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John Norris Hewett, a singular woman'

NEIL JEFFARES

ROWSING THROUGH eighteenth century sale catalogues occasionally produces curiosities

beyond the works listed for sale. Collectors themselves have long been the subject of

scholarly enquiry; but you will find little about the Mrs Hewett of Richmond whose

collection was sold after her death by Christie’s in 1792 (she is “unknown” according to
the Getty Provenance Index). As the sale included a number of pictures which she herself had
made, in various media ranging from oil to watercolour and chalk as well as crayons (pastel), I
was obliged to unravel the mystery of who she was. This wasn’t helped by her having the most
unusual Christian names, “John Norris”, and of having married three times, each to men called
John: and of being absent from virtually all reference books.

My curiosity was whetted when I came across this entry in the register of St George’s
Bloomsbury (1773):
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“A single woman” is not a standard phrase encountered in these registers. What we call a single
woman is properly termed a “spinster”; the alternative is a “widow”. The entry misleadingly
suggests she was born Gordon and had married
a Mr Fisher, etc. The name is so unusual that
when the Law Commission researcher was
compiling the lists of acts of parliament in 1999
she assumed the 1773 divorce bill I explain
below must refer to some bizarre homosexual
arrangement; and indeed the Journal of the House
of Lords attempted to rectify the spelling to
“Joan” in its report of one of the committee
stages of the bill.

This post would be excessively long if 1
continue to work backwards through all the
confusions I encountered, so let’s start at the
beginning — even if it feels as though you are
being shown a solved Sudoku puzzle (you can
always turn away now).

Mrs Hewett’s grandfather was Sir John Norris
(1671-1749), admiral of the fleet, of whose
naval career there is a good summary in the

! 'This essay first appeared as a post on my blog, neiljeffares.wordpress.com, on 19 October 2016. It may be cited as Neil Jeffares, “John Norris

Hewett, a singular woman”, Pastels & pastellists, www.pastellists.com/Essays/Hewett.pdf.
> g > >

www.pastellists.com — all rights reserved 1 Issued/updated 24 May 2017


https://neiljeffares.wordpress.com/2016/10/19/john-norris-hewett-a-singular-woman/
http://www.pastellists.com/Essays/Hewett.pdf

Neil Jeffares, Pastels & pastellists

DNB (left is his portrait by Hudson from the Government Art Collection). He was a protégé of
the wonderfully named Sir Cloudesley Shovell. His successes brought considerable wealth,
including Hempstead Park (variously spelt) in Kent. The DNB acknowledges the obscurity of
Norris’s family origins: probably Irish, and connected with the Aylmers. You can follow the
relevant people in my iconographical genealogy for Avlmer.

One of Sir John’s daughters, Lucy (1705-1793), was married (like so many of her relations) into
the Aylmers, to Sir Gerald Aylmer, 5" Baronet of Doneda. Their son was the oddly named Sir
Fitzgerald Aylmer who was born eight months after Sir Gerald’s death: perhaps his name should
be taken literally rather than as merely indicating his being posthumous (the 3rd baronet was also
called Fitzgerald: he also was born in the year of his father’s death). In any case, Lucy, who was
just 31, remarried the following year, and as we learn from her father’s will (1749, 12 years after
the lapse), without his approval:
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She receives only £10 from his vast estate, having “most undutifully and indiscreatly married a
second husband without my consent or knowledge to the disgrace of her family.” Little was
known about this second husband, one Robert Fisher, other than that he signed one of the
documents below in a literate hand and is referred to as “Esquire”. (He is glossed as the “Mr
Fisher” mentioned in the correspondence of Pitt, but that is more likely to be a reference to
Thomas Fisher, a regimental agent.) But two entries® in the Scots magazine record the birth of
children to “Lady Aylmer” (a title which she should have relinquished on her marriage) and
Robert Fisher of Sandieford. The earlier (March 1739) records an unnamed daughter, while the
second, in January 1743, names a son, Richard. The London Evening post of 11 March 1738 noted
that Lady Aylmer, who lately married Mr Fisher “of Sanquhar”, had arrived at Edinburgh.

Robert Fisher (or perhaps a homonymous father) of Sanquhar was first recorded as a bailie in
the town in 1714; by 1730 he was described as a “dyster” or dyer in Sanquhar when he
purchased some land from the local council. A few years later Robert Fisher of Sandieford or
Sandefort was a member of the Royal Company of Scottish Archers. In 1738 he won the
Musselburgh Arrow in a shooting competition. In 1742 he acquired the estate of Newhall in
Penicuik, and was then “Fisher of Newhall”. Delusions of grandeur followed: he devised his own
arms and had them painted on his carriage, but had to remove them in 1747 as a result of
proceedings. It appears he guaranteed the debts of an Edinburgh merchant, Robert Baillie; in
1757 he was drawn into insolvency proceedings, and obliged to sell Newhall.

Although John Norris Hewett’s year of birth should have been 1743 as implied by her age of
death, such inferences are often unreliable. I suspect that the Richard whose birth was
announced in the Scots magazine was the Richard born to Robert Fisher and “Elinor”, possibly a
mistranscription of Aylmer (but not obviously of Lucy), in the parish records of Penicuik,
Midlothian, on 5 Janaury 1743 and not baptised until 11 February that year. If so, John Norris
Hewett may have had the indignity of being baptised Jean (to the same parents, on 5 November
1746, after two further children since Richard).

21 am most grateful to Nicholas Kingsley for drawing them to my attention in April 2017, some time after my original blog post of this article
appeared (19 October 2016).
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Evidently Lucy named (if not actually baptizing) her child in a vain attempt to placate her father.
Curiously by the time Lucy’s mother died, in 1763 in Berkeley Square, it seems she was forgiven,
as she was named as her mother’s sole executrix and residuary legatee. But bizarrely (perhaps
proof of dementia), Lady Norris can remember neither her daughter’s name, calling her
Elizabeth instead of Lucy, nor that of her husband, whom she names as “Joseph Fisher of St
James’s Square” when he was Robert. Fortunately the errors are corrected in the probatum, but
Fisher’s address is not corrected (and may be wrong). Lucy’s response was to disclaim the
inheritance. She was reported as arriving in Bath in November 1763, as well as various later
dates; there, in 1785, her daughter Sarah married Dr Thomas Baker of Leighton Buzzard; and
there she died, on 24 November 1793, as reported in the S7 James’s chronicle: “relict of the late Sir
Gerald Aylmer”, with no reference to Mr Fisher.

On 20 March 1764 at St Martin-in-the-Fields, Norris married a John Gordon (there are several
homonyms, but he was then a captain in the 50" Foot, later promoted to lieutenant-colonel; he
was the third son of an Irish family, the Gordons of Ballinteggart; his brother Thomas Knox
became chief justice of South Carolina):

Now this should have been her first marriage, but once again the phraseology is bizarre: “John
Nortris Gordon heretofore Fisher” suggests that there may already have been some unofficial
union. The witnesses were her father, Robert Fisher; her mother (almost invisibly small), Lucy
Fisher, while the third, Lucy Fortescue, was her great-aunt. In any case, it seems that Captain
Gordon went back to Ireland with his regiment, but on his return found that Norris was having
an affair with a senior naval officer, John Storr (1709-1783), vice-admiral of the red.

In the absence of diaries or correspondence we can only guess how things developed from the
resulting action for crim. con. and the private bill for “Gordon’s divorce” brought before
Parliament, passed by the Lords 31 March and by the Commons 29 April 1773.

For the sordid details you have to refer to the Journals of the House of Lords:
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Journils of the Houfe of Lords.

A M was brou from the Houle of Com-
maond, by the Lord Sreunivee Sertie and odurs

With a Wi, Indealed, = An AS I'nrdlvlniu;, al=
= lotting, and enclofing, the Open and Commonatile
i Flelds, Mesdows, Lands, a Walke Grousds, of,
» within, and belonging to, the Manor, Parith, and
o Liberties of Mrygden, inthe County of Rerlesd ;™ 1o
which they defire the Comcarrence of thas Houli,

Hadie 1% pire ke off Rillr, imtabed, ** An Ad for
i g fusther Relief of His Hljcﬁ}'l Proveftant Sub-
# jects diffenting from the Church of Enplomd.”

Orvanen, That the faid Bill be resd o Secoad
Time «n Friday nest; and that the Lords be fem-

Omognin, That che Gid Ball be prised.

.f..“rﬁﬁlum t from che ook of Com-
mees, by Mr. Founawt and others :

. Wiah a Bill, intitaled, * An A to cxtend the
v Proviliuna nl'Hlm. Aft, made iuhimlidi.uhim ?&F
w [ ne u.ﬂ.,-'flk‘n, tuled, * An A
# far the betcer Prefervarion of Tember Trees, and of
m Woods and Undereoods ; and for the Further Pre-
# fervation of Roots, Skrubs, and Plasts™), to Pop-
a lgr, Alder, Maple; Larch, aad Hombeami®
which they defire 1he Concurrence of this Heale

The a5 Bill was read the Firlt Time.

The Order of the Day being read for the Seeond
Reading of the BAll, {ntdmled, ® An Aft w diflolve
o ghe Warti of {iordor rjqulh whih :}hh
Lt f-ghrh.i.lnm'm. and to esable Bam o
as ﬁp'ai umd figr otber Purpofies chevein men-
= dancily’ as for hesing Countel for and sgainkk

o g M. Semderr came snd Todped with ber for
“ Four or Five Weeks | that they EHved her =
“ Man snd Wike, snd tha @ had fren then in Bed
" ther j that Mr. Smmdiors sppesied 10 be a Sea
“ Oificer, and the then billered they went by fiti-
o tious Mames; thai Mrs. Sewwders, the Wit
* mels's being fobponsd as n Wiimels, told her, = she
* was yadorcunately mareiod i That ibey came agaism
% o take Ber ings Ll Year, but her Houle be-
“ lmg full, the pet them s Lodging for a Week at n
* Mr. Balfi's, ut the Expiration ef which Time they -
o came gl hﬂanl with her ;?iqfnr Five Wiprka,
* during wiich Time fhe has ofien feen them in
“ Bed |ngnh¢r','|hm :Ir.j Tewmed very defirous of
“ kecping themielves fecret, having no Servapt with
* them, and leeing mo Comgpany, but Une Gentle
% man, who feemed 3 k:hrinLE'nﬂmi amd thae
L H::.Mm har fince eold , 4= That the was
* the Wile of Capraln Girden.™ ]

She was direcbed to withdrae.

Then Me. BFiliam Wisg feld, sn A |h¢-m-{, wan
called img and, being [warn, lﬁm b Houfe,
“ That he has known Capisin tmiﬁil,‘dlf
* pver fisce the Year 1764 that they then lodged in
# the Houfs whene he lived § rhat he ks ®ify
© frerr, and sttended ham in Pk Buildivgs in a Fic
* of the Gout j that ke was recosmmiensded o Caprain
 Sterr by M l:-'n:ui. I:-Iu“h- allo azimded hisn in
“ Charltir R, and az 3 ar il
o amd rhar be knows thar |I-t‘r:lr,‘:E'.|:humﬂ!II af

, abl went by the Nume
in S and Mrs. Gerdm.™

“ Miri.
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g
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He was direfied ip withdraw. i

Them Febw Cackyr wos again iled ing amd pro=
doced ai the Bar, an Offce C qftht\_l-;‘q;-
cbawined in the Ceary of King's apainll LCapain
Soare for Uriminal Conwerlion with the [id M.
Giovdlom.

He war diredied o withdraw.

the Gt
-- = Then Mark Hewmen, Depary Regiller of the Gonfit
. Coundrk were attondingly called in: Court of the Bi af ’me-. -:: cafled in g
2 b being fwom, prodoced che Owiginal Defisiiine
And Mr. Perrys

but no Counlel appoar

Yebw Cavker was called, = ordar to prove the Service
of the Crder; whn, being fworn, acquained the
Heoule, * Thaz he ferved Mre. Gorsw perfomally with
o the Order of this Houfs for the Suul-d Reailing
e of che Bill; and a2 the fime Thne delivered w her
w g Copy of the BL™

He wus diredied i withdraw.
Then the fxid Bl was resd o Second Time.

And the Counlel was heard in Support of ke Bil,
asel 1o make out ihe A"-l.‘-;.bﬂ thereal; snd is or-
der to prove the Marriage, called Tabn Feawd h
who being fworn, produced the Origisal afl

i F;"fl::l'rim in I:E;I'nihﬂ;m-iﬂ# Mﬂ'.l'rl:'
in e am d w
That Mr, Gerdew -nhTunH [ m
on ibe 2oth of March 1764, at Sefmt Mdartin’s
Church.

He wan direfted to withdryw.
Then Mre. Sireaberd Soayman of Bl R [fegren,

aprrin;_ a8 Connfel fir the Bill, Sencence
g'q;.unﬁlli

af DNveree ia the D3 Court agpin the
‘F;l:rﬂn- Gerdea for Adultery with the .[:ﬁ‘ﬂlpu-n

He was direfted o witkdraw.

Then the Gld Mz iFiliem B I again
called in; and being afked, * How long My, Gerdas
“ and his Wit have been parted I (8, 0 He was
" cermin that they had not cohabited togecher for
% sl Twelve Moaths paft.”

He was direlted 1o withdraw,
The Coanlel was diretted to withdraw.

Opnzezn, Thas dbe fidd Bill be commicted o &
Comminee of the whole Houlk,

Oxpsxsp, Thar the Heule be puz Fevy & Com-
mittes wpon i BEd Bl on Minidey next.

The Order of the Day being read for the Second Gor 5.
of the Bill, iminded, * An Aft 10 difolve ™ s,

Readin
o the

Greem Clerk with Elimairhs

iage af
- fe, mnd to ensble him to m

“ Grom his pow

was aalled in; and, being TFworn, imied the  ** again; and for other Parpoles thercin msentioned ;
Houfle, * Thar in the Month of May or Juse, 3 Mr, udl%rmnlwdfwmh;ﬁnﬂhﬁne=

4. 1773,

If the purpose of the bill was supposed to allow Gordon to remarry, he did not in fact do so
until 1780, when he made the only alliance mentioned in the standard reference works, to
Elizabeth Bamfylde, daughter of a baronet. But Gordon died soon after, in Islington, in 1782.

In fact, just a few weeks after the divorce bill was enacted, “Norris Fisher formerly Gordon”
married Admiral Storr, the register entry at the top of this post. Here is how the Town and Country
Magazine reported it (providing key details which allowed me to pull this story together):
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John Storr, Efg; of Hellflown, in York-
fh:re, 10 Mrs. Gordon, fifter to Sir Fitz-Ge-
rard Aylmer, But. at St. George's Bloom/-
bury.
Admiral Storr was by then 64. He lived for another ten years, leaving his house in Bedford
Square and a life interest in his numerous estates in Yorkshire to Nortis.
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There is a memorial (with a bust by William Tyler, left) in
.~ Westminster Abbey.

Just a year later, on 13 February 1784, at St George, Hanover
Square, Norris married for the third time, again to a figure
whose lineage is obscured by changes of name: John Hewett
(1720-1787). He was in fact born John Thornhaugh, but by
another private act of parliament, 29 George II. c. 53 (1756)
he changed his name to inherit an estate. He was subsequently
sheriff of Nottinghamshire and an MP. In 1744 he had
married Arabella, daughter of Sir George Savile, 7th Bt, and
his political affiliations remained entwined with those of the
Savile family. His daughter Mary Arabella married Francis
Foljambe (who it won’t surprise you didn’t have that surname
at birth), and when Mary Arabella died, Francis was remarried
to the daughter of the Eatl of Scarborough and his wife, yet
another Savile.

But of John Hewett’s remarriage to Norris Storr there is no mention in the History of Parliament
nor any of the standard volumes. His signature on the 1784 marriage allegation (now
conventionally worded as between “John Hewett Esq’, a widower and John Norris Storr, a
widow”) is sufficiently shaky to suggest that he was already ill, and indeed he died three years
later.
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gates, and all other his Officers and Minifters whatfoever, by realon
of the Premifes ; then this Obligation to be void, or elfe to remain

in full Force and Virtue.
/ﬁ;i x‘tf;%d 2 4

Sealed and Delrvered
in tbe Prejence of

722

As the Gentleman’s Magazine reported, on 22 December 1790 Mrs Norris Hewett, relict of John
Hewett Esq of Shire Oakes, Co. Nottingham, died at Richmond. She was buried at St Peter’s,
Petersham, 29 December 1790, aged 47
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She had made her will a few days before, and was hoping to make it to Christmas day where it

seems a half-year payment was due. The document (too long to reproduce in full) gives a glimpse
into her final state of mind:
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And so on. Her “dear Sir Andrew Ward and Mrs Ward” (who were they? why not Lady Ward?)
were to choose four of her best pictures on condition that “they are not to be placed in Bed
Chambers” (the usual fate of so many pastels).
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31 am grateful to Megan Doole (comment on blog post, 24.V.2017) who has pointed out that the Gentleman’s magagine provided a different age at
death, 45. That is still one year older than the Jean Fisher whose name appears in the Penicuik birth register for 5.X1.1746.
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The rest were “to become the property of Lady -, the name omitted. One of the trustees of the
will was Norris’s neice, Margaret, Lady Holt; the residual legatee was apparently another neice,
called Harriet Hunt, of whom I can find no other trace nor any obvious connection: could it be
that “niece” was a euphemism? Unsurprisingly the omission of the name led to litigation
between the two nieces (notwithstanding Norris’s plea to Lady Hort “to feel for Harriet’s
dessolute situation in point of protection and if it be possible may she find protection with or
near” her), as this disguised account of the resulting case of Huwunt v Hort (33w cc i) in an 1804
Treatise on the law of legacies (by the admirably named Roper Stote Donnison Roper) indicates-

(y) C. devifed her houfes in town, and at R. to her niece,
Dame Margaret Hort, and R. B. her attorney, in truft, to
fell ; fhe then gave fome piétures fpecifically, and proceeded
thus, «“ My othcr piflures to become the property of Lady
» (Jeaving a blank after Lady). My linen and clothes of
all kinds, except laces, I give with 20l. to Scott,” her
fervant, and made her niece /4. Hunt, reliduary legatee, whom
fhe recommended to the care of Lady Hort, and appointed
Lady Hort, and R. B. executors.. One of the queftions was,
whether Lady Hort was intitled to the piftures under the
bequeft to Lady ! and againft her claim it was infifted,
that though it was probable Lady Hort was intended, yet her
name being omitted, could not be fupplied by parol evidence,
there being no cafe where 2 blank had been {o fupplied. And
the Chancellor faid, that as to this point, he had entertained a
doubt whether as the firft gift of the whole was to Lady Hort,
in truft, and then part of the piftures taken out, and the
remainder to become the property of , (in oppofition to a
truft) he could not fupply Lady ;Iarr’s name, without a refer-
ence to the mafter : but upon confideration, he was of opinion,
that he could not fupply a blank by parol evidence, that wherg
there was only a title given, it was the fame as a total blank ;
that by a blank added to a general legacy, no perfon was
referred to, and therefore he thought it would be too much to
give the pictures under thefe circumﬂ':lanc:s to Lady Hort.”

The furniture was sold three months after Norris’s death, by Christie’s, but it was not until the
following year, after the litigation was settled (the bequest to “Lady -” being declared void, so the

pictures fell to Norris’s niece, Harriet Hunt) that her pictures were sold, on 16 and on 20 January
1792:

A catalogue of a collection of genuine and valuable pictures; drawings and miniatures; consisting
of a variety of pleasing, historical and other subjects in crayons, the property and performance of
the late Mrs. Hewett, deceased, celebrated for her refined taste in the polite arts brought from
her late residence at Richmond; the most of which are rich, and elegantly framed and glazed,
with large plates of glass. Which will be sold by auction (by order of the Executors) by Mr.
Christie, at his Great Room, Pall Mall, on Friday, January the 20th, 1792, at twelve o’clock

Her collection included landscapes by Hubert Robert and Dietsch, an unknown oil of her second
husband by John Russell, numerous anonymous flower pieces, landscapes, portraits etc.; copies
after Stubbs, Kauffman and Cipriani. Her own work in unspecified media included copies after
Kauffman, Reynolds, Guido Reni and several after Matthew William Peters. (Peters was a painter
patronised by Norris’s cousins, the Fortescues — as was Cotes.) Subjects such as “a girl feeding a
rabbit” might well be after Russell, and the many works for which no medium is indicated might
well include pastels. A head of Christ and several sets of oval portraits are mentioned as in
crayons. Everything is now lost without trace, including the portraits of Mr and Mrs Hewett.
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Or is it? One of the copies after Peters
was described as a “very large of angels
and spirits ascending” (lot 48 sold or
bought in at £11, the highest price for
any of her pictures): it sounds as though
it might be a copy of his Resurrection of a
pious family, an enormous canvas which
hung in Totteridge Church in the
nineteenth century, and of which a large
anonymous pastel copy (123X90 cm)
was sold by Bonhams recently. It is not
the only recorded copy, and I hesitated
to put it forward as Norris’s work, but I
recall that the pastel came from Hooton
Pagnell. (I was quite sure that it was not
by William Peters himself, but had no
idea who the copyist might be.)

And then finally the penny dropped:
Norris’s dear friends were not Sir
Andrew, but the (yet again curiously
named) St Andrew Warde (1745-1822)
and his wife, née Anne Cooke. (The
writing is perfectly clear once you know
what you’re looking for.) Who owned
Hooton Pagnell at this very time. St
Andrew Warde’s mother was the sister
of Norris’s third husband, John Hewett,

né Thornhaugh.* The pastel, which did not make it into the bedrooms, had hung in the stairwell

probably since its arrival until last year.

Perhaps someone out there has a stash of letters, or some enterprising social historian will find
this outline of an unusually obscure life worth investigating further. But for the moment this
pastel will have to suffice for the Resurrection of a not-so-pious lady.

+1 am again most grateful to Megan Doole for pointing this out (see note supra).
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