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Of all the Georgian Prime Ministers, the 1st Earl
Stanhope was the most Whig in principle and the
most attuned to the needs and benefits of the
Hanoverian electorate in practice. Though almost
unknown as such, part of his Whitehall apartment
survives. This article describes and illustrates it;
identifies its distinctive characteristics and some of the
tradesmen who built it; and attributes its design to the
Surveyor-General Sir Thomas Hewett. As one of
Hewett's few surviving works, its appearance may
provide some idea of what his and his New Junta for
Architecture's 'pure Grecian taste' looked like.

Behind the elegant façade designed by Sir
Charles Barry in  to screen the Privy

Council and Board of Trade offices in Whitehall is a
labyrinth entirely concealed from public gaze. It
includes a two-storey-high wall of Henry VIII’s
tennis court, the grand stair of the Duke of
Monmouth’s apartment, the ‘Palladian’ drawing
room of the first Duke of Dorset, numerous plain
rooms constructed in ‒, and four fine rooms
built, as this article will demonstrate, for James
Stanhope (‒), George I’s first Secretary of
State, Lord Stanhope from . Never coherently
planned, always diversely occupied, the labyrinth, at
the northern end of a greater labyrinth which was
generally and indeterminately known as the Cockpit,
was regarded as part of the latter in the eighteenth
century. But its occupation by the Dukes of Dorset
and their heirs from  to  caused it until
recently to be known as Dorset House. Its official
name now is  Whitehall.

Dorset House was occupied by Stanhope from
 to his death in , and thereafter by his widow
until her death in , and he is supposed to have
spent £, s. on it. The key to the labyrinth can be
obtained by correlating an inventory (in Stanhope’s
executors’ accounts) of his ‘house at the Cockpit’,
taken on – April , with a plan of the
apartment made in  for its subsequent occupant,
the first Duke of Dorset. The inventory was clearly
begun at the top of the building with a ‘Maids room’
and ‘Red Garrett’, and ended at what was evidently
the bottom, with ‘Housekeepers Roome below Stairs
… Yard and Stone Passages … Wine + Beer Cellars’;
and many of the last rooms can be positively
identified with rooms on the ground floor in the
Duke of Dorset’s plan. On the first floor the principal
room, with a bay window on its west side, is named as
‘Blue Roome’ on the Duke’s plan (Fig. ), and retains
decoration of a s character. But three rooms on
its south side and one on its north side are decorated
in a style consistent with the dates of Stanhope’s
occupation. Nine rooms in the middle of the
inventory probably represent this floor, as follows: 

Waiting Room at the head of the Great Staires

The Passage and Great Staircase

In the Lady’s Apartment. The Yellow Mohaire Room

The Yellow Damask Room

Passage behind the Chints Roome

Library

Gilt Leather Roome

Yellow Caphoy Roome

Red Roome next ye Caphoy Roome 
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Fig. : No.  Whitehall,
‘Waiting room’ (

name), ‘Skylight Roome’
( name), looking
north-west (Feilden and
Mawson)

Fig. : Plan of the first
floor of Dorset House
(No.  Whitehall) in
, re-drawn from the
original MS for the
Survey of London in
. North is on the
right.



Staircase’ is likely to be the passage (still surviving)
which runs west from the stair-head, a reasonable
guess is that the two rooms adjacent to the passage
and west of the waiting room were ‘The Yellow
Mohaire Room’ and ‘The Yellow Damask Room’.
They are bracketed together as ‘the Lady’s
Apartment’, a use which may have been perpetuated
as ‘Her Grace’s Dressing Rm’ and ‘Drawing Rm’ in
. Together with the waiting room they form a
three-room apartment. 

The most distinctive room of the apartment is
the first, the Waiting Room (Fig. ). It has no
outside walls and is top-lit, by a skylight which
accounts for its appearance as the ‘Skylight Roome’
on the Duke’s plan. It is wainscoted, with fielded
paneling and a dentilled cornice. Its doors, some of
which are dummies, have eared architraves. Above
them are raised panels with concave sides and
moulded cornices (Fig. ). The west wall of the room
has an Ionic colonnade, tetrastyle, with two square-
planned pilasters in antis and two free-standing
columns. The colonnade fronts an alcove which
leads into what was one of the two yellow rooms in
, the ‘Drawing Rm’ in . The doorcase has an
architrave, pulvinated frieze, and pediment taken on
scrolled consoles above paneled pilaster strips. 

This door leads into the first of the two yellow
rooms (the  drawing room). Although neither this
nor the next one are pilastered, this room is treated
with Corinthian ornament and is accordingly more
enriched. It has a full entablature with a pulvinated
frieze enriched with carved bay leaves, and a cornice
with Corinthian modillions (Fig. ). The chimney-
breast on its west side, opposite the door, breaks
forward twice (Fig. ). The chimneypiece is plain, but
it too has a conspicuously pulvinated frieze and a
moulded cornice. It has a panel in the overmantel with
a shouldered architrave and carved enrichment above
and below. On either side foliage drops are suspended
from lions’ masks. The principal door, on the east
side, has a carved architrave, a pulvinated frieze
enriched with carved bay leaves, and a broken

Only two can be positively identified with particular
first-floor rooms. One of these is the ‘Gilt Leather
Roome’, as a room on the east side of the house,
overlooking the street, is annotated as such on the
Duke of Dorset’s plan; it is not one of the rooms left
in an eighteenth-century state. The other is the
‘Waiting Room at the head of the Great Staires’,
which must be a first-floor room since the great stair
only runs to first-floor level; and this room, called the
‘Skylight Roome’ on the Duke’s plan, is one of the
four rooms which are the subject of this article. The
others can only be guessed, but, as ‘The Passage’
which is considered in the inventory with ‘the Great
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Fig. : No.  Whitehall, door in north-west corner 
of the ‘Waiting room’ ( name), ‘Skylight Roome’ 
( name), looking north (Feilden and Mawson)
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Fig. : No.  Whitehall, chimneypiece on the west wall 
of ‘Her Grace’s Dressing Rm’ ( name)

(Feilden and Mawson)

Fig. : No.  Whitehall, Ionic entablature on the 
west wall of ‘Her Grace’s Dressing Rm’ ( name)

(Alan Robson)

Fig. : No.  Whitehall, chimneypiece on the west wall of
the ‘Drawing Rm’ ( name) (Feilden and Mawson)

Fig. : No.  Whitehall, Corinthian entablature on the
west wall of the ‘Drawing Rm’ ( name) (Alan Robson)



pediment taken on scrolled consoles that flank the
architrave. On this side the door has eight enriched
panels and a fillet carved with bead and reel, which
divides it vertically. The subsidiary doors, one on the
south side, to the passage, and another north of the
chimneybreast, leading into the western room, do not
have pediments like the principal door, but have
architraves, friezes and cornice.

The western room, the terminal room of the
apartment (‘Her Grace’s Dressing Rm’ in ), is
identically treated, except that the order is Ionic
(Fig. ). Thus the frieze is pulvinated, but not
enriched, and the modillions are of the Ionic type
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Fig. : No.  Whitehall,
window on the north wall
of ‘Her Grace’s Dressing
Rm’ ( name) (Alan
Robson)

(Fig. ). The doors have architraves, but no friezes or
cornices. Both these two rooms have round-headed
sashes on their north wall, but the internal wall face
in both rooms breaks forward, and the opening to
the window is flat-arched at a lower level than the
sashes, which thus rise into a pocket behind the wall
face (Fig. ).

The room on the north side of the Duke’s ‘Blue
roome’, at that date called the ‘Inner Dress. Rm’, was
more frugally treated than the three to the south. It is
wainscoted, with plain fielded panels. The fireplace
has a plain white marble chimneypiece with beads to
inner and outer arrises, and no cornice. The only

Fig. : No.  Whitehall,
Doric cornice in the
corner of the ‘Inner Dress.
Rm’ ( name) (Alan
Robson)



ensured that his reputation as George I’s chief
minister was eclipsed by Walpole’s later but much
longer tenure of that position; and Walpole’s fame is
sustained by the relative visibility of Houghton and
No.  Downing Street, compared with that of
Chevening and No.  Whitehall. But Stanhope also
has a claim to our attention three hundred years later
from his appointment as a Secretary of State in
George I’s first ministry, a ministry in which he had
the largest share of the king’s confidence. If Georgian
politics are characterized as embodying the political
ambitions of George I, Stanhope’s considerable
achievements in foreign policy were a greater source
of satisfaction to his master than any other
minister’s. Or, if Georgian politics are characterized
as a Whig regime, embodying the principles of the
Revolution Settlement, his political career is a better
instance of that than Walpole’s. It was Stanhope, a
believer in toleration both on religious and expedient
grounds, who introduced the repeal of the
Occasional Conformity and Schism Acts, and who
tried to repeal the Test and Corporation Acts; it was
Walpole who opposed him.

Stanhope was appointed Secretary of State for
the Southern Department in George I’s first ministry,
formed in September . In the reshuffle
consequent on his fellow Secretary Townshend’s
demotion in December , Stanhope took his place
as Secretary of State for the Northern Department,
and in that which followed Townshend’s dismissal
and Walpole’s resignation in the following April he
took Walpole’s place as First Lord of the Treasury
and Chancellor of the Exchequer. In March ,
however, he resumed his former post as Secretary of
State for the Northern Department, which he held
until his sudden death on  February . On
 July  he was created Viscount Stanhope of
Mahon, and on  April of the following year he was
created Earl Stanhope.

The warrant appointing ‘the Lodgings in the
Cockpitt lately inhabited by Sr. Jno Stanley, to be for
the use of the Rt honble Mr Secretary Stanhope’, is

ornament is the distinctive cornice (gola, corona,
ovolo, cavetto, complete) of a Roman Doric
entablature, enough to tell us that the implied order
of this simple room is Doric (Fig. ).

These rooms have not been described before,
and part of the purpose of this article is to draw
attention to them. But they are also the apartment of
a great man, the first Georgian king’s first first
minister, a minister who was as successful as any of
his successors and more successful than most of
them. Stanhope took office not only after a steady
rise through Parliament, but also after a celebrated
military and diplomatic career. Although he had
been an MP since , his career had been chiefly in
courts and camps. His father, a younger son of the
first Earl of Chesterfield, was employed on
diplomatic missions, and Stanhope had been born
on Paris; in adult life he built and retained the
Continental connections which contributed to his
outstanding diplomatic successes. These had
followed military successes, most notably over
Bourbon Spain. In  he had captured Menorca
for the British crown, which retained it for nearly 

years. After defeating Philip V at the battles of
Almenara and Saragossa in July and August ,
Stanhope had captured Madrid for the Archduke
Charles, Imperial claimant to the Spanish throne.
But, falling back towards Catalonia in December he
was forced to surrender to a French army at
Brighuega; when he returned to England from
captivity in August , he was more popular hero
than scapegoat. Without a fortune of his own, he
married Lucy, daughter of Thomas (‘Diamond’) Pitt
in February ; Pitt’s fortune may have enabled him
to buy Chevening, Kent, four years later. MP for
Wendover from March , and known to, trusted
and admired by the Elector of Hanover, he had only
to wait for Queen Anne’s death on  August to be
given the seals of office. 

Stanhope died at the height of the South Sea
Bubble, and it cannot be known whether his career
would have survived it, as Walpole’s did. His death
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 Pd Mr Brandis the Glazier 
by Mr Stanhope’s Order   

Augt  Pd Wetherill the Plaisterer   

And these sums total £ s. d., spent in just over
six weeks. Stanhope was by then an earl, and the 
‘Mr Stanhope’ who raised the orders was doubtless his
cousin Charles, who had been his under-secretary,

and who was Secretary of the Treasury from .

Weatherill may have been the Robert Weatherilt
who worked in the Prince of Wales’s apartment at
Hampton Court in –, or Joseph Weatherill,
who is mentioned frequently in Vanbrugh’s account
book, working at the Haymarket Opera House (in
 and ), at Vanbrugh’s house in Greenwich
(in  and ), and at Vanbrugh’s house in
Scotland Yard, on the opposite side of Whitehall, in
. The carpenter, Friend, and the glazier,
Brandis, are also mentioned in two pages of accounts
for a period which falls between the two periods
covered by the other official accounts. These two
pages refer only to building work and are untitled.
Perhaps for these reasons they are catalogued under
the Chevening estate accounts. But none of the
tradesmen whom they mention are mentioned in
other Chevening estate accounts, and two (Friend
and Brandis) occur in Stanhope’s official accounts as
Secretary of State. Furthermore, one of the pages is
laid out in an identical manner to that of the official
accounts. It is therefore likely that these pages have
been wrongly catalogued, and that they actually refer
to Stanhope’s official accommodation.

The two pages do not immediately follow on from
the last date of the earlier accounts ( February ),
but begin on  December following. However, they
continue to  June , just before the beginning
( July ) of the later accounts. They are rather
more informative than the earlier and later accounts,
particularly by identifying more tradesmen. William
Friend, the carpenter, received £  d., a sum
relatively large enough to suggest that he might also
have been the joiner. His last payment, made on

dated  December , two months after his first
ministerial appointment. Stanhope did not have a
house of his own until  June , when he bought
Chevening. He laid out huge sums in alterations to
Chevening House, and most references in his papers
concern these. But a partial account which includes
unlocated building work between August  and
February  cannot refer to Chevening, and, as it is
part of his official accounts as Secretary of State,
must surely refer to his official lodging. This
account does not identify tradesmen or the extent or
location of their work, but it includes payments
which give some idea of the scale and nature of the
work, thus:



Augt  Paid the Brazier in full   

 Paid the Mason in full   

Sept  Paid the Painter in full   ½
 To the Locksmith in full   



Jan  To the Carpenter in full   

To the Bricklayer in full   

Feb  To the plumber in full   

These sums total £ s. ½d., spent in just over
five months. In addition, two lists, among his official
papers, of ‘New Years Gifts paid by the Secretary of
State’ include £ s. ‘To the Carpenter, Bricklayer,
Plaisterer etc’, and £ s. for the ‘Clerk of Works’,
indicating that building work to Stanhope’s official
accommodation continued in the years ending 
January  and .

This much establishes at least that some building
work within Stanhope’s lodgings took place during
his occupation. The identities of some tradesmen
can also be established. A later ‘Office Accompt’
names three of them, thus:



July  To Mr Friend ye Carpenter 
by Mr Stanhope’s Order   
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accounts end, and four months later Hawksmoor was
replaced at Whitehall by Benjamin Benson, William’s
brother. Stanhope had just ceased to be First Lord
of the Treasury at the time of William Benson’s
appointment, and it is difficult to know whether he
had any part in it, or in the appointment of Benjamin
Benson, but it is reasonable to assume that he was
agreeable to it. He held the same position in July and
August , when the Bensons were dismissed, and
he was presumably agreeable to this decision as well.

Stanhope had been, at the least, acquainted with
Benson’s successor, Thomas Hewett, since at least
October , when his friend Lord Molesworth had
written proposing to present the Italian architect
Alessandro Galilei, in company with Hewett, Sir
George Markham, and Molesworth’s son, John,
styling themselves ‘the new Junta for Architecture’.

Both Markham and Molesworth were Fellows of the
Royal Society; both were friends of the radical
Whig Earl of Shaftesbury. Whatever ideology they
shared, the Junta were also neighbouring
landowners: Hewett owned Shireoaks Hall in north
Nottinghamshire; Molesworth owned Edlington
Hall,  miles to the north, just over the border with
Yorkshire; Markham owned Sedgebrook Hall, ten
miles south of Newark, and the senior branch of his
family had been established at Ollerton Hall, eight
miles south of Shireoaks, since the fourteenth
century. And Hewett’s appointees came from the
same locality: Westby Gill, whom he appointed
Deputy Surveyor, was the owner of Carr-house,
Rotherham; and John Hallam, whom Hewett
appointed to succeed Benjamin Benson, was also a
native of Nottinghamshire, and his name suggests a
south Yorkshire origin.

Stanhope had no connections with this part of
the country, but he had a long political collaboration
with both Molesworth and Markham (who was
appointed a Commissioner for Building Fifty New
Churches in December , presumably through
Stanhope’s influence); and Hewett was more
closely identified with the government which

 March , was ‘on Accot’, so no doubt his
payments continued. Christopher Cass, the mason,
received the next largest sum, £ s. d., paid on 

January . Matthew Fortman, bricklayer, received
£, and George Stone, another bricklayer, received
£ in addition to his payment for bricks. The next
largest sum, £ s. d., went to ‘Mr Devall the
Plumber’. ‘Mr Cleave the Smith’ received £ s. d.,
and ‘Mr Brandis the Glazier’ received ten guineas. A
large part of the money accounted for (£ s. d.)
went on the purchase of bricks, and a further £ s.
accounted for the purchase of lime. Bricks were bought
from eight different tradesmen, not necessarily all
brickmakers, since one of them was ‘Mr Hawksmore’
(on  April ). £ was paid to Richard Ferryman
‘for digging &c’, and £ s. d. ‘for Labourers Work’.
Cass, Devall and Cleave, doubtless Christopher Cass,
George Devall and John Cleave, were all well-
established in their trades, through work on the Fifty
New Churches and St Paul’s Cathedral. The
account totals £, s. d. All three identifiable
accounts therefore add up to £, s. ½d., the
major part of the £, s. which Stanhope is
supposed to have spent on his Whitehall lodgings.

The accounts do not reveal whose designs these
tradesmen executed, nor the identity of the clerk of
works who received a guinea each New Year. Had the
work been carried out by the Office of Works (as
might be expected for official accommodation), the
Clerk of Works for Whitehall, Westminster and St
James’s throughout the period of these accounts was
Nicholas Hawksmoor. He was appointed on  June
, and dismissed on  September , two days
after the last payment in these accounts was made.

His involvement would explain his provision of
bricks. Two of the tradesmen (three, if Wetherill was
Joseph, not Robert) are only known through their
connection with Vanbrugh. Vanbrugh was
Comptroller of the Works from  until his death in
. The Surveyor General at the time when the
accounts begin was Wren. But he was replaced by
William Benson on  April , before the
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appointed him than most other Surveyors General.
Hewett designed the library in the Piccadilly house
of Lord Sunderland when he was First Lord of the
Treasury, and his appointee Hallam measured its
workmanship. Hewett also advised the Lord
Chancellor, the Earl of Macclesfield, on his library at
Shirburn Castle, Oxfordshire; and Westby Gill
designed a temple at Shirburn for Lord
Macclesfield’s successor. Nicholas Dubois, a
former military engineer who had served in the
artillery train in Spain in , under Stanhope’s
command, entered into a partnership with Galilei in
May , which was witnessed by John Molesworth
and Thomas Hewett; and Hewett appointed him
Master Mason in the Office of Works in November
. Dubois may have been the architect of
Stanhope’s additions to Chevening, executed by
Thomas Fort in  or . In June  he was
approached by Lady Stanhope to complete the
works at Chevening after Stanhope’s death; and in
 it was the belief of Grizel, Lady Stanhope, that
Dubois had designed the spiral stair there. Dubois
collaborated with James Leoni’s – edition of
Palladio, although only in the subordinate capacity
of translator; but that may account for Leoni’s
introduction to Stanhope, revealed by Leoni’s claim
that his design for a triumphal arch in honour of the
king, proposed to be erected in Hyde Park, was
commissioned by Stanhope, rather than being
unsolicited.

Thomas Fort was himself an architect, and
designed the statue of a gladiator and some military
trophies at Chevening. But he does not seem to have
any other connection with the New Junta, and, as his
appointment as Clerk of Works at Hampton Court
Palace had been made in , during the
Surveyorship of Wren, he may have had closer
connections to Hawksmoor and Vanbrugh than to
Hewett, Hallam, Gill and Dubois. Or he may have
had no ties at all. But Hawksmoor and Vanbrugh
regarded the Junta with contempt: Hawksmoor
called Hewett (knighted in ) ‘that reptile knight’,
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Fig. : No.  Whitehall, dummy door on the 
east wall of ‘Waiting room’ ( name), ‘Skylight Roome’

( name) (Feilden and Mawson)
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Fig. : (a and b). Kensington Palace, Cupola Room, chimneypiece
and doorway (Historic Royal Palaces, photograph by David Parker)

and a ‘sad wretch … made of Kennel Dirt’;

Vanbrugh wrote off Hallam as ‘a poor mean country
joiner’. Per contra, Hewett described Vanbrugh as
‘arbitrary, without regarding right or wrong,
negligent to the last degree & cares not what he doth
to carry on his interest and support his creatures’; 

and Hawksmoor as ‘the most illiterate magotty &
dishonest Fellow liveing’. Collaboration seems
unlikely. These were rival camps between which
Stanhope would have had to choose. 

Stanhope’s apartment, although dignified, is
relatively self-effacing. There is one distinctive feature,
and that is the concave-sided panel applied above the
doors in the Waiting Room, and even this is not
unusual (Fig. ). Vanbrugh designed concave-sided
panels above the chimneypieces in the Prince of

Wales’s apartment at Hampton Court Palace; Leoni
designed one on the Pigott monument in Quainton
church, Buckinghamshire; there are concave-sided
panels above the door of Sir John Turner’s School at
Kirkleatham, and above that of Snape Castle, and on
the monument to Metcalfe Robinson in Topcliffe
church, all in Yorkshire, and doubtless in many other
places. Nevertheless, similar panels are among the
few distinctive features which may be associated with
Sir Thomas Hewett. Hewett fitted up the three
unfinished state rooms at Kensington Palace between
February  and March . All three rooms have
concave-sided panels. The Cupola Room has them in
marble above the chimneypiece and the two doors
(Fig. ). The Privy Chamber has them as raised
wooden panels, on the west wall above the three
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Fig. : Kensington Palace, Privy Chamber, west wall (Historic Royal Palaces, photograph by David Parker)

Fig. : Kensington Palace, Drawing Room, east wall (Historic Royal Palaces, photograph by David Parker)



windows (Fig. ), and the Drawing Room has them
in the same positions on the east wall (Fig. ).

Above the lower side windows in both rooms the
panels have concave re-entrants at both upper and
lower corners; above the higher central windows the
panels have concave sides only, as at Whitehall. All of
the Kensington panels have cornices like those in the
Waiting Room of Stanhope’s apartment. The
remaining joinery is bereft of distinctive features save
the eared architraves of the doors, which are also
repeated in the Whitehall rooms. 

The other distinctive feature of the four rooms,
the cornice of the north room (the Duke of Dorset’s
‘Inner Dress. Rm’), is much more unusual (Fig. ).
There are few rooms of that date decorated with
such a reductive version of the Doric order. The
dining room in Aldby Park, Yorkshire, is also astylar
and has a complete Doric entablature; but the
Whitehall room omits architrave, frieze, triglyphs,
guttae—everything except the cornice.The
architect’s adherence to the antique model, as
explained and illustrated by Palladio (Fig. ), might
be ‘the Grecian taste’, as Hewett characterised his
designs for Kensington. 

Hawksmoor claimed that the stables at Thoresby
Hall (Nottinghamshire) were ‘the only piece of
Building that Sr. Tho. Hewett was Guilty of dureing
his being Architect Royall’; but there were others,
although, apart from the Kensington interiors, only
Shirburn Castle and Hursley Park (Hampshire)
survive. This article may raise a strong suspicion
that Sir Thomas Hewett was ‘guilty’ of Lord
Stanhope’s fine apartment in the Cockpit as well. 
So few of the New Junta for Architecture’s efforts
survive that it is difficult to visualize their intentions,
or to imagine what Hewett’s ‘Grecian taste’ meant.
But perhaps this is it: careful realisations of Doric,
Ionic and Corinthian ornament, astylar presumably
because of the domestic context. It may be somewhat
didactic, but in the age of Hawksmoor and Vanbrugh
the New Junta had a didactic point to make — just
like Stanhope and King George I. 
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Fig. : No.  Whitehall, Doric cornice on the south wall
of the ‘Inner Dress. Rm’ ( name) (Alan Robson)

Fig. : The Doric order, from The Four Books 
of Andrea Palladio’s Architecture, (London, ), 

Book 1, plate XV.
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