet, servants, 6d. The 
total assessment, thus graduated among 28 persons, was 28s. 1 
According to this return, John Olney was the only resident in the 
place with means above those of the ordinary freeholder. The 
Herycrds seem to have disappeared by this time : the last we hear 
of them is a plea of damage to a close in Holt which Agnes, the 
widow of Richard Heryerd, brought at Hilary 1368 against John 
atte Vilers (? Vikers) and John Wareyn of "the Holte."2 A 
certain Alice Holt sued Hugh Lodere at Michaelmas 1381 in a 
plea of breaking her house at Holt and taking away her goods 
and chattels to the value of 40s ; 3 but there is no clue to her 
identity or connexion with the Holts or Lovets.

At Michaelmas 1414 Alice, widow of William Lovet, 
demanded against John Olney her dower in Holt and other places, 
viz., a moiety (? a third part of a moiety) of the manor of Holt 
called Holt's manor in Holt, and third parts of a messuage, 40 
acres of land, 10 of meadow, 10 of wood and 10s. rent in Drayton ; 
of a messuage, 100 acres of land, 5 of meadow and 20s. rent in 
Prestgrave ; of 40 acres of land, 10 of meadow, 10 of wood and 
10s. rent in Great Easton ; of three messuages, 4 virgates of land, 
12 acres of meadow, 10 of wood and 30s. rent in Bringhurst ; of 
a messuage, 20 acres of land, 3 of meadow and 10s. rent in Fleck- 
ney ; and of 2 messuages, 30 acres of land and 10s. rent in Erd- 
burgh (i.e., Burrough-on-the-Hill), as of the gift of William 
Lovet, formerly her husband." John Olney's name occurs in 
several other pleas. At Michaelmas 1388 John Olney of Holt 
the younger was defendant in a plea of debt for £20 brought by 
John Olney, citizen of London. 5 John Olney of Holt, at Trinity 
1393, sued John Rudde of Mountsorrel in a plea of cutting down 
his trees growing at Quorndon to the value of ten marks. 6 At 
Easter 1394 he brought an action for waste against John Brese, 
rector of Eastwell, the tenant for life of lands and houses in 
Barrow-on-Soar which had been leased to him by Robert Pedman, 
the father of John Olney's wife Isabel. Brese had dug in an acre 
of land and taken away 200 cart-loads of stone, worth fourpence 
per load, had sold a hall with two rooms adjoining for £20, a

Subsidy 133-35. a De Banco roll 615, m. 628.
2De Banco roll 430, m. 377. sDe Banco roll 511, m. 153.
3Coram Rege roll 482, in. 33. nbid. 530, m. 331.
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room with a garflerobe annexed for £10, and had committed other 
waste and destruction. 1 At Easter 1412 John Olriey was plaintiff 
in a plea of debt for £40 against Agnes, widow of William Moton, 
knight. 2 The last suit, at Hilary 1415, was brought by Olney 
against Richard Mayhewe of Fleckney, husbandman, who had 
rescued his cattle with force and arms, when they were impounded 
in John Olney's fee for customs and services due. 3

John Olney left a daughter Joan, married first to sir George 
Nowers and afterwards to Richard Fox, esq. She and her second 
husband, by fine levied at the octaves of St. Martin 1427, conveyed 
the manors of Holt and Prestgrave, with a messuage, 2 virgates 
and 24 acres of land, 12 acres of meadow, 16s. 7d. rent and the 
rent of a pair of gloves in Holt, Prestgrave, Drayton, Cranoe, 
Great Easton, Bringhurst, Medbourne and Burrough-on-the-Hill, 
to William Porter, knight, John Boyvyle, esq., \Yilliam Tresham, 
Gerard Meynell, Thomas Palmer, John Palmer and Richard Grey- 
stock, vicar of Wilbarston, in right of Thomas Palmer and his 
heirs for ever. 4

This purchase in 1427 united the two moieties, viz., Holt's 
manor and Trussel manor, the latter of which had been acquired'some 
eleven years earlier by Thomas Palmer's father William, in one 
estate. During the next few years Thomas consolidated his rights 
in the property thus obtained. On 2 July 1444, there is a quit 
claim by Henry Rydell of Wittering, co. Northampton, to Thomas 
Palmer, esq., and Elizabeth his wife,Everard Digby, and others, 
of his right in 8 messuages, 2 cottages, 40 acres of land, 20 of 
meadow, 20 of pasture and 60 of wood in Holt. 5 By a charter 
obtained from the Crown on 1 May 1448, Thomas and his heirs 
had leave to impark 300 acres of land and wood in Holt or in 
Keythorpe, with free warren in all their demesne lands or woods 
of Holt, Prestgrave, Drayton, Bringhurst, Great Easton, Key 
thorpe, Tugby, Goadby, Medbourne, Lubenham, Leire and 
Frolesworth. 6

Thomas Palmer married twice. By his first wife Margaret 
he had two daughters, Margaret Burgh or Borough, and Elizabeth 
Skeffington, whose name by her second marriage was Greneham.

ijbid. 533, m. 261. "Feet of Fines, Leices.
2Ibid. 605, m. 76. 5Close roll 294, 22 Hen. VI.

616, m. 89. Charter roll 189, 26 Hen. VI.
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His second wife Elizabeth, daughter and co-heir of William Bishops- 
don, of Bishopsdon, co. Warwick, brought him also two daughters, 
Katherine and Joan, of whom Katherine married William Nevill. 
In 1457 he made a settlement of his estate by a fine, by which he 
and his wife, and his daughter Katherine and her husband con 
veyed to Thomas Rokes the elder, esq., and Thomas Babington, 
esq., the manors of Holt, Drayton, Keythorpe, Billesdon and 
Lubenham, 38 messuages, a mill, 36£ virgates of land, 32 acres of 
meadow, 80 of wood, £4 7s. 3d. rent, and the rents of a pair of 
gilt spurs, 3 pounds and 3 grains of pepper, and 2 pounds of cum 
min in Holt, Drayton, Prestgrave, Bringhurst, Medbourne, Key 
thorpe, Goadby, Tugby, Billesdon, Lubenham, Frolesworth and 
Leire, the advowson of the church of Lubenham, a moiety of the 
manor of Holt called Trussel manor, and 7 messuages, a mill, and 
3A virgates of land in Rockingham and Ashley, co. Northampton. 
Rokes and Babington, the trustees thus enfeoffed for purposes of 
settlement, regranted the premises to Thomas and Elizabeth 
Palmer for life. After their death the manor of Holt with the 
appurtenances, the moiety of the manor aforesaid, 10 messuages, 
7 virgates of land, 26 acres of wood and 9s. 9d. rent in Holt and 
Medbourne, and the manor of Drayton, with 6 messuages, a mill, 
6 virgates of land and 9s. rent in Drayton, Prestgrave and Bring 
hurst, were settled upon William and Katherine Nevill and the 
issue of Katherine's body, with successive remainders to Joan her 
sister and the issue of her body, and to Margaret Borough and 
Elizabeth Skeffington successively. 1

This fine is mentioned in the return of the inquisition taken 
at Medbourne on 16 June 1476, after the death of Thomas Palmer, 
who died on 5th September, 1474. It was found that his wife 
Elizabeth survived him, holding the manor of Holt, worth £20, 
of John, lord Zouche, by knight service. Elizabeth Greneham 
and Margaret Borough, both aged 40, are named as the daughters 
and heirs of Thomas Palmer by his first marriage. By his second 
his next heirs were his daughter Katherine Nevill, aged 38 and 
more and his granddaughter Margery Neel, aged 20 and more, the 
daughter and heir of his daughter Joan. 2 At Michaelmas 1477

'Feet of Fines, Leices.
2 Inq. p.m. 16 Edw. IV, file 55. Among the jurors were John Warren, 

Thomas Swan, Henry Peake and William Wareyn of Holt, and 
Thomas Dodde the elder and Thomas Dodde the younger of Jled- 
bourne.
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Thomas Palmer's executors, his widow and William Catesby the 
younger, sued Otewell Redclyff of Williamthorp near Chester 
field, co. Derby, in a plea of taking their goods and chattels to the 
value of £20 at Elston. 1

By the marriage of Katherine Palmer with William Nevill the 
manor of Holt passed into the possession of the Nevills and 
acquired the distinguishing name of Nevill Holt which is still 
borne by the manor house. Katherine died before her husband, 
and he married again. His second wife was Jane, eldest daughter 
and co-heir of sir John Fraunceys of Osmaston, co. Derby, knight, 
by Isabel, daughter and heir of John Plesyngton, who afterwards 
married sir Richard Sapcote of Burley, co. Rutland. As Jane or 
Joan Fraunceys was returned as aged twenty years and more in 
the inquisition taken 16 October 1465 after her father's death, 
she was probably born about 1445-6. She was married three 
times : (1) to Roger Flore of Whitwell, co. Rutland, by whom she 
had issue Richard Flore of Whitwell; (2) to William Palmer of 
Carlton, co. Northampton, who died 24 May 1485 ; (3) to William 
Nevill. As she held the manor of East Carlton in dower, her 
third husband used the style of William Nevill of Carlton, by 
which name he appears in his will, proved 15 December 1498. 
The inquisition after his death, taken on 30 April 1498, shows that 
he died in September 1497. At that date he was tenant by the 
courtesy of England, after the death of Katherine his wife, of the 
manor of Holt, worth £8, held of lord " le Souche," of 2 
messuages and 4 virgates of land in Drayton and Bringhurst, worth 
£5, held of the abbot of Peterborough, and of a messuage and a 
virgate of land in Medbourne, worth 16s., held of John Ormond, 
€sq. The services in each case are returned as unknown. The 
son and next heir of William and Katherine was Thomas Nevill, 
aged 40 years and more. 2

By his will, which was witnessed by Robert Northampton, 
prior of Laund, John Gudman, rector of Whitwell, and John 
Godeard, parish priest (i.e., curate) of Carlton, William Nevill 
left all his plate to the abbey3 of Laund for prayers for his soul

iDe Banco roll 864, m. 567 d.
2Inq. p.m. Hen. VII, II, 24.
•SLaund was, strictly speaking, a priory; but the term abbey seems often to

have been used indiscriminately for monasteries, whether their
head was an abbot or a prior.
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and that of his wife Katherine. To his son William he left 20 
marks, a house in Great Easton called " Jakke Tillary's place," 
to be held by his cousin John Palmer on trust for the said William; 
to his son Thomas a gilt salt and to his wife a great " corsse " 
(coffer) ; and to his daughter Mary Nevill six spoons. He left 
to his wife Jane all her goods, three geldings, corn, etc. To 
the manor of Holt he bequeathed for ever a standard called " the 
red coffer " and a book called Boneaventure, probably a copy of 
the works of the great Franciscan doctor. His executors were 
his son Thomas and his kinsman Thomas Palmer. 1

Thomas Nevill, who succeeded his father in the manor of 
Holt, died on 2 April 1503. At the inquisition, taken on 30 
October following, the jury stated that, long before his death, he 
was seised of a moiety of the manor, 7 messuages, 5 cottages, 200 
acres of land and 60 of meadow in Holt, worth £14, held of lord la 
Zouche by the fourth part of a knight's fee ; of 2 messuages, 30 
acres of land and 10 of meadow in Drayton, worth £7, a messuage, 
80 acres of land and 20 of meadow in Bringhurst, worth 30s., and 
two cottages in Great Easton worth 12 shillings, held of the abbot 
of Peterborough by fealty ; and of a messuage, 40 acres of land 
and 20 of pasture in Medbourne, worth £3, held of John Ormond, 
esq., by fealty. This property he had put into the trusteeship of 
Nicholas Griffyn of Braybrooke, esq., John Newdygate of Her- 
field, co. Middlesex, esq., Edward Griffyn, esq., and John Warde 
of Holt, to his own use and for the performing of his last will; 
and they were still seised of it. William Nevill, aged 27 and 
more, was his son and next heir. 2

His will, dated 29 March 1502, directed that he should be 
buried in the priory church of Laund next his father and mother. 
The manor of Holt and all his lands, etc., in Holt, Drayton, Med 
bourne, Bringhurst and Lubenham were to be his wife's for the 
term of her life. All his purchased land in Great Easton, Med 
bourne, Hallaton, Rockingham and Ashley, with the advowson of 
the church of Medbourne, were to be divided between his sons 
Thomas, Humphrey, Roger and Francis before the death of his 
wife. His lands in Southwell and Faryngdon (Farndon, co. 
Nottingham), were left to his sons and their heirs ; and they were

iP.C.C. 27 Home. *Inq. p.m. Hen. VII, II, 449.
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to enjoy his manors, lands, etc., in cos. Warwick and Gloucester 
during their life, with remainder of each part, after the decease 
of its holder, to his right heirs. To each of his daughters Audrey, 
Ursula and Dorothy, he bequeathed £10 towards their marriage. 
He left 10 marks to Laund priory, 26s. 8d. to the church of Med- 
bourne, 6s. 8d. to that of Bringhurst, and 20s. to the chapel of 
Holt. He directed that a priest should say mass for him in this 
chapel for seven years, and that two other priests should say mass 
for him for one year. The residue of his goods was left to his 
executors, who were his wife Isabel and William Smyth. Among 
the witnesses to the will were Thomas Nevill, Thomas, the parish 
priest of Holt, John Warde and Richard Woodcock. 1

William Nevill, the eldest of his sons, never came into the 
Holt property, as he died before his mother on 12 September 1510, 
leaving a young son Thomas, aged nine and more. The 
inquisition, taken in November 1510, recites his will, in which 
he desires to be buried next Eleanor his wife in the church of 
Rolleston, co. Nottingham, of which place he was lord. 2

His mother Isabel made her will on 18 January 1513-4, shortly 
before her death. She desired to be buried in the chapel of our 
Lady within the monastery of Laund, leaving 26s. 8d. to the poor 
of Laund and a penny to every poor man asking for alms on the 
day of her burial, the expenses of victuals consumed at which 
were to be met by her executors. Her benefactions to other 
churches included 20s. to Medbourne, 13s. 4d. to the chapel of 
Holt, 13s. 4d. to the church of the small neighbouring priory of 
Bradley, and 2s. each to Ashley, Blastoii St. Giles, Bringhurst, 
Desborough, Drayton and Great Easton chapels, Hallaton, 
Horninghold and Lubenham. She left a sheet to the high 
altar and two sheets to the altar in the body of the church 
(apparently of Medbourne) to make them altar cloths, and a vest 
ment to the high altar, as her executors should think convenient. 
£40 were left to her daughter Dorothy as a marriage portion. 
Of her five sons Thomas, Humphrey, John (not named in her 
husband's will), Roger and Francis, Humphrey, Roger and 
Francis were each to have a house and land in Holt, which she 
had bought of Richard Crosse, Richard Ware (? Warde) and

IP.C.C. 27 Blamyr. 2Inq. p.m. ser. II, 25-70.
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Thomas Waryn respectively : the residue was to be divided among 
the five, whom she constituted her executors. 1 At the following 
Easter Thomas Nevill, knight, as one of her executors, brought 
a plea of debt for £10, apparently standing over from his father's 
time, against John Vyllers of Brooksby, esq., executor of the will 
•of John Vyllers, knight. 2

Thomas Xevill, son of William, a minor in 1510, now came 
into the estate. Fines levied in 1538 and 1539 record purchases 
from the persons or their representatives from whom his grand 
mother had bought her property in Holt ; of a messuage, 2 tofts, 
2 crofts, 30 acres of land, 10 of meadow and 10 of pasture in Holt 
and Prestgrave from John Warren and Joan his wife ; and of 2 
messuages, 2 tofts, 40 acres of land, 6 of meadow and 10 of pasture 
in the same places and Great Easton from Henry Warde and Alice 
his wife and Richard Crosse. By a further fine at Hilary 1543, 
he acquired from Seth Lacy, gent., and Isabel his wife four 
messuages, 4 tofts, 60 acres of land, 30 of meadow, 30 of pasture, 
4 of wood and £4 rent in Holt, Medbourne, Drayton, Prestgrave, 
Bringhurst, Great Easton and Blaston, with the advowson of the 
church of Medbourne, thus recovering some of the property which, 
after his grandfather's death, had been divided among his uncles. 3

For the subsidy of 1545 Thomas Nevill, esq., was taxed at 
£20 on £200 worth of lands. Humphrey Nevill, gent., was
taxed at 10s., and Roger Somersall at 4s. upon lands assessed at 
£5 and 40s. respectively. Upon goods worth £7 Nicholas
Webster was taxed at 4s. 8d., and upon goods worth £5 Thomas
King was taxed at 3s. 4d. 4

At Easter 1547 Margaret Barett of Medbourne, widow, was 
attached to answer to Thomas Nevill of Holt, knight, in a plea 
wherefore she carried away Laurence Barett, one of the daughters

in Leicester Probate court. The document is much obliterated, and 
the directions for masses to be said for her soul are hardly legible.

2Common Pleas, roll 1006, m. 374 d.
3Feet of Fines, Leices. By fine levied in 1533, Seth Lacy, in return for a 

yearly rent-charge of 4 marks to him and his heirs, had granted 
three messuages, a toft, 80 acres of land, 20 of meadow, 80 of 
pasture, 10 of wood called Bellerswode and 3s. rent in Holt-on-the- 
Hill, Blaston, Great Easton and Bringhurst to Edward Griffith, 
gent., Richard Poley and Henry Quarell, to the use of Edward 
Griffith and his heirs.

"Lav Subsidy 133-52.
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and heirs of Ri<?hard Barett, being within age, whose marriage 
belonged to the said Thomas Nevill. 1 This Laurence was- 
eventually married to sir Thomas' first cousin Matthew Farnham, 
the third son of William Farnham of the Nether-hall in Quorndon 
by sir Thomas' aunt Dorothy, whose name has occurred in the 
wills of her father and mother.

Owing to the failure of his legitimate male issue, sir Thomas 
Nevill in 1564 took measures to entail his estate. On 27 March of 
that year he exhibited a tripartite indenture for enrolment in the 
records of the common pleas, made between himself of the first 
part, John Kellam and William Wylson, servant to sir Thomas, 
of the second, and Anselm Blunt and John Smaley of the third' 
part. The object of the transaction is stated in the preamble: 
" for as much as it has pleased God to take to his mercy all the 
issue male of the said sir Thomas lawfully begotten and leave him 
destitute and without hope to have any more during the life of 
dame Margaret his wife, nevertheless for as much as he mindeth 
as much as he can conveniently to advance with his living such 
as shall be of his blood and seed first, and after some other of his 
stock and kinsfolk, and to preserve the premises in the name of 
the Nevills for that it has been an ancient and old house and 
name," the following agreement was made. He granted, for the 
payment of £40, to Kellam and Wylson his property in cos. 
Leicester and Nottingham, to be secured at law by the usual pro 
cess of fine and recovery, the records of which were also enrolled 
in full. The Leicestershire property included the manor of Holt 
and 200 messuages, 200 cottages, a windmill, a horsemill, 400 
gardens, 3000 acres of land, 1000 of meadow, 2000 of pasture, 1000 
of wood, 100 of marsh, 500 of furze and heath and £50 rent in 
Holt, Prestgrave, Drayton, Bradley, Bringhurst, Medbourne, 
Blaston and Great Easton; while that in Nottinghamshire 
included the manor of Rolleston and 50 messuages, 60 cottages, 
40 tofts, 100 gardens, 500 acres of land, 100 of meadow, 200 of 
pasture, 60 of wood, 100 of marsh, 60 of furze and heath and £20 
rent in Rolleston, Farndon, Newark, Barnby-le-Willows, Cod- 
dington and elsewhere.

Of these the manor of Rolleston and other lands and tenements. 

iCommon Pleas, roll 1132, m. 317.
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were appointed as dame Margaret's jointure and were subject to 
limitations in her favour. The remainder were reserved to the use 
of sir Thomas for life and for twenty years after his death for pay 
ment of his debts and incumbrances. After this term they were 
to pass in tail male to the first legitimate son of sir Thomas, with 
successive entail upon his other sons—a purely formal clause, 
dependent upon improbable contingencies. The entail in default 
of such issue, then passed to his illegitimate son Humphrey Blunt 1 
and his lawful issue in tail male and tail general. After 
Humphrey the successive entails are as follows : —

(1) Thomas Smyth, son of Thomas Smyth of Cressing 
Temple, co. Essex, esq., husband of sir Thomas NevilPs daughter 
Mary, and to his issue male lawfully begotten ;

(2) Clement, Henry and William, brothers of the above 
Thomas, in tail male successively ;

(3) John Kellam, who was probably the son of John Kellam 
of Kelham, co. Nottingham, and sir Thomas' aunt Audrey, and 
his heirs male lawfully begotten ;

(4) John Farnham, of the Nether-hall, Quorndon, the son of 
William Farnham and sir Thomas' aunt Dorothy, and his heirs 
male, etc. ;

(5) Matthew Farnham, brother of the above John, and his 
heirs male, etc. ;

(6) George Turpyn, probably the grandson of William 
Turpyn of Knaptoft and sir Thomas" aunt Mary, and his heirs 
male, etc. ;

(7) Clare Smyth, daughter of Thomas and Mary Smyth 
above mentioned, and her heirs male, etc. ;

(8) The heirs of sir Thomas' body lawfully begotten ;
(9) Sir Thomas' right heirs.

To this was added the proviso that the use of the premises 
should be absolutely contingent upon the assumption of the sur 
name Nevill by the persons entitled, refusal to take it being 
equivalent to a renunciation of right; and to the names of most 
of the persons mentioned in the deed the words " alias Nevill"

!By Lucy, the wife of Anselm Blunt.
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are added. Sir Thomas reserved to himself the right of altering 
at pleasure the provisions' thus made or granting the premises by 
deed or will to the use of anyone, his wife's jointure only 
excepted. This jointure appears to have included " the Scite of 
the manor of Holt, the gardens, orchards and both coney yards 
adjoining thereunto with a Close called the Close under the Town 
alias The Meadow Close, the Little Close called the Barn Close, 
the Horse Close, the Wood Close and the Park at the Holt, a 
windmill and a horsemill," provision being made against waste 
of woods under twenty years' growth, unless cut for the repairs 
of the mills or manor house and buildings at Holt. 1

The daughter, mentioned in the above deed as sir Thomas' 
only surviving legitimate child, was his offspring by his first wife 
Clare, daughter and co-heir of Ralph Nevill of Thornton Brigg, 
co. York. By her first husband Thomas Smyth, who died 10 
March 1563-4, she had four sons and one daughter. She was 
married a second time to Francis Harvey, and died 23 January 
1591-2. Dame Margaret, sir Thomas' third wife, nee Danvers, 
was, when he married her, the widow of Edward Fenys or Fynes, 
esq., by whom she had sir Richard Fynes, knight.

Sir Thomas Nevill died in London 5 March 1570-1, having 
constituted John Kellam and John Farnham his executors by a 
nuncupative will, made in the parish of St. Mary-le^-Bow in the 
ward of Cheap on the day before his death. By the entail, the 
manor of Holt passed to his illegitimate son Humphrey Blunt 
alias Nevill, then a minor. Sir Thomas died heavily in debt, and 
had recently mortgaged the manors of Bringhurst and Dray ton, 
that of Blaston, and a close of land and pasture in Holt, containing 
500 acres more or less, for £250, £200, and £400 respectively. 
Neither of the executors was willing to act; and, since neither 
would prove the will, Francis Harvey, the second husband of sir 
Thomas' daughter Mary, applied for letters of administration, 
under colour of which he began to take the best of the deceased 
knight's goods and chattels into his own possession. The widow, 
dame Margaret, with John Kellam, brought an action against 
Harvey to recover the plate and other goods, which she asserted 
to be hers, saying that she had brought the plate to sir Thomas

1Common Pleas, roll 1219 m. 5. Printed in Quorndon Records, suppl., pp. 
42, 43.
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on their marriage and that he had bequeathed it to her, or new 
plate which he had bought by sale of the old. Francis Harvey 
who presented the details of the mortgages referred to above, 
declared that sir Thomas had caused a written list of his debts to- 
be made upon his deathbed, and had intended that, when they 
were paid, his manors and lands were to descend to his daughter 
Mary Harvey. He further stated that sir Thomas had died 
intestate, and that, when Mary Harvey obtained letters of adminis 
tration, dame Margaret refused upon her request, to act with her. 1

As Harvey's proceeding gave dame Margaret much trouble, 
her son, sir Richard Fynes, persuaded Kellam to take up the 
executorship and promised to guarantee him against loss. Kellam 
managed to get the will proved and to remove Harvey from con 
trol ; and then, having had enough of the business and " wishing 
for quiet," assigned all that he might of sir Thomas' goods to 
Fynes, with the stipulation that Humphrey Blunt, of whose to- 
wardness in learning he had some hope, should have £20 a year 
until he was twenty-one, to be employed as Kellam thought fit 
towards his education. Fynes died in 1575, apparently very soon after 
this assignation, and his executors not only ceased to execute the 
trust which Fynes had accepted, of discharging sir Thomas' debts 
and making the payment to Humphrey, but assigned half the 
profits of the estate, during the term of years after sir Thomas' 
death as stated in the entail, to sir George Turpin, in part payment 
of a sum of money due to him after the marriage of his son \Yilliam 
to sir Richard Fynes' daughter Elizabeth. As this was outside 
the terms of the trust, John Kellam again shouldered his burden 
and obtained a decree in chancery in November 1575, by which 
he recovered part of the property for the purposes originally 
assigned, viz., the other half of the profits of the estate during the 
said term, for which he agreed to pay £400 to Fynes' executors, 
with a yearly rent to them of £55 and an annuity of £20 to 
Humphrey until the said £400 was paid.

Meanwhile Humphrey Blunt, having finished his education, 
but being still in his minority, married the daughter of Thomas 
Pigott of Doddershall, co. Buckingham. In 1580 he brought a

iCourt of Requests, bdle 312, 14 Eliz. (18 Oct. 1572), and 17 Eliz. (16 June 
1575). The depositions are printed in Quorndon Records, suppl., 
pp. 44, 45.
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suit in chancery, against the long-suffering John Kellam for the 
recovery of his annuity of £20, which Kellam had ceased to pay. 
Blunt's plea was that sir Thomas had imposed a special and secret 
trust upon Kellam to provide for him out of the profits of the 
estate until such time as he should enter upon it. Kellam denied 
the existence of this trust, but said that, as no one else was willing 
to do anything for Blunt, he, out of mere good will and pity, had 
made the condition that sir Richard Fynes should provide for his 
education until he was 21 ; after which time, as the estate was 
secured for twenty years after sir Thomas' death for the payment 
of his debts, Blunt was to receive, during that term, such portion 
as Kellam thought fit towards his maintenance. It turned out, 
however, that the debts were too heavy to allow conveniently 
for this charge ; so that Kellam, as he stated, relieved Fynes of 
the covenant and educated Humphrey at Oxford and elsewhere 
at his own expense. Humphrey, however, had married while 
under age without taking any advice, and had made a dis 
advantageous match. Had he followed his study and learning, 
said Kellam, he might have won advancement: as it was, he not 
only neglected to do so, but by his marriage disappointed Kellam's 
hopes for a profitable match which would have enabled him to 
make up the sum recovered from Fynes' executors and applied to 
the payment of sir Thomas' debts, and to satisfy the rest of the 
creditors. Consequently Kellam, who had spent nearly £3000 
in meeting sir Thomas' liabilities and had paid out the whole £400 
allowed him by decree of chancery out of sir Thomas' estate, had 
since that payment ceased to furnish Humphrey with his annuity, 
on the ground that such payment held good only while the £400 
remained unpaid.

There seems to be no reason for doubting Kellam's story. 
He appears to have discharged an unwelcome and thankless task 
with probity and at considerable loss to himself. He seems to 
have been moved by feelings of genuine kindness towards a friend 
less boy who had no means of living until he came into an estate 
which was tied up until 1591. Humphrey's mother Lucy Stares- 
more, a daughter of John Staresmore of Frolesworth, was married 
to Anselm Blunt, whose name has occurred as a party to the entail 
of 1564. It is not known whether Humphrey was born before or 
after her marriage. She certainly seems to have neglected him,.
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as Kellam said that she might have undertaken his education, 
" having some competent living of the said sir Thomas Nevill." 
Kellam had thus done his best to free the encumbered estate and 
had educated Humphrey out of his own pocket, both before and 
after his short-lived agreement with sir Richard Fynes. It was 
only natural that he should expect some effort upon Humphrey's 
part to repay these obligations, and that the boy's precipitate 
marriage without his consent annoyed him. On the other hand, 
Humphrey may have felt that Kellam's sudden withdrawal of 
assistance was not altogether justified. Whatever may have 
passed between them, he pushed his claim with statements which, 
if they were true, would have convicted Kellam of fraudulent con 
duct as executor. He said that Kellam, for purposes of probate, 
had rated the estate at a third of its true value, so as to secure 
£2000 for himself, and that, while professing himself unable to 
pay " certain small sums of money " which ought to have been 
paid by the executors, he had allowed the property mortgaged by 
sir Thomas in Drayton, Blaston and Holt to be forfeited. It was 
not Kellam, but sir Richard Fynes, who had kept him at Oxford. 
As for his marriage, Kellam had no right to control him in that 
respect: there was no arrangement by which any profit from 
Humphrey's marriage should go to the payment of sir Thomas" 
debts. Kellam had more than enough of sir Thomas' goods to 
meet the creditors and provide for Humphrey, even supposing 
that he had paid the £3000 mentioned, which Humphrey was ready 
to prove that he had not done. Further, so far from marrying 
under age and without the advice or consent of any his '' worship 
ful friends," Humphrey said that he was of age and that " sir 
George Turpyn, knight, one of his especial friends, was the maker 
of this marriage."

Humphrey's accusations, though some of his statements may 
have been literally true—e.g., that sir Thomas had made no 
arrangement by which his illegitimate son's marriage might be 
used as a means to free the estate—have not much weight beside 
Kellam's clear account of his own part in the matter, and are at 
variance with the fact of Kellam's extreme reluctance to assume 
the management of an estate which was obviously heavily encum 
bered, and would not be freed for years. In 1581 Kellam, described 
as of Bradley, co. Leicester, brought a counter-action in chancery
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against Humphrey. He kept to his previous account of the 
affair, emphasising the expense and difficulty of executorship, 
which his co-executor John Farnham had declined and advised 
him to decline, the manifold and great trouble with which, in the 
interests of dame Margaret and at the request of Fynes, he had 
resumed his trust, the readiness with which, after he had got rid 
of the hindrances caused by Francis and Mary Harvey, he had 
assigned the trust to Fynes, his punctual payment of £20 a year 
towards Humphrey's education, and his arrangement with Fynes' 
executors by decree of chancery. He had hoped that, by the time 
that the £400 appointed by that decree had been paid, " the said 
Humphrey, then being towardly in learning, would not only have 
applied the same, whereby he might have been the better able to 
wade through those businesses wherewith not only your orator 
now is, but also the said Humphrey hereafter is like to be, encum 
bered for and concerning the premises, but also would have 
disposed himself in marriage in such sort as that, with the portion 
which he had thereby, he might satisfy not only the said £400, 
but also some of the debts of sir Thomas Nevill, and have the 
sooner attained possession of the premises for the maintenance of 
themselves and of good hospitality in and upon the principal 
house of the premises, upon the building whereof the said sir 
Thomas hath bestowed great costs and charges. But so it fell 
out contrary to your orator's expectation that the same Humphrey, 
after he had some assurance of the said £20 a year, not respecting 
the care your orator had for him and upon hope of him, not only 
left off his learning and applied himself to those who most sought 
to hinder your orator's care to perform the premises, and bestowed 
himself in marriage, though with a very worshipful parentage, 
yet not much towards his help for the attaining of these things 
which your orator hoped he would and well he might have 
attained ; whereas now for his maintenance he sojourneth in other 
men's houses, and for his relief pulleth down and selleth the stone, 
timber, glass and iron of the said sir Thomas NevilPs chief house, 
whereby your orator was driven upon short warning and other 
ways to provide the said £400 and pay the same, and by means 
thereof was at his liberty whether he would pay any more the said 
£20 to the said Humphrey, and by law was not compellable to pay 

.or disburse anything for his maintenance, and did think that with
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good reason he might withhold that which before he had of his free 
will bestowed upon one that so ungratefully did requite it, and 
ceased indued to pay the same, being otherwise further by law 
charged with the debts of the said sir Thomas Nevill."

This is a perfectly reasonable explanation. Kellam had paid 
the annuity so long as he was legally bound and was prepared to 
continue it, had Humphrey been docile. Humphrey, however, 
had chosen to take his own path, and his reference to his friend 
ship with sir George Turpin, coupled with Kellam's allusion to 
his choice of company, shows that he had become intimate with 
the very people against whose inroads upon sir Thomas" estate 
Kellam had obtained his decree. He himself allowed that Turpin 
had made his match for him ; and, while Kellam honestly con 
ceded that, so far as the lady's rank went, it was creditable—and 
possibly it was as good a match as Humphrey, with his disabilities 
of birth, could have expected—there was nevertheless very little 
money in it. Kellam, seeing no hope for the future, felt himself 
justified in washing his hands of his ungrateful protege and taking 
what measures he could in equity to clear his own character from 
Humphrey's aspersions.

While Kellam's story of his own conduct was consistent, 
Humphrey responded with complaints which, if there was any 
truth in them, he might have very well brought forward at an 
earlier stage in the proceedings. He set aside Kellam's plea as 
" very tedious, impertinent and insufficient in law to be answered 
unto." The matter was devised merely to drive the defendant, 
by expensive and tedious litigation, out of his inheritance, half of 
which, as he said, Kellam withheld from him, and to frustrate the 
effect of the decree which Kellam himself had obtained. Kellam's 
account of his dealings with regard to the executorship were im 
material : whether he took it up at once or later was not to the 
point; " but, as this defendant taketh it and has creditably heard, 
the said complainant took on him to meddle with, occupy and dis 
pose the manors, lands, pastures and tenements of the said sir 
Thomas Nevill, long before he proved the said will and during the 
nonage of this defendant." This, it may be remarked, was a 
report which might easily have been circulated by Fynes' 
executors and sir George Turpin, in their annoyance at Kellam's 
successful action against them. Humphrey seems to have aban-
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doned his diredt assertion of the secret trust made in his interest 
by sir Thomas Nevill, i.e., that he should have an annuity until 
the term of twenty years after sir Thomas* death was over ; but he 
substituted the insinuation that Kellam, as sir Thomas' servant, 
had received a trust with which he had dealt unfaithfully. Kellam, 
he said, owed everything to his master sir Thomas j 1 and it was 
most unlikely that the master, " who had disposed to this 
defendant so great an inheritance after his debts paid, would that 
in the meantime his servant should convert all his livelihood to his 
own use and yield nothing or very little to sustain the life of this 
defendant, being under age."

All this was intended to put Kellam's conduct in the worst 
light and to suggest that he had embezzled his master's property. 
So far as any judgment can be passed upon the merits of a case 
in which each side had a grievance, real or supposed, to air, it is 
noticeable at any rate that Humphrey's previous bill of complaint 
against Kellam had embodied an accusation primarily of hard 
treatment, founded upon an alleged trust of which there was no 
proof; that the suggestion of embezzlement had been supplementary 
to that bill ; and that the present answer, while avoiding any 
detailed reply to Kellam's statements and couched in somewhat 
vague general terms, went much further. It is certainly difficult 
to escape from the impression that Humphrey showed considerable 
ingratitude ; but it may be urged in his excuse that he acted 
under the influence of Kellam's enemies, who had been 
disappointed of obtaining control over sir Thomas' inheritance 
and, in revenge, had managed to sow discord between his heir and 
the executor who was devoted to that heir's interests. The 
ultimate blame, at all events, seems to be with them, and in 
particular with sir George Turpin. 2

Humphrey Blunt, who, in accordance with sir Thomas' 
wishes, took the name of Nevill, and in the above proceedings is 
described as Humphrey Nevill of Doddershall, died before the 
expiry of the term of years named in his father's will. By his 
will, proved in the prerogative court of Canterbury 18 June 1590,

lli, as seems probable, Kellam was sir Thomas' first cousin, this account
of their relations was purely malicious. 

2The record of the suit Nevill v. Kellam is in Chancery Proceedings, ser.
II, 214/82. For Kellam v. Nevill see ibid. 212/72. See also
Quorndon Records, suppl., pp. 45, 46.
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he left his unentailed property to his widow Frances, whom he con 
stituted his sole executrix. A year after his death she filed a 
petition in chancery against Anselm Blunt, his wife Lucy and 
their daughter Isabel, on the ground that Anselm, the husband of 
Humphrey's mother, had made undue attempts to obtain a bond 
from Humphrey. Anselm's story was that Thomas Pigott, the 
widow's father, had undertaken to pay him £300 as her marriage 
portion, of which only £30 was eventually forthcoming. Anselm 
had been forbearing: moreover, during the ten years after the 
marriage, he had been put to some expense, as Humphrey, 
apparently a delicate person, had frequently lain sick at his house, 
which had involved hospitality to him, his wife, his two men and a 
maid with their horses, and often to some of Mr. Pigott's servants. 
Out of gratitude for these benefits and out of affection to his half- 
sister Isabel, Humphrey had promised to make the said Isabel a 
present of £200, and on 25 September 1589 had signed a bond in 
£400 for the payment of the said sum, to be made at Anselm's 
house at Drayton in two shares, viz., £100 on 12 October 1589, 
and another £100 on the same date in 1590. Humphrey had made 
his will on 8 June 1590, and two days later, presumably when 
Humphrey was lying dead, Anselm had presented a copy of the 
bond to his widow at her house by St. Lawrence's church in 
London. 1

This, while incidentally bearing out Kellam's statement that 
Humphrey lived in other men's houses, does not exhibit Anselm 
Blunt in a very amiable light, and suggests that his hospitality 
to his wife's illegitimate son had been anything but disinterested. 
It may be conjectured that, in his revolt against Kellam's tutelage, 
Humphrey had been more sinned against than sinning, and that 
he had fallen into the hands of friends who, had it 
not been for their prospect of a share in the profits of his in 
heritance, would have had nothing to do with him.

As Humphrey died without issue, the entailed estates of Holt, 
etc., passed to Thomas, son of Thomas Smyth of Cressing Temple, 
by Mary, the legitimate daughter of sir Thomas. This closes an 
unfortunate episode in the history of Holt. The new proprietor 
took the name of Nevill as the deed of settlement prescribed ;

iChancery Proceedings, Eliz. N. 3/18.
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and, as the subsequent descent of the property and its modern 
vicissitudes can be easily traced elsewhere, our attempt to unravel 
its history closes at this point.



II.—The House

The architectural history of Nevill Holt is somewhat difficult 
to unravel, as the house has undergone a series of enlargements 
and alterations which present several puzzling features. At the 
present time it consists of a main block of buildings of various 
dates running east and west and continued east wards by the chapel, 
while at the west end a wing projects southward. Considerable 
modern additions have been made upon the north side of the house, 
which thus forms an irregular collection of buildings grouped 
round the hall in the main block, and connecting it on the one 
hand with the chapel, and on the other with the tower now 
enclosed within the western buildings and known as King John's 
tower.

The main front of the house faces south, and the hall is 
entered on this side through a large porch with a room upon the 
upper floor. Externally, the porch, the battlements of which 
rise to a higher level than those of the hall behind, is clearly an 
addition to the building. The ground-floor is entered through a 
four-centred doorway with a square label, and is divided by a 
well-marked stringcourse from the upper stage, the treatment of 
which is unusual and picturesque. The room within is lighted 
by mullioned windows set at the outer angles of the building in 
such a way that there are two lights looking west, and one looking 
east, while one light looks south, at right angles to the others 
and divided from them by an angle-mullion. Above each 
window there is a band of square panels, with shields and other 
devices. Above these a stringcourse with a hollow filled with 
carving runs round the porch below a deep battlemented parapet, 
and is carried up to a point in the middle of the south front. The 
blank space below this may have been intended to receive an 
armorial panel: this, however, was never executed. The fire 
place of the upper room forms a projection corbelled out on the 
west side of the porch, and the string-courses are carried round it:
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it rises to a gable with a chimney above, and forms a striking 
feature in the design. The porch formerly gave access to the 
screens at the east end of the hall. The present inner doorway 
is modern, and the pillared screen has been removed and the pas 
sage thrown into the main area. The hall, thus extended, 
measures internally 37 ft. 6 in. east to west by 22 ft. 9 in. north to 
south. It appears to be substantially of the late fourteenth or 
early fifteenth century, occupying the whole height of both floors 
of the building, with a high-pitched open timber roof. The walls 
have been stripped of plaster and the stonework has been con 
siderably restored. At the west end a very handsome bay-window 
opens southwards from the hall by a flat arch with cusping, 8 ft. 
6 in wide. The bay, which projects internally 9 ft. 6 in., is ceiled 
with a coffered vault of flat segmental section, above which it is 
continued by a small upper chamber. It forms a semi-octagonal 
projection, lighted upon four of its five sides : the fifth side does 
not project externally, but contains the doorway which now con 
nects the hall with the long room on its west side. The three
•external angles are covered by buttresses which, at the level of 
the window sills form clusters of shafts terminating below the 
heads of the windows in carved capitals. Upon each of these 
sits an heraldic animal, carved with great vigour, the sculptured 
string-course above being carried outwards to form canopies over 
their heads; while upon the upper side of each of these pro 
jections stands a wodewose, or wild man of the woods, in front of
-the battlements, the solid pieces of which are crow-stepped with 
embrasures between. The spaces between the buttresses contain 
the windows in tall rectangular panels: those on the south and 
south-east are of two lights, those on the east and south-west faces 
of one. The lower halves, lighting the interior of the hall, are 
divided by transoms, below which the lights have cusped ogee 
heads with quatrefoiled circles filling the spandrels: above the 
transoms, the lights have cusped pointed heads. The division 
between the upper and lower floors is marked by a row of blank 
shields with a line of trefoils between them and the lower lights : 
the lights of the upper room repeat the arrangement of those above 
the transom in the lower part of each window. This addition to 
the hall, together with the whole of the battlemented parapet, is 
contemporary with the porch ; and the general characteristics of
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the work seem to justify its traditional attribution to the time of 
Thomas Palmer, who died in 1474, and probably rebuilt the whole 
of the south side of the hall. The bay-window, like the porch, 
is a fine piece of work, showing much originality of design and 
execution.

Three mullioned windows, now blocked, remain in the north 
wall of the hall: the mullions are curved inward to the sills with 
curious effect. The middle window has been somewhat mutilated 
by the insertion of a Jacobean fireplace, now much restored, below. 
On the south side of the hall, between the porch and the bay, is 
a two-light window. The doorway at the north end of the screens 
is a plain insertion, apparently of the later part of the sixteenth 
century.

The original arrangements at the east end of the hall have 
been much altered. No doubt the kitchen with its adjacent offices 
formerly occupied this side of the screens, and the block which 
contained them is represented by the inner hall and breakfast 
room with the bedrooms above, the inner hall probably taking the 
place of the buttery and pantry with the passage between them 
from hall to kitchen. All this part of the house has been much 
modernised, and its eastward continuation to the chapel has been 
refaced. This east wing, the face of which is recessed from the 
main block, was added to provide direct communication with the 
chapel, probably in the eighteenth century: the long room or 
gallery upon the first floor led to a gallery and family pew at the 
west end of the church, the entrance to which is now walled up.

The upper rooms on this side of the house are now reached 
by a stair at the north end of the inner hall. At its south-west 
corner, however, in a square projection between it and the porch, 
is a vice leading to the upper chamber of the porch. This also 
communicated, by a doorway in the east wall of the hall, with the 
minstrels' gallery above the screens: this doorway still remains.

At the west end of the hall the changes, caused by the ex 
pansion of the house on this side, are of greater interest. It has 
been already said that the present hall may be as early as the 
fourteenth century, and there can be little reason to doubt that 
it stands upon the site of one still earlier. The actual position of 
the block which contained the cellar upon the ground-floor with
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the solar or great chamber above is uncertain ; and the west face 
of the end wall of the hall was apparently not entirely covered by 
it. The great chamber, at any rate, was approached from the 
hall by a vice at the south-west corner. The upper part of this 
still remains, and it was continued upwards to the chamber which 
forms the low upper stage of the projecting bay. It is probable 
that, when the bay window was built, the great chamber block 
was enlarged or rebuilt, and that the bedroom on the first floor, 
which covers the upper part of the west wall of the hall, is sub 
stantially the great chamber of the late fifteenth century house. 
This room, modernised with a coved plaster ceiling about the end 
of the eighteenth century, is now, and has for long been entered 
by a doorway on its north side. A room below, however, is still 
used as a cellar, though its present vault is comparatively modern, 
and its south end has been cut off by the passage leading from 
the hall to the morning room. Rebuilding has done so much to 
conceal the earlier plan that it is difficult to come to a positive 
conclusion with regard to the full extent of the medieval building 
at this point.

At the south-west corner of the hall a passage, with the door 
way to the cellar on the north side, leads to the morning room. 
The cellar door is a beautiful piece of Renaissance woodwork, 
probably Italian. The morning room, 42 ft. 6 in. east to west by 
16 ft. 6 in. north to south, is the ground-floor of a block added 
in the sixteenth or early part of the seventeenth century. By 
this addition the means of access to the great chamber were 
altered. The passage from the hall was formed by removing the 
lower part of the earlier vice which existed at this point, and a 
wide archway, with a plain round head, was made at the west end 
of the north wall of the hall, leading to the staircase and landing 
from which the bedroom on the site of the great chamber is now 
entered. The present staircase at this point is a later insertion : 
it forms the principal stair of the house, and from the landing 
at the top the upper floor of the modern north wing above the 
dining room is now entered, and a passage and stair communicate 
with the Oak room, to be described presently.

The morning room with the two rooms upon its upper floor 
has been refaced externally, and the four windows by which each 
floor is lighted on the south side are modern. The doorway from
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the passage in the south-east corner has a round arch with 
pilastered jambs. The middle of the north wall is occupied by 
a very fine late Gothic fireplace, evidently inserted after the wall 
was built, as it has blocked a window on this side. It is probable 
that this fireplace was transferred here from the hall early in 
the seventeenth century, when the present fireplace of the hall 
was put in ; but this alteration must have been made soon after 
the block was added. Any lighting on the north side was ren 
dered useless by the subsequent addition of the loggia on the 
north-west, which covers the room up to the east side of the fire 
place, and of the passage from the loggia eastwards. Doorways of 
the later part of the seventeenth century, at either end of the 
north wall, communicate with the loggia and passage.

A doorway in the west wall of the morning room leads into 
a. passage, at the end of which is the western staircase, forming 
the main approach to the Oak room and the upper floor of the west 
wing. On either side of this passage is a late medieval doorway, 
evidently inserted. That on the north side leads to a room 
now used as a lavatory and, by steps on the left hand, to 
a room further west, forming the north-west termination of the 
house. That on the south leads into the former library and 
drawing-room on the ground-floor of the west wing : the library 
has an elaborate wooden mantel with large columns.

The west wing embodies the so-called King John's tower, 
which is contained within it on the west side of the library and has 
not been broken through by later passages. It was a separate 
building, standing at some distance from the medieval house ; 
but no very certain indication of its date appears. Internally it 
has been cased with brick : the ground-floor is a vault at a lower 
level than that of the surrounding building. The wide and rudely 
constructed stair which fills its upper part, and is entered from a 
landing off the western staircase, is not earlier than the sixteenth 
century and may be later, and the doorway at its head, leading 
to the roof and angle turret, is plain Elizabethan or Jacobean 
work. All that can be said is that this tower was existing in the 
sixteenth century apart from the house, and that in the course of 
the seventeenth century the house was built up westwards so as 
to include it entirely within its walls. Evidence with regard to 
the early medieval house on this site is scanty and uncertain :
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what is known of" it has already been summarised in the account 
of the manor. There is no record of any tower in connexion with 
the house or its surroundings, and the existence of a small tower 
of this type for defensive purposes or as a habitation seems un 
likely. As has been already suggested, it may have been the 
pigeon-house of the manor. Its battlements and angle-turrets 
are purely decorative ; and it is possible that, before it was in 
cluded in the house, it may have been converted into an orna 
mental look-out tower for the sake of the view from the top, 
which forms its present attraction. 1

The western stair, of Queen Anne date, possibly superseding 
a rather earlier one, has at its head a late medieval doorway, which 
leads through a sort of ante-room to the Oak room, a fine panelled 
apartment 43 ft. east to west by 17 ft. from north to south, built 
above the loggia which projects on the north or garden side of 
the house, and lighted by three four-light windows with mullions 
and transoms. This addition forms part of the seventeenth- 
century work of the west wing, and, as already said, covers the 
western part of the north wall of the morning-room block. The 
loggia itself is of excellent though plain design, with an open 
arcade of five arches divided by square piers on the north side. 
At the east end, it is closed by a wall in which is a doorway with 
an enhanced lintel-mould, leading to a passage and other rooms 
at the back of the morning-room. It has one opening at the west 
end. The doorway to the morning-room has an enhanced head, 
as already described.

The date of the loggia and west wing, although their con 
temporary detail is not of a very accurately classical type, is 
probably not earlier than the Restoration period, and they seem 
to be the design of a local mason following traditional patterns 
and methods. The general elevation, with the wooden dormer- 
window in the roof, is reminiscent of the work done in various 
colleges at Cambridge during the third quarter of the seventeenth 
century, and may be assigned with a fair degree of certainty to

!The name " King John's tower" is purely fanciful. Cf. the so-called 
"King John's hunting tower" on the left bank of the Ouseburn 
at Heaton, part of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, which is really a frag 
ment of the house of Adam of Jesmond, a local landowner in the 
thirteenth century.
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that date. At this time alterations seem to have been made 
throughout the house. The morning room fireplace had been 
inserted at a somewhat earlier date ; but now other medieval 
work was removed to the new building, probably owing to the 
remodelling of the hall-screens. As already noted, three medieval 
doorways were re-used in the western wing, two on the ground- 
floor and one at the head of the staircase. The last of these has 
been reversed, with its outer side upon the inner face of the wall. 
All these doorways are contemporary with the bay in the hall, 
and it may be suggested that they originally stood at the east end 
of the hall as a middle and two lateral doorways, communicating 
with the kitchen and its adjacent offices.

After this date, the history of the house is purely one of 
addition and restoration which we need not attempt to narrate.

The noble stable-block, standing apart from the house to the 
south-east, is of the later part of the seventeenth century, with 
the mixture of classical and Gothic detail noticeable in locally 
designed work of that period. Its east side is covered by more 
recent buildings round a courtyard ; but the western elevation 
in two stories, with an imposingly designed doorway in the 
middle, an architectural composition which fills the whole height 
of the building and is crowned by a triangular pediment, is ex 
tremely fine; and the effect is increased by the picturesque 
wooden clock-tower with leaden cupola roof, which rises from 
the middle of the roof, and, with the spire of the neighbouring 
church, is a prominent feature in distant views of Holt.
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III.—The Chapel

This interesting building consists of chancel, nave, south 
porch, west tower with spire, and north and south transeptal 
chapels. The only obvious relic of the Norman chapel which 
probably existed on the site is the large tub-font, standing on a 
square base with claws at the angles : this may be assigned to the 
middle of the twelfth century. It is probable that here, as at 
Medbourne, the' original plan was cruciform, and that the walls 
were carried up into a central tower: there are uncertain in 
dications of this in the masonry of the north wall, where a window 
which may have lighted the lower part of the tower has been 
blocked up.

The present church was very largely rebuilt in the later part 
of the thirteenth century. The arch into the north chapel, the 
capitals of which have deeply undercut, but much mutilated, 
carving, and the row of three arches in the chancel, the eastern 
most of which contains the drain of a piscina, while the two 
western are sedilia, are of this date. The prominent string-course 
round the inner walls of the nave may be earlier, and is certainly 
broken by the north and south doorways, which appear to be in 
sertions of the end of the thirteenth or beginning of the fourteenth 
century. They have segmental inner arches, and the moulding 
of that on the south has been rather clumsily joined to the plain 
string-course.

The windows, including the large clerestory openings of the 
nave, are all insertions, made towards the end of the fourteenth 
century, when the small tower and spire were also built. \Yhat 
exactly happened at this period is a very perplexing question. 
The whole east wall was probably rebuilt, and the disturbance in 
the masonry on the north side of the chancel indicates that the 
chancel was slightly shortened by this process. The side win 
dows of the chancel were also blocked to make room for the new 
inserted lights. The walls of the chancel were heightened, and
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the roof lowered in pitch. The lofty chancel arch may have been 
slightly raised, but there is no definite proof of this. The tran- 
septal chapels were also altered and provided with large windows. 
It is also clear that the nave was shortened by some feet, as there 
is a blocked half arch of a window-opening in either wall near the 
west end, the other half of which must have been taken away 
to make room for the new west wall. Externally, the angle but 
tresses of chancel, transeptal chapels and nave, together with 
the string-courses, shew a close uniformity : the whole work may 
have been done about 1370, althought at first sight the windows 
seem to be of a later date. It is obvious, however, that the 
clerestory is of one date with the tower and spire. The roof has 
been lowered, but the original pitch may be seen upon the east 
wall of the tower. Internally, the west wall is a puzzling piece 
of patchwork, and the thirteenth-century string-course is returned 
along it on each side of the tower. High up in the southern 
portion of the wall is a blocked doorway, the south jamb of which 
is cut short by the south wall of the nave. The explanation may 
be that, when the nave was shortened, the portions of the west 
wall on each side of the tower were built up with old material. 
This was done before any part of the present house adjoining the 
church was built. It may be that some of the outbuildings of 
the older house stood so close to the church that there was no 
room for a tower at the west end of the original nave, and that 
the shortening took place on this account. The doorway must 
have been made to communicate between the house and a gallery 
at the west end of the church. Whether this was done in the 
fourteenth century or in the eighteenth century, when the present 
east wing of the house appears to have been built up to the west 
wall, it is difficult to say. 1 The doorway is apparently medieval: 
the reason of its one-sided character is a difficult problem, unless 
it was moved slightly southward in the eighteenth century.

In 1635 sir Thomas Nevill (d. 1636-7), whose handsome 
coloured alabaster monument, with an excellent portrait effigy, 
is in the south chapel, built the south porch close against the 
west wall of the south chapel, blocking a window. The east win-

*If it was done in the fourteenth century, it is probable that there was an 
external stair from a pentise or covered passage leading from the 
house.
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dow of the same chapel was blocked by sir Thomas' tomb, and 
probably the windows of the north chapel were blocked about the 
same time. The fine pulpit is also of this period. Close to the 
pulpit stair, south of the chancel arch, is a quatrefoil squint, 
which was probably for the use of the ringer of the sanctus bell, 
who could see the high altar from it and time his ringing accor 
dingly. Another diagonal squint, now blocked, in the south 
west corner of the chancel, communicated with the south chapel. 
This would have been of use to a priest officiating in the side 
chapel, as the masses at side altars were not allowed as a rule tO' 
begin until the Gospel or offertory had been reached at the high 
altar.

The chapel of Holt has no independent history, and, although 
it appears to have been regarded as part of the chief messuage 
and is so mentioned among the parcels of property divided among 
William de Kirkby's heirs, there is no trace that it was ever a 
free chapel, like the manorial chapels at Blaston and Noseley. It 
was, as at present, dependent upon the parish church of Med- 
bourne, and the appointment of the chaplain probably lay with 
the rector of Medbourne, although his stipend may have been 
paid by the lords of Holt; but upon this point we have no positive 
evidence.
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Appendix

Early Chancery Proceedings. 11/140. A.D. 1431-1442. 
To the bishop of Bath, chancellor of England.

Meekly beseecheth your continual orator Philip [Philippa] the 
wife of Alexander Bozonn, daughter and heir of sir John Trussell, 
knight, that whereas the said sir John, father to your beseecher, and 
his ancestors before him, were seised of the manors of Floure, 
Gayton and Carleton, co. Northants, and of the manors of Holt, 
Brynghurst, Fleckney, Littlethorp and Mykyll Petelyng, co. Leicester, 
with their appurtenances, in their demesne as of fee tail, as well 
by fine as by deed; and the said sir John had issue a son by his first 
wife called John Trussell, esquire, the which John had no substantial 
discretion. And by dame Margaret, that now liveth, the said sir 
John had issue your said suppliant; and for cause that the said sir 
John Trussell supposed that if the said manors had descended to the 
said John Trussell, the son, that he would have disinherited himself 
and his heirs for evermore through his simpleness, and for that 
cause the said sir John Trussell, knight, made a feoffment of all 
the manors aforesaid to sir Thomas Grene, knight, Robert Veer, 
Rauf Parlees, Robert Chiselden, William Dauby and to Harry 
Michell upon condition that the said feoffees should enfeoff the said 
John Trussell, esquire, in all the said manors to have to him and to 
the issue of his body coming, and for default of issue of him the 
remainder of the said manors, &c., to your said beseecher and to the 
heirs of her body coming. And the said John Trussell is dead with 
out issue, so the said manors, &c., should remain to your said 
beseecher in tail by the will of the said sir John Trussell, her father, 
and she is issue general and heritable by the first tail. And after that 
dame Margaret Trussell, mother to your said beseecher, imagining 
to disinherit the issue of her husband, having the seal of her hus 
band's arms in her keeping as well in her husband's life unknown 
to him as after his death, made alienation to divers persons of the 
said manors, &c., and made one Anne Trussell to release into their 
possessions with warranty, the which Anne was a bastard sister of 
the said sir John Trussell, knight, that is to say, daughter to sir 
Theobald Trussell and Katherine getyn and born 10 years afore any

Theobald Trussel = Katherine. 
of Flore.

dead in 1369.

Alice, dau- of = John Trussel, knight = Margaret, Anne Trussel.
sir John

Hotham, kt.
1st wife. died 1439-40.

2nd wife.

John Trussel. Philippa = Alexander Bozoun. 

died s.p.
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espousal had between the said sir Theobald and Katherine, and yet it 
is submitted by the said dameMargaret and others that the said Anne 
was getyn and born after the espousals had between sir Theobald and 
Katherine, and then would make her a collateral ancestor to your 
said beseecher, in which case her warrant should barre your 
beseecher of all the manors aforesaid. She prays therefore for writs 
of subpoena to be addressed to Thomas son of Floure and to William 
Lay of Floure, Henry Wykeby of Floure and others, who were 
neighbours to your said beseecher and knowing this matter, to be 
examined whether the said Anne was born before or after the 
espousals and whether she be a bastard ?

Early Chancery Proceedings, bundle 1939 [not calendared].
To the rt. hon. sir Thomas Audeley, knight, chancellor 

of England.
Sheweth your daily orator Thomas Nevill, of Holt, co. 

Leicester, esquire. That whereas one Ralph Nevill, of Thornton 
brygg, co. York., esquire, deceased, was seised in his demesne as 
of fee by good and lawful conveyance to him of the manors of 
Thornton, Kyrkeby, Cundall, Letteby and Leeds, co. York., and 300 
messuages, 1,000 acres of land, 300 of meadow, 200 of pasture, 500 
of wood in Thornton and the other places. And so seised, Ralph 
Nevill died, after whose death the property descended unto Clare 
Nevill, Katherine Nevill and Joan Nevill,'as daughters and heirs of 
Ralph, which daughters entered and were seised in co-parceny and 
by the common assent of the three daughters the aforesaid manor, 
lands and hereditaments in Leeds, inter alia, were allotted to the 
purparty of the said Clare Nevill, who entered thereon and so seised 
took to husband your orator and they had issue between them one 
Francis Nevill. Afterwards Clare died. After whose death your orator 
entered on the manor of Leeds and other premises and was seised 
in his demesne as of freehold as tenant by the courtesy of England 
and has taken the profits thereof; but so it is that certain evidences 
belonging to the premises in Leeds and specially one close in Leeds 
on the north side of the water of Eyer adjoining the church wall of 
Leeds be come into the possession of sir John Harryson and sir John 
Mathew, chaplains, who by colour of having the evidences have 
contrived and made divers secret estates and false conveyances of 
the said close to their own uses and have taken the profits thereof 
to the disinheritance of your orator, who prays for writs of subpoena 
to be addressed to Harryson and Mathew commanding them to 
appear personally in chancery and make answer to the charges.

N.B.—Sir Thomas Nevill of Holt married three times. (!) Clare, 
daughter and co-heir of Ralph Nevill, of Thornton bridge, by whom 
he had a son Francis, who died an infant, and a daughter Mary. 
(2) Katherine, daughter of Godfrey Foljambe. (3) Margaret, relict 
of Edward Fiennes and daughter of sir John Danvers, kt. Ralph 
Nevill had died on 24 July, 1522, seised of the manors of Thornton 
Brigg, Leckby, Cundall, Kirkby on the moor, Gipton and Leeds. 
His three daughters were found to be his heirs. (1) Katherine, then 
aged 22, wife of sir Walter Strickland, of Sizergh; (2) Joan, then 
aged 21, wife of sir John Constable of Burton Constable; (3) Clare, 
then aged 14, wife of Thomas Nevill of Holt. [Inq. p.m. Exchequer 
Series II, file 225].

Common Pleas Plea roll no. 1361. Mich. 20/21 Elisabeth, 
1578, m. 358 d., Leyc.
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John Pell, of Stockerston, yeoman, William Stambridge of 
Blaston, yeoman, William Brygge of Hxton, co. Rotel., yeoman, 
and Peter Martyn of Broke, co. Rotel., were summoned to answer 
John Farnham, esquire, and John Kellani, executors of the will of 
Thomas Nevill, knight, in a plea of taking goods worth 100 marks 
from the custody of the executors at Holt on 23 March, 19 Elisabeth 
[1577] namely, 4 bolsters, 3 pillows, 8 blankets, a tester, 4 chests bound 
with leather, 4 chests bound with iron called " Flaundres chests," 
3 trunks of wicker bound with leather, 2 square tables, 2 
frames, 2 forms, 8 seats called "Joyned stools," 3 posts, a 
doggekennell, 4 brass vases called Brass Pans, 4 tin cande 
labra, 14 plates, 2 andyrons, 2 Brewery leads, 12 napkins, 
2 long table cloths, 4 towels, a damask table cloth, 16 plain 
napkins, 3 diaper cloths, 3 pillow beres and many other 
domestic utensils late the property of Thomas Nevill, knight, at 
Holt. The defendants asked and obtained leave to imparl at Hilary 
term.

N.B.—It is quite likely that the defendants were creditors of 
sir Thomas Nevill, whose claims had not been satisfied, so they took 
advantage of the disordered state of affairs at Holt to recoup them 
selves.

P.C.C. \Yills, 20 Rowe. Will of John Kellam, of Bradleye, 
co. Leic., gent., dated 26 Feb. 1582-3.

I desire to be buried in Medburne church, co. Leices., or in 
Dunsbie church, co. Lincoln. I desire my executors to have a fair 
tomb made in Holt church for sir Thomas Nevill with his arms and 
to expend £14 thereon. To my cousin Robert Spycer 40s. a year and 
to his wife 40s. To my godson Kellam Spycer 40s. To my cousin 
Robert Pilkington 40s. and to all his children except Elisabeth 
Spycer 20s. each. To my cousin Matthew Witton of Aram, servant 
to Mr. Henry Sutton, 40s. My executors to take the rents of the 
tenements in Holt and Medburne and of the lands in Eston, the 
close at Holt wood side, half Wignell field, Dovecote close, Cotton's 
close. Holt woods and Drayton woods, Burges lane, common of pas 
ture in the north field and land in Bringest, co. Leics., and land now 
let to Mr. Anderson, to pay my debts and the overplus to my 
daughter Margaret, and to my said daughter all my household stuff 
at her age of 15. To my servant Robert Bearne the tenement in 
Holt sometime in the tenure of Isabel Harper, and to my sen-ant 
John Howit a tenement in Holt. I give to my cousin Mr. Matthew 
Farnam my new black cloak, to my cousin Humphrey Farnam my 
bay trotting gelding. To my cousin Matthew Farnam's wife 40s. 
and the like to my god-daughter Ann Farnam. To my other cousin 
Mr. Dawse [of Stapleton] his wife 30s. [i.e., Matthew Farnham, of 
the Nether hall, Quorndon, his wife, son and two daughters]. To 
Anthony Anderson, clerk, parson of Medbourn £3 which he oweth 
to me and 40s. besides. To my cousin Robert Spycer my violet 
cloak, all my doublets of silk, my purple gown, &c. To my cousin 
Robert Bruidnell, of London, my young ambling colt.

Many other bequests of money, clothes and other goods to 
different persons.

Executors. John Dyve, esq., Thomas Waldram, gent., Mr. 
William Boulton clerk, parson of Dunsby.

Overseers. Thomas Skeffington and Jeffrey Palmer, esqrs. 
Witnesses. Bartine Burton, Edward Kirkham, Thomas Aleyn 
Proved 13 April, 1583.
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