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THE SUDBOURNE HATCHMENTS
Introduction

In medieval times, when a knight died, his weapons and armour were carried in his funeral
procession along with banners and pennants showing his heraldic device and these were then
displayed on or above his tomb. This was an ‘achievement’ of arms. Later, from about 1630 up to
the early years of the 20" century, on the death of any titled person, but particularly a landowner,
instead of the actual arms and armour, a diamond-shaped board or canvas painted with the
deceased’s coat of arms was displayed outside the house, carried to the funeral and afterwards
hung in the estate church. This was called a hatchment - a word derived from the word achieve-
ment — a heraldic substitute for real arms, flags and banners. The six hatchments newly restored
and hung in Sudbourne church are those of some of the owners of the Sudbourne estate. They
span 145 years and date from 1676 to 1842.

Hatchment of Leicester Martin hanging in
Sudbourne church tower before restoration. The same hatchment after restoration.
Photo Geoffrey Smeed Photo Rosalind Whitehouse

This article will look at the people represented by each hatchment and explain their connection
with the area and with each other. What is interesting is to trace the way in which the lives of the
families in question —Stanhope, Withipoll', Seymour, Devereux, Martin and Seymour-Conway —
were intertwined, and the common thread of course was the ownership of the Sudbourne estate.
The family tree on p 2, compiled by Amanda Bettinson, is an essential guide.

The story starts in the reign of Henry VIII (well before the date of the earliest hatchment), and
ends when queen Victoria was on the throne, a particularly exciting and eventful 300 years of
British history during which the Sudbourne estate, in spite of being right on the coast one hundred
miles away from London, was owned by people closely associated with the royal family and
therefore at the absolute heart of national affairs. One of the families, the Devereux family, can in
fact be traced back to the Norman Conquest. They came from Evreux in Normandy. Over the cen-
turies their name acquired an extra syllable and became anglicised by sounding the final x. The
family is still flourishing and they live in Wales.
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The Seymour part of the Seymour-Conway name also comes from France, though the family
bearing the name St Maur arrived in England some 100 years after the Norman conquest.
Throughout the late medieval period the king’s friends, his French knights and their descendants
along with the leading men of the church (archbishops, cardinals, abbots and bishops) were the
power in the land, but the 16™ century saw the emergence of a new merchant class. They would
begin, typically, as artisans or tradesmen in a country town. If successful in their business, they
would start trading abroad, which involved dealing in foreign currencies. They would join one of
the livery companies in the City of London. This would bring them into contact with members of
the court because successful merchants frequently acted as money-lenders to impecunious noble-
men (being a courtier was an expensive business). Through their foreign contacts the merchants
would sometimes be enlisted as spies for the government. It was king Henry VIII who gave them
the opportunity to up their game and to become landowners and courtiers. That opportunity came
about in 1534-36 because of the Reformation® , one consequence of which was the release onto
the market of all the land which had been owned by the religious houses - the monasteries, friaries
and convents which the king closed down. Several of the families in this story - especially the
Stanhopes and the Withipolls - seized the opportunity. This is not to say that they came from no-
where — some of them were already well-connected - but they definitely took advantage of the
sudden availability of vast areas of hitherto untouchable property to become members of a
wealthy land-owning elite. Many of them took their chance in the shark-infested waters of the Tu-
dor court. Proximity to the Crown could bring enormous wealth, but also the risk of death and fi-
nancial ruin.

The ambitious Stanhopes

Sir Michael Stanhope (c1549-1621), whose monument is in Sudbourne church, had remarkable
powers of survival. He and his brothers were successful men, yet their father, also Sir Michael
Stanhope (c1508-1552), had been beheaded as a close associate of his brother-in-law, Edward
Seymour, Duke of Somerset. The Stanhopes were from the Midlands. ‘Our’ Sir Michael’s grand-
father was Sir Edward Stanhope of Rampton in Nottinghamshire, a knight to king Henry VII, and
he died in 1511. His son by his first wife, Sir Michael Stanhope senior, was one of those who ac-
quired former monastic lands at the dissolution of the monasteries, and he extended his activities
into Yorkshire. Sir Michael’s half-sister Anne (1510-1587) (daughter of Sir Edward Stanhope’s
second wife, Elizabeth Bourchier, a descendant of king Edward III) married in 1535 Edward Sey-
mour, Earl of Hertford, brother of Jane Seymour, who the following year became Henry VIII’s
queen and the mother of the future king Edward VI. Edward was only a child when he became
king in 1547; his uncle assumed the position of Lord Protector, acquired the title of Earl of Som-
erset and effectively ruled the country for five of the six years of the boy king’s reign. His
brother-in-law Sir Michael Stanhope senior prospered because of his proximity to the man in
charge and was rewarded with the post of lieutenant and then governor of Hull (a strategically im-
portant town and port at times of war with Scotland) as well as positions at court, eventually be-
coming chief gentleman of the privy chamber. However, many of the great families of the land
who had been prominent in the court of Henry VIII found themselves excluded from affairs of
state. They resented Edward Seymour’s autocratic ways, and those of his wife. Anne Stanhope,
Duchess of Somerset, a well-educated woman who had become a noted literary patron, was over-
bearing and unpopular. For example, when the widowed queen Catherine Parr, the last of Henry
VIII’s wives, married Edward Seymour’s younger brother Thomas, Anne decided that she had
precedence over the former queen because she was the wife of the older brother.

Times were troubled. There was inflation, and social unrest. There were wars with France and

Scotland because of the break with Rome, and discontent with the religious changes led to serious
uprisings in many parts of the country. Afraid of a challenge to his position from his own brother,
Edward Seymour consented to Thomas’s execution for treason in 1549. Even by the standards of



the day, this was disapproved of and it contributed to Seymour’s downfall. His enemies, led by
the duke of Northumberland, secured his arrest, trial and, in 1552, execution. The same fate befell
his close associates, including Michael Stanhope. The widowed Duchess of Somerset was impris-
oned, as was her eldest son Edward, Earl of Hertford. In the reign of the Roman Catholic queen
Mary she and her children were rehabilitated.

The sons of the executed Sir Michael Stanhope (his wife Anne Rawson bore him seven sons and
four daughters) also recovered their fortunes. We know about five of those sons. The eldest, Sir
Thomas (c1540-1596), was a JP then sheriff of Nottinghamshire and Derbyshire. The next son,
Sir Edward (c1543-1603), was a lawyer who became Treasurer of Gray’s Inn and an MP for Not-
tingham and Yorkshire. His brother, Sir John (c1544-1621), was an MP and helped to suppress
the northern uprising in 1569, for which he was rewarded with grants of land in the north and
Northamptonshire. His second wife was a relative of queen Elizabeth’s trusted courtier William
Cecil, Lord Burghley. Through Burghley Sir John became vice-chamberlain to the royal house-
hold and a privy counsellor. In the reign of James I he was created Baron Stanhope of Harrington.
Burghley also helped the next Stanhope brother, another Sir Edward (1546-1608), a clever eccle-
siastical lawyer. He held many posts, was an MP and a canon and chancellor of St Paul’s cathe-
dral and clearly good with money because he accumulated a large fortune and vast estates. He was
known as ‘rich doctor Stanhope’, died childless and left his library to Trinity College Cambridge.
‘Our’ Sir Michael Stanhope (c1549-1621) was a courtier first to queen Mary’s successor, queen
Elizabeth, and then to king James I. He too was an MP and a landowner. He made a very strate-
gic marriage with Anne Read of Osterley in Middlesex who stood to inherit a share of the estate
of Sir Thomas Gresham, merchant, banker and diplomat and founder of the Royal Exchange. In
the 1590s Michael Stanhope purchased the Sudbourne estate (which had not been a monastic es-
tate) from the crown. The estate then consisted of Orford, Sudbourne and Chillesford and ex-
tended westwards to include Dunningworth, Staverton, Wantisden and Tunstall.

¥

Anne Read, as shown on her husband’s monument in Sudbourne church.
Photo Richard Quarrell



He rebuilt the manor house, then known as ‘Chapmans’, laid out the grounds, and began to call it
Sudbourne Hall. We know that he used some of the stone from Orford castle when he built the sta-
bles’. Unfortunately we have no pictures of Stanhope’s Sudbourne Hall, which was demolished
and rebuilt in 1780. We owe him an enormous debt of gratitude because he commissioned a set of
maps of his estate from the foremost cartographer of his day, John Norden. These maps tell us a
great deal about the area (and give us a picture of Orford castle when its outer walls were still in-
tact). He set up charities in Orford and Sudbourne for the relief of the poor which exist to this day,
and he was returned as one of Orford’s MPs in 1604. Doubtless to his disappointment, he had no
son, but he made sure that his wealthy daughters married into the nobility. The boastful inscription
on his tomb tells us that his eldest daughter Jane was married to Henry Radcliff, Lord Fitzwalter,
son and heir to the Earl of Sussex and his second daughter Elizabeth was the wife of ‘George Lord
Berkely, Mowbray, Segrave and Bruce of Berkely castle in the county of Gloucester’.
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One of the panels on Sir Michael Stanhope’s monument.
Photo Richard Quarrell

Curiously, the tomb shows only two daughters although you will see from the family tree that he
had a third daughter, Bridget. If she was indeed a daughter of Sir Michael (and we cannot be com-
pletely sure that she was), she was only five years old when her father died in 1621. She did not
contract her marriage to Sir George Feilding, the Earl of Desmond and Denbigh until 1630, so at
the time the tomb was erected, it seems she was omitted*. In fact the eldest daughter Jane’s hus-
band, Lord Fitzwalter, died in 1620, the year before her father died and she inherited the Sud-
bourne estate. It is not surprising that Jane did not remain a widow for long. On 25 April 1621 she
became the wife of Sir William Withipoll (1596-1645) who owned Christchurch Mansion in Ips-
wich.

Before we leave the Stanhopes, whose name disappears from our story, it is worth noting the de-
scendants of Anne Stanhope, the widowed Duchess of Somerset, Michael Stanhope’s aunt. Her
grandson William Seymour (1587-1660) 2™ Duke of Somerset and 1** Marquis of Hertford, mar-
ried first, in 1610, Lady Arabella Stuart (who had a claim to the throne). His second wife, who he



married in 1618, was Frances Devereux (1599-1674), the sister of Robert Devereux, 3rd Earl of
Essex. Frances and Robert were the children of queen Elizabeth’s erstwhile favourite, the 2" Earl
of Essex, the tragic and reckless nobleman executed in 1601 whose story is told in Benjamin Brit-
ten’s opera Gloriana. William Seymour and his brother-in-law Robert Devereux had their respec-
tive titles of Earl of Essex and Earl of Somerset restored by the Stuart king James. They became
close friends, thus forging another link between two of the families in our story. They and their
families, having survived the vicissitudes of the Tudor court then had to face up to the horror and
upheaval of the Civil War. Essex, a soldier, fought for the king at first, but then changed sides. Af-
ter unsuccessful campaigns in the royalist heartlands in the West Country he was forced to stand
down and Oliver Cromwell took over command of the parliamentary troops. Essex died, childless,
in 1646 and the title was extinguished. William Seymour remained a staunch royalist and was one
of the pallbearers at the funeral of king Charles I who was beheaded in 1649. At the Restoration,
shortly before his death, he was rewarded for his loyalty to the crown by being appointed Chancel-
lor of Oxford University. Other Stanhopes became Earls of Chesterfield, Earls of Harrington, Vis-
counts Mahon and Earls Stanhope. Many of them played significant roles in the political life of the
country in the 18" and 19™ centuries. One of them, Philip Henry Stanhope, the 5™ Earl Stanhope
(1805-1875), was a noted historian and he was also responsible for the founding of the National
Portrait Gallery. He was a Tory, and a great admirer of the Duke of Wellington. His compilation,
written when he was Lord Mahon, and published under the title Conversations with Wellington,
starts in 1831 with notes made when he and Wellington were both staying at Sudbourne Hall as
guests of the 3™ Marquis of Hertford — a Stanhope back at Sudbourne. He paid for repairs to the
Stanhope tomb.

The quarrelsome Withipolls

The Withipolls were ‘new men’ - originally from Shropshire, they became Bristol merchants with
trading connections with Italy. They then moved to London. Paul Withipoll (1480-1547) was head
of the Merchant Taylors’ company, an alderman and MP. He acquired former monastic estates in
Lincolnshire, Cambridgeshire, Walthamstow and elsewhere in Essex and Suffolk, including the
priory of the Holy Trinity, known as Christchurch, in Ipswich. His wife was from Brightwell. His
son, Sir Edmund (1514-1582) was a well-educated but apparently hot-tempered man who in 1545
killed a man in Walthamstow where he was living. He was pardoned, but seems to have decided to
move to Ipswich. He built a new mansion at Christchurch, which stands to this day as an art gal-
lery and museum within a lovely park. The neighbouring parish church of St Margaret’s, the finest
in Ipswich, was adopted by the Withipolls as ‘their’ church where members of the family were
baptised and buried for many generations. The Withipoll estates passed to Sir Edmund’s grandson,
another Edmund. His son Sir William Withipoll (1596-1645), by marrying the heiress Jane Stan-
hope, enormously increased the family fortune and Sudbourne Hall shared with Christchurch Man-
sion the role of family home. Sir William was attached to the royal household, by this time that of
king Charles I. In 1623 he became a deputy lieutenant for Suffolk and two years later was Orford’s
MP. One of his obligations was to raise troops in Suffolk. Again the family’s fierce temper came
out. With his brothers Francis and Henry he became involved in a dispute with members of a dif-
ferent militia band based at Woodbridge and shot two men dead at Martlesham. He rode to London
and turned himself in, spending just over a year in prison before he was found guilty of man-
slaughter rather than murder. After paying £1,500 he was released. He seemed to be always in-
volved in lawsuits and quarrels, for example in 1630 he asserted ownership of a cargo of masts
from a ship wrecked on the beach at Sudbourne, challenging the Admiralty’s jurisdiction over
wrecks. The same year he acquired his wife, Jane Stanhope’s, share of her mother’s inheritance
from the estate of Sir Thomas Gresham. It was reported that in 1635 he again killed a man, possi-
bly in a duel. In 1642 William Withipoll’s only child, his daughter and heir Elizabeth, married
Leicester Devereux. It seems that shortly after the wedding, Elizabeth’s mother, Jane Stanhope,
died, ‘a lunatic™.



Christchurch Mansion, Ipswich.
Photo Richard Quarrell

The tenacious Devereux

The Devereux family name first appears in this area on the map of Orford made by John Norden in
c1600. Someone named ‘Devorax’ (listed in the schedule to the maps as ‘Devorax esquire’) was
renting some 420 acres of (mostly grazing) land from Sir Michael Stanhope. The largest area was
337 acres of Royden (Raydon) Marsh. He also leased the ‘King’s Field’ of 55 acres between Rec-
tory Road and Ferry Road, some of which he was sub-letting, 28 acres of Oxmarsh Salts and two
houses in Broad Street at the corner of Castle Hill (where the Methodist chapel and the new prop-
erties called Castle View stand today). It seems likely that he was Walter Devereux (?-1649),
Leicester Devereux’s father. Walter was a cousin of Robert, 3™ Earl of Essex, the Parliamentary
general, a friend and brother-in-law of William Seymour. On Robert’s death in 1646 Walter suc-
ceeded him as 5™ Viscount Hereford (but not as Earl of Essex — that title died with the childless
Robert). Three years later, Walter died and his son Leicester became the 6th Viscount.

Leicester Devereux (1617-1676) is the first of the people whose hatchment hangs in Sudbourne
church. He had, of course, made a great catch by marrying Elizabeth Withipoll — she brought him
the Sudbourne estates from her Stanhope mother and she would inherit Christchurch Mansion and
park from her father. With a father-in-law like the quarrelsome William Withipoll, however, it was
never going to be plain sailing. In 1643 Leicester Devereux and his father Walter broke into
Christchurch Mansion when Sir William Withipoll was away, and removed money and deeds to
property which they believed belonged to Elizabeth and which formed part of her marriage settle-
ment. In the subsequent litigation Sir William, whose health was failing, won the first round. He
died in August 1645, and there was a further lawsuit with his executors before Elizabeth and
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Detail from a copy made by Emmeline Rope of map 28 of John Norden’s survey
of Sir Michael Stanhope’s estate showing some of the land leased by ‘Devorax’.
New Orford Town Trust/Orford Museum

Leicester Devereux finally got hold of the deeds to her property. He and his wife lived at both of
the properties she had inherited, Sudbourne Hall and Christchurch Mansion. A tradition was
started of having family baptisms at St Margaret’s in Ipswich and burials at All Saints’ Sudbourne.
Their first two children died (Robert at the age of seven, his sister Elizabeth at 10 days). A daugh-
ter Frances, born in 1660, alone survived her parents — the third, and not the last, time that the es-
tate devolved onto a daughter.

During the Civil War and the Commonwealth Leicester Devereux was a staunch Parliament man.
In 1651 he quarrelled with William Seymour the Marquis of Hertford (to whom, as we have seen,
he was rather distantly related by marriage), almost certainly because Seymour was a devoted
Royalist. Indeed, this may have been the root cause of his quarrels with his late father-in-law — the
Withipolls were Royalists and at least some members of the family were Roman Catholics. By
1660, Leicester Devereux had changed his allegiance and in an amazing volte-face, was one of the
peers sent to Holland to invite Charles Stuart to return to England as king Charles II. He had ear-
lier (in 1652) been taken to court by the mayor and corporation of Orford for appropriating and
dismantling the hospital of St Leonard (a charitable institution where needy old men and boys
were cared for) which stood close to Sudbourne Hall®. In 1660 he gave 20 loads of timber to Or-
ford for the repair of the Town House (Town Hall) and the quay’. Just like his father-in-law in
1630, in 1666, the 6™ Viscount was in court claiming the right of wreck to a Swedish ship which
had foundered off Orfordness. In spite of that challenge to the rights of the Crown, in 1668 he en-
tertained king Charles II at Christchurch Mansion. Two years later, in 1670 the Viscountess Eliza-
beth died, after 28 years of marriage, and was buried in Sudbourne church. Her daughter Frances
was nearly 10 years old. We know that a hatchment was hung in the church for the 6™ Viscountess



because it was seen by David Elisha Davy, the antiquarian, who made a painting of it in the early

19" century (see p28 below). Leicester Devereux almost immediately remarried and started a new
family. The remarkable story of what became of them is told in detail in Vic Harrup’s article ‘The
Suffolk Devereux’ on p21 below, so only an outline is given here. The 6™ Viscount was buried in

the chancel of Sudbourne church when he died in 1676 and his hatchment hangs on the left of the

tower arch.

Hatchment of 6™ Viscount Hereford, 1676.
Photo Rosalind Whitehouse

Frances waived her right to the Christchurch and Sudbourne estates which her mother had brought
to the family. In 1679 she married William, the 4™ Viscount Tracy of Rathcoole and died in
Gloucestershire in 1688, leaving just one daughter, yet again named Elizabeth, who married
Robert Burdett whose descendants were the 19" century politicians, bankers and philanthropists,
the Burdett-Coutts. Thus the last trace of Stanhope and Withipoll blood became divorced from the
Sudbourne estate. In the event, things turned out unhappily for what must have seemed the promis-
ing family (two boys and two girls) of the 6th Viscount and his second wife. The two sons became
the 7" and 8" Viscounts Hereford respectively, but both died young, as did the elder of the two
girls. There was a hatchment for the 8" Viscount hanging in Orford church in 1808 which was
seen and copied by David Elisha Davy (see p28 below). He described it as a ‘small hatchment of
wood, Devereux, 1700’, but like the 6™ Viscountess’s hatchment it has since disappeared.

Leicester and Anne Martin
Now we come to the next person with a hatchment in Sudbourne church. Leicester Martin, who

was a trustee of the 8" Viscount’s will, was the grandson of Elizabeth, the 5" Viscount’s wife, by
her first husband, Thomas Martin. This means he was a half-second cousin of Edward the 8" Vis-



count — a member of the family, but not a close relative (see the family tree on p2). He and his fel-
low trustee had to decide who was the heir at law, and in the total absence of any male descendants
of the 6™ Viscount and his three brothers, that person was Anne Devereux, the 6™ Viscount’s post-
humous daughter, the only survivor of the Suffolk Devereux family. Having decided that she was
the heiress, Leicester Martin married Anne just two months after her brother’s death. It is of course
possible that they were already engaged to be married, which could explain his appointment as a
trustee of the 8" Viscount’s will. Leicester Martin settled into life in Ipswich and at Sudbourne. In
1706 he wrote to Mr Edgar, a local JP, asking him to grant a licence to Richard Griffin for the
Chequers inn in Sudbourne®. In 1716 he was one of the trustees of a fund to rebuild the spire of St
Mary le Tower church in Ipswich and he embellished Christchurch Mansion with stone. He and
his wife Anne had one daughter, yet another Elizabeth and yet another heiress.

Hatchments of Leicester Martin and his wife Anne Martin (formerly Devereux).
Photos Rosalind Whitehouse

The title of Viscount could only pass to a male member of the Devereux family so it had gone to
Price Devereux (1664-1740), who became the 9™ Viscount. Price was the great-grandson of the 5
Viscount’s younger brother George who had settled in Wales. Price Devereux had a son, also
named Price (1694-1748). He decided to leave Wales for Suffolk and on 1 January 1721, Elizabeth
Martin and he were married. Leicester Martin, the bride’s father, died in 1732. Her mother, Anne,
had predeceased him. Both their hatchments hang high up on the west wall of Sudbourne church.

A return to the Devereux

The deaths of Leicester and Anne Martin meant that Christchurch Mansion and Sudbourne Hall
passed to Price Devereux by right of his wife, so the two Suffolk properties briefly returned to the
Devereux family and to a Viscount Hereford. Elizabeth hardly outlived her parents and died, child
less, in 1735. In that year the Sudbourne property was augmented by the purchase of Gedgrave
Hall and its land’ but Christchurch Mansion was sold to Claude Fonnereau.
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Hatchment of the 10" Viscount Hereford, 1748.
Photo Rosalind Whitehouse

Price Devereux next married Eleanor Price of Rhwlas in Wales. He became the 10" Viscount in
1740 but his interests were in Wales where he became High Sheriff of Brecon and MP for Mont-
gomeryshire. He did, however, ask to be buried at Sudbourne when he died in 1748. His hatch-
ment is on the right of the tower arch.

Portraits of Price Devereux, 10" Viscount Hereford and his second wife Eleanor.
Reproduced with kind permission of Susan, Viscountess Hereford

A second cousin inherited the title and the Sudbourne estate, and he decided to sell the estate in
1754 to Francis Seymour-Conway, the earl of Hertford. Nine years later when the Welsh 10" Vis-
countess Hereford died, her hatchment was placed in the church. It has now disappeared, but was
seen and painted by Davy in the early 19" century (see p28 below).
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The grand Seymour-Conways

The paths of the Earls of Hertford and the Viscounts Hereford had crossed at various times in the
past. The Earl of Hertford who bought the Sudbourne estate was not, however, descended from
Edward Seymour, the Lord Protector, and his second wife, Anne Stanhope. That line had become
extinct only in 1750 on the death of Algernon Seymour, 7" Duke of Somerset. The earldom of
Hertford was revived for the purchaser of the Sudbourne estate, Francis Seymour-Conway (1719-
1794) who was a descendant of the Lord Protector’s first marriage.

In the eighteenth century the Seymour-Conways were Tory grandees, exercising power through
their wealth, intelligence and the number of Parliamentary seats they could control. The Conway
title and estates had come into the family by marriage. The family’s main residence was, and still
is, Ragley Hall in Warwickshire where the estate extended to some 24,000 acres. Their largest es-
tates were in Ireland where they owned 66,000 acres largely in counties Antrim and Downe, and
they also had land in Cornwall. It was almost certainly because Orford returned two MPs to West-
minster that the Sudbourne estate was purchased. The Earl also bought a number of neighbouring
properties which had not been part of Michael Stanhope’s lands — notably the parishes of Iken and
Butley — so that his Suffolk estate eventually extended to some 11,000 acres of prime sporting
country. Although this may seem a very large estate by Suffolk standards, it formed only a small
part of the Seymour-Conway family’s property. Francis Seymour-Conway was a nephew of the
Prime Minister Sir Robert Walpole, he became ambassador to France, Lord Lieutenant of Ireland
and finally Lord Chamberlain. In 1794 he was created Marquis of Hertford. His wife was from a
leading Suffolk family, being the daughter of the 2™ Duke of Grafton. They had seven sons and
six daughters. The king who he served was George III, who reigned from 1760 to 1820, although
for the last ten years the Prince of Wales acted as Regent, the king having become unfit to rule.
The coat of arms above the church door is that of George III and, as it pre-dates 1801, was proba-
bly placed there on the orders of the Earl of Hertford.

The Royal Arms of king George III.
Photo Rosalind Whitehouse
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Hertford and Wallace family tree

Frances Seymour-Conway,

b1719, d1794
1st Marquis of Hertford

m | Lady Isabella Fitzroy,
b1726, d1782

Frances
b1751, d1820

Elizabeth and nine other children

b1754, d1725

Francis Ingram

m Isabella Anne

Seymour-Conway
d1743, d1822
2nd Marquis Hertford

—

Ingram-Shepherd
b1760, d1834

Anne Horatio
d1801

Hugh m
Seymour-Conway
b1759, d1801

Francis Charles
Seymour-Conway
b1777, d1842

3rd Marquis of Hertford

b1771, d1856

m Maria Fagnani (Mie-Mie) X

Count Casimir
de Montrand

Frances
b1799, d1822

George Francis m__ | Georgiana Mary
Seymour-Conway Berkeley
b1787, d1870 d1878

Francis George Hugh Seymour-Conway
b1812, d1884
5th Marquis of Hertford

Lord Henry Seymour
b1805, d1859

Richard Seymour-Conway

b1800, d1870
4th Marquis of Hertford

X__ | Mrs Agnes Jackson
b1789, d1864

Richard Wallace m

b1818, d1890

Amélie-Julie-Charlotte Castelnau
b1819, d1897

Edmond Richard Wallace
b1840, d1887

Amélie-Suzanne Gall

George
b1872

Henry
b1874
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The son and grandson of Francis, the 2" and 3™ Marquises, are represented by the two fine hatch-
ments hanging on either side of Sudbourne church door. For a period of some 30 years at the be-
ginning of the 19" century the Seymour-Conways, and Sudbourne, were very close indeed to the
royal family and were absolutely at the heart of the political life of the nation. Francis’s eldest son,
Francis Ingram Seymour-Conway (1743-1822) took the title Earl of Yarmouth when his father be-
came a marquis. He became, after his father’s death, one of the most talked-about figures of the
Regency. This was because the Prince Regent became infatuated with the Earl’s second wife, Isa-
bella, and for a period of 14 years the prince was an almost daily visitor to the 2™ Marquis’s house
in Manchester Square in London. The 2™ Marquis started his career in Parliament, then he was
ambassador to Berlin and from 1804 Master of the Horse, finally following in his father’s foot-
steps as Lord Chamberlain in 1812. When he died in 1822 he was not, however, buried in Sud-
bourne church but at Arrow, the village in Warwickshire closest to Ragley Hall. There is a mag-
nificent, almost life size, statue of him by the English sculptor Francis Chantry in Alcester parish
church nearby. (Where landowners had several estates it became customary for a hatchment to be
displayed in each of the estate churches — not just the one where the funeral had taken place.)

Hatchment of the 2™ Marquis of Hertford, 1822.
Photo Rosalind Whitehouse

Here in the Sudbourne estate we know that he set up a brickworks in Iken'® and it is fair to guess
that he was responsible for re-fronting the old timber-framed houses in Orford with brick in the
Georgian style. He was the major beneficiary when Sudbourne Common was enclosed by act of
Parliament in 1807; as the principal proprietor he was entitled to the lion’s share of the newly en-
closed fields and he bought out the shares of many other commoners. This did have the effect of
allowing roads to be laid out and the village to develop on its present site. Before then Sudbourne
was a very scattered settlement with no obvious centre. (The two church porches of equal size on
the north and south sides perhaps indicate that the worshippers approached from either direction.)
In 1813 the 2™ Marquis purchased Orford Quay from the corporation for £380, thereby saving
them the crippling costs of its upkeep, until they re-acquired it in the early 20™ century'".

Francis Charles Seymour-Conway (1777-1842) was the 3" Marquis of Herford, but before that,

while his grandfather was alive, his title was Viscount Beauchamp and then, when his father be-
came the 2™ Marquis, he became Lord Yarmouth. He had auburn hair and was nick-named ‘Red
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Herrings’. He sat in the House of Commons for 24 years as MP, representing at different times the
family seats of Orford, Lisburn and Camelford. His extravagance and debauched lifestyle rapidly
became notorious. When he was just 21 years old and heavily in debt from gambling, to the fury of
his parents he secretly married Maria Fagnani, known as Mie-Mie, the 27-year-old illegitimate
daughter of an Italian dancer and the 4™ Duke of Queensbury. It may seem that this is the first
marriage to be mentioned in this article which was not contracted in order to enhance the social
status or landed property of one of the parties, but in fact the Duke of Queensbury and another rich
man, George Selwyn, in whose house Mie-Mie grew up, both believed themselves to be her father
and left her large sums of money in their wills. Mie-Mie had already inherited George Selwyn’s
money at the time of her marriage, so, although she was of questionable social standing, she, too,
was an heiress.

Mie-Mie, the 3™ Marchioness of Hertford.
By kind permission of the Trustees of the Wallace Collection, London

After just four years of marriage and the birth of two children, a daughter, Frances, and son Rich-
ard, who later became the 4™ Marquis, in 1802 during the temporary truce in the wars with France
called the Peace of Amiens, Mie-Mie left London for Paris. The 3™ Marquis followed her, but the
treaty was breaking down and he was soon arrested and interned in Verdun as an enemy alien
while Mie-Mie remained in Paris where she started an affair with General Junot and then with
Count Casimir de Montrond. Realising that she was pregnant with the Count’s child, she managed
to arrange for her husband to be released from Verdun and returned to Paris for just long enough to
make it possible that the son born in January 1805 was his. The boy was always known as Lord
Henry Seymour rather than the Hon. Henry Seymour-Conway, so it seems that no-one was fooled.
In 1806 the Prime Minister William Pitt died, relations with France improved, and there was an
exchange of prisoners in which the 3™ Marquis was freed. He then became an intermediary be-
tween the British government and the French statesman Talleyrand. He rejoined Mie-Mie in Paris.
She had moved on to another lover by then and he installed the mistress he had acquired in Verdun
in a house nearby. The new Prime Minister Lord Grenville became dissatisfied with the slow pro-
gress of the negotiations and sent Lord Lauderdale to Paris. He sent back bad reports of the Hert-
fords’ irregular household and, more damagingly, that the 3™ Marquis was speculating in French
and British securities. The 3™ Marquis (still then Lord Yarmouth) was called back to London and
he never again lived with Mie-Mie, but instead had a succession of mistresses to whom, it must be
said, he was fair and generous'”. The England to which he returned was the period of his mother’s
greatest influence over the Prince Regent, and his own close friendship with him. The prince was
very extravagant, but he had (on the whole) good taste. Lord Yarmouth assisted the Prince in the
acquisition of paintings and furniture for the royal residences. He bought items on his own account
(and unlike the Prince, he could actually afford to pay for them). He built a large house in Regent’s
Park in London, called St Dunstan’s. His father, the 2™ Marquis, had collected some paintings —
mostly fine English portraits — and his grandfather the 1% Marquis had bought some Canelettos.
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The foundations were laid of the wonderful collection which would later be built up by the 4™
Marquis and Sir Richard Wallace which is now displayed in the London house purchased by the
2" Marquis, Hertford House in Manchester Square just north of Oxford Street. All the great Tory
statesmen of the day, including the Duke of Wellington, Lord Castlereagh (who was related to the
Seymour-Conways) and Robert Peel were entertained at Sudbourne as well as the Prince. In No-
vember 1817 the Prince dashed through the night from Sudbourne back to London when his
adored and popular only daughter Princess Charlotte (the Princess Diana of her day) died in child-
birth. In 1820 king George III, who had been unable, because of his insanity, to rule for ten years,
died and the prince became king George IV. By then, to her chagrin, the 2" Marchioness was re-
placed in the king’s affections by Lady Conyngham, nearly 20 years her junior, but the 3™ Mar-
quis’s friendship with the new king, and his formidable political influence, continued.

The 3" Marquis of Hertford.
By kind permission of the Trustees of the Wallace Collection, London

As time went by his behaviour became increasingly scandalous. Such was his notoriety that he fea-
tured in two novels of the 1840s — in Benjamin Disraeli’s Coningsby he is Lord Monmouth:
‘...in height above the middle size but somewhat portly and corpulent ... his large and deep
blue eye, [moist] and yet piercing, showed that the secretions of his brain were apportioned half
to voluptuousness, half to common sense. But his general mien was truly grand; full of natural
nobility, of which no-one was more sensible than himself.’
In William Thackeray’s Vanity Fair he is the Marquis of Steyne. The heroine, Becky Sharp, who
had seriously compromised herself and wrecked her marriage by her association with him, catches
sight of him in Rome:
‘Lord Steyne’s barouche, blazing with heraldic devices, came whirling along the avenue borne
by the almost priceless horses, and bearing Madame de Belladonna lolling on the cushions,
dark, sulky and blooming, a King Charles in her lap, a white parasol swaying over her head,
and old Steyne stretched at her side with a livid face and ghastly eyes. Hate, or anger, or desire
caused them to brighten now and then still; but ordinarily they gave no light, and seemed tired
of looking out on a world of which almost all the pleasure and all the best beauty had palled
upon the worn-out wicked old man.’
Lord Greville had this to say about him in his Memoirs:
‘There has been, as far as [ know, no example of undisguised debauchery exhibited to the world
like that of Lord Hertford, and his age and infirmities rendered it at once the more remarkable
and the more shocking.’
He died in 1842 and is buried at Arrow, but his hatchment is in Sudbourne church, although David
Elisha Davy says that it hung in Orford church originally. The 3™ Marquis left £100 for the relief
of the poor of Orford and Sudbourne and the accounts of that legacy show that shoes, clothing,
fuel, schoolbooks and meat were purchased and distributed’.
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Hatchment of the 3" Marquis of Hertford, 1842.
Photo Rosalind Whitehouse

The end of an era

The 3" Marquis’s son and heir, Richard, Viscount Beauchamp (1800-1870), was brought up in
Paris by Mie-Mie. When he was sixteen his father insisted that he be brought to England and
taught by an English tutor before going up to Exeter College, Oxford. After Oxford Lord
Beauchamp joined the army for a while and sat as member for Antrim, one of the family seats, in
Parliament. One consequence of his sojourn in England was the arrival of a son named Richard
Jackson, born when Lord Beauchamp was only 18 years old himself. The baby’s mother, Mrs
Agnes Jackson, was 28. When the boy was six, his mother took him to Paris where his grand-
mother Mie-Mie took him in and raised him. She was a gambler and she lost much of the fortune
she had inherited from her father the Duke of Queensbury by unwise speculation in American
stocks, after which she became notoriously mean, but everyone agreed that she was a very good
mother and grandmother. When the 3™ Marquis died, Richard Jackson changed his name to Rich-
ard Wallace, his mother’s maiden name. He adored his grandmother and his step-uncle, Lord
Henry Seymour, and he acted as his father’s secretary.

Richard Wallace as a young man (left) - The 4th Marquis of Hertford (right).
By kind permission of the Trustees of the Wallace Collection, London

Lord Beauchamp (later the 4™ Marquis) had no appetite for public life and after a brief spell at the
British Embassy in Constantinople, he returned to France where, from 1838, he lived a reclusive
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life as a connoisseur and art-collector. As an absentee landlord he seems to have been very un-
popular. The rector of Iken said in 1851 ‘Lord Hertford owns parish and will do nothing for poor
or anyone else’'*. Right at the end of his life he did give the land on which Orford School now
stands. The fact of the matter is that it was probably the agent who ran the estate and made all the
day-to-day decisions, rather that the Marquis himself. The absentee 4™ Marquis had a mistress, by
whom he had a daughter, Seymourina, but he did not marry. His mother, Mie-Mie died in 1856.
Twenty three years later, when her grandson Sir Richard Wallace had moved to England and was
living the life of an English gentleman at Sudbourne, he paid for the complete restoration of Sud-
bourne church and had the new east window installed and dedicated it to the memory of that re-
markable woman ‘Maria, third Marchioness of Hertford’.

The east window in Sudbourne church.
Photo Geoffrey Smeed

His own contribution to the restoration is recorded on the brass plaque above the south door into
the vestry. It is probable that it was at this time that the hatchments, which had almost certainly
been hanging in both Orford and Sudbourne churches, were assembled and hung together at Sud-
bourne, and the three which are now missing (and which, of course, represented members of the
family of the former owners of the estate) were presumably discarded because they were in poor
condition.

F
i
-+
i

The Sudbourne estate tenants presenting a portrait to Sir Richard and Lady Wallace (on the left)
at Hertford House, London, 9 August 1886.
New Orford Town Trust/Orford Museum

Sir Richard Wallace had inherited his father’s fortune and his art collection on his death in 1870,
but he could not inherit the title. He purchased the Sudbourne estate from the 5™ Marquis, his fa-
ther’s second cousin. Unlike the Marquises of Hertford, he actually lived at Sudbourne Hall, took a
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keen interest in the estate and the welfare of its inhabitants and invested a great deal of money in
improvements to the farms and houses as well as the restoration of Sudbourne church. He enter-
tained the Prince of Wales (who was to become king Edward VII) at shooting parties at Sudbourne
Hall just has his great grandfather had entertained the Prince Regent some 70 years before.

Richard Wallace, true to family tradition, had mistresses and did not marry the mother of his son
Edmond (born in 1840) until after the death of the 4™ Marquis. His high hopes that Edmond would
settle in Britain (and even, perhaps, marry into the Seymour family) were dashed when Edmond,
in turn, showed a preference for life in Paris with his own French mistress by whom he had four
children. It seems likely that this disappointment, combined with failing health, was a factor in
Richard Wallace’s decision to sell the Sudbourne estate in 1884.

The early death of Edmond in 1887 further undermined his father’s health and he died, having
moved back to Paris, in 1890. Thus ended an extraordinarily eventful 300-year long episode in the
history not just of Sudbourne, but of the whole country. The next owners of the estate were an-
other breed of ‘new men’ — this time wealthy industrialists and bankers - and their story will be
told in a future issue of the Bulletin.

The 19th Viscount and Viscountess Hereford in The 9th Marquis and Marchioness of Hertford
front of Sir Michael Stanhope’s tomb

What has been really pleasing is that the present Viscount Hereford (the 19™) and Marquis of Hert-
ford (the 9™) have both been very supportive of the hatchments restoration project. They and their
wives came to Sudbourne to attend the special church service, where the Bishop of St Edmunds-
bury & Ipswich preached, held on 27 May this year to celebrate the completion of the work.

Jane Allen
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THE SUFFOLK DEVEREUX:
HOPES DASHED AND LIVES CUT SHORT

When Leicester Devereux (later the 6™ Viscount Hereford), married Elizabeth Withipoll in 1642,
he became the owner of Christchurch Mansion, Ipswich in addition to Chapmans, Sudbourne
(which was becoming known as Sudbourne Hall), with their respective estates. His bride Elizabeth
was the granddaughter of Sir Michael Stanhope, who had owned Sudbourne, and her father, Sir
Edmund Withipoll, was the owner of the Ipswich mansion. We have seen (p7 above) that Leicester
was not the first member of the Devereux family to come to this part of Suffolk. A ‘Devorax es-
quire’ (quite possibly Leicester’s father Walter Devereux who eventually became the 5™ Viscount
Hereford) was leasing land in and around Orford from Sir Michael Stanhope in 1600. Perhaps it
was he who, realizing that there were two neighbouring landowners in the area without male heirs,
saw an opportunity for his sons to acquire estates. Eight years after the eldest son Leicester Deve-
reux made his good catch, in 1650 his brother Walter Devereux married Anne Forth of Butley'.
She, like Elizabeth Withypool, was an heiress, this time to the lands of the former Butley priory.
The acquisition of the Butley lands (which included another fine mansion house built beside the
gatehouse of the former priory — see Orford & District Local History Bulletin Issue 14, 2010, p 7)
must have seemed a good prize.

Butley Priory gatehouse in 1785.
The Forth family’s mansion, demolished in the mid-18™ century, stood to the left of the gatehouse.

This project, however, was not in fact a success. The Devereux brothers seem to have failed to
make sufficient enquiries before the marriage to Anne Forth was contracted. The Butley lands
were heavily mortgaged and Anne was not even entitled to live in the mansion house because her
mother with her third husband, William Tyrell, had it for life. The financial situation was so dire
that Leicester had to step in to help his brother and his wife by refinancing some of the Butley
land. Walter and Anne had to content themselves with renting Glemham Hall for a residence, but
they may have lived at Sudbourne in the early years after Walter’s marriage because their first
children were baptised ‘at Chapmans’ in 1650 and 1651. Both children died young. During the
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next ten years Walter and Anne had another six children, all girls except one. The latter, given the
name Leicester, died aged eighteen in 1680. They were baptised in St. Margaret’s, Ipswich, beside
Christchurch Mansion, as were the Viscount’s daughters, Lady Elizabeth and Lady Frances, as
they are designated in the register. Lady Elizabeth died less than a fortnight after her birth. Follow-
ing the death of his wife Anne in 1668, Walter sent his two eldest daughters, Elizabeth and Marga-
ret, to live in their uncle’s household at the Mansion. At this time, Elizabeth was aged 16, Marga-
ret 12, and their cousin Lady Frances nine. The three girls were educated together and one of their
tutors was Cave Beck, a prominent puritan minister. As master of Ipswich Town Library, Beck
would have given his young pupils access to the many learned books held there. Although Vis-
count Hereford acted as a government agent during Oliver Cromwell’s Commonwealth, he was
one of the six peers who accompanied King Charles I home from exile in Holland in 1660. Cave
Beck, his chaplain, was also among the party. As was pointed out by an anonymous writer in the
Edinburgh Review, referring especially to magistrates, but applicable also to administrators, ‘if all
men of honour and principle were to decline office under a government whose title was disputed,
or if it was made a test of integrity and patriotism, downright anarchy might ensue.” In 1670 Vis-
countess Hereford died. and the following year Leicester Devereux married again, this time to
Priscilla Catchpole. They had four children in the space of seven years, including, after many gen-
erations when male heirs had been in short supply, two sons. Elizabeth (1672-1699) was the eldest
child, then a son named Leicester (1673-1683) was baptised at ‘Herford” according to an entry in
the St. Margaret’s registers. Another son, Edward (1675-1700), was baptised at Orford on 11 July
1675 and Anne (1677-1735), the youngest, was born shortly after her father’s death.

Christchurch Mansion . An illustration from the margin of Ogilvie’s map of Ipswich 1674.
Could the figures represent the 6™ Viscount, his second wife, Priscilla, and Frances, his daughter by his first wife?

When the 6™ Viscount died in 1676, he first revoked an earlier will made in 1665 when his first
wife was alive (and was significantly the year of the great plague). He left the two mansions, their
parks and other properties to Priscilla and her step-daughter Lady Frances, wishing them to live
together. Once she reached the age of 19 years, should Frances wish to marry she would receive
as her portion £7000 (some £500,000 at today’s values), to be raised by selling property outside
his main residences and manors. His sons, Leicester and Edward, still infants, were placed in the
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guardianship of his executors until aged 15 years. His daughter Elizabeth was bequeathed £1500
when aged 20 years, and Anne, then unborn, so not of course named, was left £1000. Marriage
portions for his nieces, Walter Devereux’s daughters, were being provided under an existing ar-
rangement. In a codicil to his will, he said that Walter’s daughters could remain in Ipswich, but if
Priscilla did not like this arrangement the girls should live elsewhere and receive an annuity of £25
each until they were married. It would seem that the Viscount was fond of the sisters, but uncertain
of how they would fare after his decease. They did in fact move out, and the story of the death of
Margaret, and Elizabeth’s subsequent elopement with John Clyatt, in 1682 when aged thirty, is
told in Untold Tales from the Suffolk Sandlings *. In the same codicil, made three months after his
will was written, the Viscount clearly had doubts whether his widow and Frances would co-habit.
Thus he provided Frances with £50 per annum, in addition to an annuity of £200 already be-
queathed, should she leave Christchurch. A summary and analysis of the various Devereux wills
from 1676, made by an unnamed lawyer, reveals that Frances waived any right to the real estate
soon after her father’s death and accepted the £7000 dowry. She married William, the fourth Vis-
count Tracy of Rathcoole in 1679 and died ten years later.

Did Viscount Hereford’s executors persuade her to waive her property rights so that the mansions
and lands remained in the Devereux family? Viscountess Priscilla made her will in 1681 and made
no mention of (the by then married) Frances. Her daughter Elizabeth received jewels and Anne
was bequeathed silver, including an inkstand. Her younger son Edward received her mare and its
colt. The infant 7" Viscount, Leicester, was left her coach and coach horses, her pictures and cur-
tains in the Great Parlour at Christchurch. She wished all her children to remain faithful to the
Church of England and for Leicester to be loving to his brethren. She appointed the Earl of Barkly
(Berkeley), Sir Samuel Barnardiston, Mr. Theophilus Hook and Mr Cave Beck as guardians and to
have custody of her sons until they reached the age of 15 years. She wanted them to live together
in Christchurch during their minority and be taught by Cave Beck. Finally she wished that the
guardians she appointed and her late husband’s executors would be friendly towards each other.

v Y

Christchurch Mansion, Ipswich.
Photo Richard Quarrell
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Events then took a tragic turn. Leicester, the 7" Viscount, died aged nine in 1682, so with Priscilla
and the young Leicester dead by 1683, the guardians had three young children in their care. Ed-
ward, who had become the 8" Viscount at the age of eight, was married, just before he reached the
age of 15, to an heiress, Elizabeth Norborne, who was only thirteen. She was from Calne in Wilt-
shire, but the marriage took place in Redgrave, Suffolk on May Day 1690. The young Viscount-
ess’s father, Walter Norborne (1655-1684) had been killed in a duel. Was this marriage purposely
arranged by the 6™ Viscount’s executors just before their remit expired?

When the 27-year-old and unmarried Elizabeth Devereux made her will in February 1699 (see Ap-
pendix) she probably thought the succession to the Hereford title was still secure. She asked to be
buried at Sudbourne ‘next to my late brother, Leicester, Viscount Hereford’. She left her sister
Anne £1000, and her brother Edward, now the 8" Viscount Hereford, £100. There were gold
mourning rings for Viscountess Hereford and Cave Beck amongst others. Beck also received £5
and a distant relative Leicester Martin was left £10. In fact, Edward died the following year. Aged
only twenty-five, Edward made his will on 26 July 1700, asking to be buried in the chancel of
Sudbourne Church. A few days later he died in a duel — the second time that his young widow had
been affected by such a tragedy. Soon after this event, Celia Fiennes visited Ipswich on one of her
journeys through England when, presumably, the death of the young Viscount was still the talk of
the town. She recorded that Edward’s adversary had been Sir Thomas Montgomery, but nothing is
known of him or of the reason for the duel. Edward left all his property, including the two mansion
houses and their lands plus his personal estate (ie plate, jewels, money, furniture and ‘household
stuff” — except for certain items left to his wife), to his executors, requiring them to transfer them
to his (unspecified) ‘heir at law’ after his death. Perhaps he hoped for a posthumous child. He be-
queathed his ‘dear and loving wife’, Elizabeth, £200 and the plate and jewels she had brought to
the marriage. She was also left all the china she had purchased since they married, and his coach
and coach horses.

He left his sister Anne £60 and £10 each to Edward and Matthew Martin of Leigh in Worcester-
shire, presumably relatives of Leicester Martin, who was appointed one of the trustees of the will.
Various sums were given to his wife’s servant and his own butler and other servants. Three were
left £7 ‘to buy them mourning’. Mourning rings were usually bought for a guinea, so these ser-
vants were required to buy mourning clothes. Thus the widowed Viscountess and her sister-in-law
Anne alone remained to manage the two estates and cope with their grief. It appears that they were
supported by Ann Hooke the widow of Theophilus Hooke, rector of Sudbourne with Orford from
1666 to 1700. Hooke was also rector of Tuddenham, but actually lived in the parish of St Marga-
ret’s near Christchurch Mansion in Ipswich. He and his wife Ann seem to have been closely in-
volved with the family at that time and seem to have been given a number of Devereux portraits
and keepsakes. Theophilus also died in 1700.

He was buried at Tuddenham on 18 November 1700 where he was described as ‘Mr. Hook of St.
Margaret’s Ipswich’. When Ann Hooke died in 1714 she bequeathed various Devereux family
heirlooms to Anne Devereux (by then Martin) and her daughter Elizabeth. There were pictures
(portraits) of Anne herself and her two brothers and sister. She left a portrait of ‘Lady Herriford’ to
Lady Barker, and ‘a hair ring set with diamonds’ to Elizabeth Martin. The hair was that of her aunt
Elizabeth who had died in 1699. Why did the Hookes have the portraits and heirloom in their pos-
session? Edward Devereux the 8" Viscount did not bequeath much in coin, unlike his father. Per-
haps he was addicted to gambling as so many young men were at that time. This may have been
the reason for the duel. From Theophilus Hooke’s will we know the Viscount had borrowed
money from him, and had also sold him the rectory and tithes of Tuddenham, where many of the
clergyman’s relatives were buried. Edward did not know who his heir at law was, and maybe his
sister, the only survivor of the Suffolk Devereux family, was uncertain too. Whoever was the heir,
he or she was left, through the trusteeship of Sir Charles Blois and Leicester Martin, virtually all
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his property, real and personal, including those ‘in the nature of heirlooms’. Rather than let the
portraits and heirlooms go out of the immediate family, perhaps the trustees asked the Hookes to
take care of them. Why they were not released again for 14 years is a mystery. In the event, it was
decided that Anne, the last of the 6™ Viscount’s children, was the heir but the Hereford title, in the
absence of a male heir, devolved upon the descendants of the 5™ Viscount’s brother who had set-
tled in Wales.

Elizabeth, the 8" Viscountess remained a widow for 17 years before she was remarried to John
Sims Berkeley and went to live in Stoke Gifford in Gloucestershire. With him she had two chil-
dren; a boy, Norborne Berkeley, who became the last Governor of Virginia before the loss of the
American colonies, and a daughter, another Elizabeth, who married the 4™ Duke of Beaufort. In
spite of her relatively long marriage to John Berkeley (they had been married for 20 years when he
died in 1737), the 8" Viscountess continued to use the title she had acquired from her 10-year mar-
riage to her teenage husband. She seems to have had strong financial reasons to keep her Devereux
connection alive. An indenture of 1732 required Elizabeth Devereux (née Martin, see below) to
pay an annuity of £500 (about £44,000 at today’s values) to her aunt, the 8th Viscountess, for her
life. When Elizabeth Berkeley made her will in 1742 she styled herself ‘The Right Honourable
Elizabeth Lady Viscountess Hereford, widow, of Stoke Gifford’. Anne, the only surviving child of
the 6™ Viscount, married her distant cousin, Leicester Martin, in 1700. Their daughter Elizabeth
briefly kept the Suffolk Devereux connection alive when in 1721 she married the 9" Viscount’s
son and heir, but she had no children. Not long after her death in 1735, some 90 years after her
grandfather had married Elizabeth Withipoll, Christchurch Mansion was sold. Sudbourne Hall
passed out of the Devereux family hands twenty years later.

Vic Harrup

APPENDIX: TEXT OF THREE WILLS

ELIZABETH DEVEREUX, gentlewoman of Ipswich, 25 February 1699 (SRO ref. IC/AA1/129/36)

To be buried at Sudbourne next to my late brother, Leicester, Viscount Hereford.

To my dear brother Edward, Viscount Hereford £100.

To my dear sister Ann Devereux £1000.

To my worthy friend Mr. Theophilus Hooke £100, and to his wife Ann 10 broad pieces of gold. To Mrs
Ann Wright £40.

To my sister Lady Viscount Hereford a gold mourning ring.

Gold mourning rings to: Mrs. Susan Worbury (?), Mr Hooke and his wife, Mr Cave Beck, Mr John Cullin-
ton, Mrs Coe and Mrs Ratcliff.

To Mrs Abigail Tokely a guinea of gold.

To Mr Cave Beck £5 and Mr Leicester Martin £10.

To Nurse Browne 40 shillings pa.

To my sister Ann all my broad gold except 10 broad pieces for Mrs Hooke.
Executor: Anne Devereux.

[This Elizabeth Devereux was the daughter of Leicester, the 6th Viscount, from his second marriage.
Leicester, 1673-1682, was the 7th Viscount Hereford. Edward, 1675-1700, the 8th Viscount. Ann Devereux
was their sister. Ann married Leicester Martin in 1700 after the death of her brother Edward. They had a
daughter Elizabeth. In 1720 she married Pryce Devereux, son of the 9th Viscount.

Lady Viscount Hereford was Elizabeth’s sister-in-law, the widow of Edward, 8th Viscount.

Theophilus Hooke was a clergyman, with a brother John who owned property in Orford. Theophilus was
heavily involved with the Devereux family, including Walter Devereux of Butley. He died in 1700 and was
buried in the chancel in Tuddenham where his widow also asked to be buried.]
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THEOPHILUS HOOKE, CLERK, OF IPSWICH, PROBATE 1700 (PCC will, PROB 11/458)

I Theophilus Hooke of Ipswich, clerk etc, to be decently buried by my executors.

As for my worldly estate I give to the right honourable Edward, Viscount Hereford, the perpetual advowson
of the church and rectory of Chesilford [ Chillesford] which I purchased of Mr. Robert Warren.

I give to the said Viscounts two sisters Mistress Elizabeth and Mistress Anne the sum of £200 apiece
whereof I will part to be paid by the money that is due to me upon bond from my Lord of Hereford afore-
said as soon as it can be got.

I give to my dear wife for her life my house in Ipswich called The Folly together with all the houses and
lands thereto belonging and now in the occupation of George Kerridge, and the inheritance thereof after my
said wife’s decease I give to my brother John Hooke and his heirs.

I give to my said wife all my right and interest in a mortgage in a farm in Earl Soham which is assigned to
Richard Vaughan esquire her brother, for her use and benefit and this in consideration of a bond I entered
into before marriage, to Phillip Bacon esquire, in trust for my said wife.

I give to my said wife all the plate, ready money, h/h goods and chattels that shall be in my house, out-
houses and yards at my death.

I give to my brother Richard Hooke, after my mother’s death, all my right and interest in the estate in
Capell in the occupation of George Porter. Also to Richard all my right and interest in a certain house in
Nevils (space) in Fetter Lane in London, which were mortgaged to me by Nicholas Bacon esquire and his
brother Mr. Phillip Bacon. I forgive my brother Richard all the money formerly lent him.

I give to my brother John Hooke and his heirs forever the rectory and tithes impropriate of Tuddenham,
which I purchased of my Lord of Hereford.

I give to my successor in the rectory of Sudbourne and his successors forever the land which I bought of
Mary Woods adjoining to the glebe near the parsonage house in Orford. To the poor people of Sudbourne,
Orford and St. Margaret’s, Ipswich £5.

To my servants £20 to be distributed by my wife as she thinks fit.

All the rest of my estate I give to my brother John and I nominate my dear wife and brother John Hooke
executors to this my last will not doubting of their mutual kindness.

In witness I have set my hand and seal the 25th day of March 1698.

Theophilus Hooke. Sealed and published in the presence of George Porter, George Kerridge and Phillip
Sustenance.

[Added later, and vouched for by John Hooke 14 December 1700, to be in the hand of Theophilus. Sworn
upon ‘the Holy Evangelists’.] | intend to give to Mr. George Raymond and his successors forever the rec-
tory and tithes impropriate of the parish of Tuddenham, which I purchased of Edward, Viscount Hereford.
[previously bequeathed to John Hooke!]

I desire my body may be laid in the chancel of the said chancel (church) where many of my relations are
buried. [that is Tuddenham]

I give to my good friend Mr. John Beynes £20 to buy him a horse.

Instead of the mortgage mentioned to be given to my wife I give her the money due on mortgage from her
brother Richard Vaughan esquire to me.

[Dates: Theophilus wrote his will on 25 March 1698, that is the first day of the year 1699. Elizabeth Deve-
reux made her will in February 1699 that is 1700.

Edward, 8" Viscount Hereford was dead by the time Theophilus died. The Viscount owed the clergyman
money, and had previously sold him the tithes of Tuddenham. Mistress Elizabeth was also dead, so her
£200 could not be paid her. How did the executors sort this out?

ANN HOOKE OF IPSWICH, WIDOW, 1714 [of Theophilus, Rector of Sudbourne with Orford 1666-
1700. He was buried at Tuddenham 18 November 1700 - ‘Mr. Hook of St. Margaret’s Ipswich’.] (SRO
ref. IC/AA1/144a/100 (part only))

Body to the grave of my dear husband in the chancel of Tuddenham.

To Ann Martin, wife of Leicester Martin esquire, my chinaware. Also her own picture and her two
brother’s and her sister’s pictures.

To Elizabeth Martin, daughter of Leicester and Ann Martin, a_hair ring set with diamonds, the hair being
that of her aunt Elizabeth Devereux.

To my Lady Barker, the wife of John Ellis esquire, the pictures of my Lady Herriford (sic) and my Lady
Hare.
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To my goddaughter Mistress Anne Hooke, daughter of my brother John Hooke, £20.

[Then follows a complicated bequest to John Hooke (who had paid her £50 pa for several years) leaving
him at least £500. A further £950 was left him from a mortgage between her brother Richard Vaughan and
Theophilus Hooke (see his will above).]

[Pictures: Two brothers and sister of Ann Martin - Leicester and Edward, 7" and 8" Viscounts Hereford
and Elizabeth Devereux.

Lady Herriford: Edward’s widow.

Hair ring: A ring set with hair (usually woven and mounted under glass) and in this case the mount sur-
rounded with diamonds. The hair that of Elizabeth Devereux, who died in 1699.

1t is not clear how Ann Hooke owned the portraits and keepsakes referred to in her will)].

Notes

1. The fiercely Protestant Forth family were ‘new men’ of the sort described on p2 above. They were in
origin clothiers from Hadleigh. See Valerie Fenwick and Vic Harrup, Untold Tales from the Suffolk
Sandlings, Butley Research Group, 2009, pp 21-30.

2. 1bid, pp 52-55.
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