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Statement of Significance 

This document draws on the previously compiled information for the Hereford 

and Worcester Garden’s Trust 

1.0 Introduction / Executive summary.  

In addressing the need to curtail the deterioration of the structure, a comprehensive plan to 

conserve and stabilise the structure will be designed, however before any detailed 

assessment and empirical records are taken, the existing structural scaffold must be 

replaced. In carrying out this process, careful preparation will be made to ensure each 

section of the structure is addressed and stabilised on a bespoke elemental basis. Whilst the 

final proposals on the conservation of the structure are yet to be made, the results of this 

assessment of significance will guide and inform any temporary repair and support 

proposals. 

This Statement of Significance concludes that the ruins of old Hewell Grange have 

considerable communal significance.  In terms of its evidential, historic and aesthetic 

significance, this assessment concludes that regardless of the current condition of the 

remains of old Hewell Grange and the value of the fabric in itself, the physical presence of 

the mansion in this location - particularly its north-west, north-east and south-east 

elevations - is essential to the public's enjoyment and understanding of this designed 

landscape.  Repton's and indeed Brown's landscape is related principally to the house and 

these three facades.  Without them the focus of the landscape is lost and the significance of 

the designed landscape is fundamentally devalued.  

                                                                                 

Legend to the Plan of old Hewell Grange, as 

altered by Thomas Cundy in 1815. 

 

1:  Portico.   2:  Hall.   3:  Lord Plymouth's room.   

4:  Housekeeper's room.   5:  Store room.   6:  

Stairs.   7:  Steward's office.   8:   Apartment of 

Kitchen   9:  Store room.   10:  Bath & WC closet.      

11:  Anti-room.   12:  Lady Plymouth's room.   13: 

Eating room.   14:  Library.      15: Drawing room.   

16:  Saloon.   17:  Passage.   18:  Staircase.   19:  

Lobby.   20:  Passage.   21:  WC closet.   22:  

Bedroom.   23:  Billiard room.   24:  Corridor.   25:  

Back staircase.   26:  Corridor.   27:  Lobby.   28:  

WC closet.   29:  Passage.   30:  Bedroom.   31:  

Passage.   32:  Glass closet.   33:  Passage.   34:  

Do.   35:  Housemaid's room.                36:  

Steward's room.   37:  Butler's pantry.   38:  Do 

bedroom.   39:  Anti-room.   40:  Plate room.   41:  

Wood. 



 

 

2.0.   Project Aim.   

The aim of the project is to establish the significance and relative importance of the various 

parts of the ruins of the old Hewell Grange and in the context of the Registered Park and 

Garden in order to inform decisions about the conservation of the ruins, in particular the 

replacement of the structural scaffold to allow further assessment and recording of the 

structure. 

3.0   Methodology 

3.1.   Old Hewell Grange is a grade II listed building within a grade II* historic park and 

garden, but within these national designations the assessment of significance seeks to 

determine whether the same standards of consolidation and conservation must be 

applied to all elements of the ruins or whether a scale of importance and priority can be 

applied.   

 

3.2.   This assessment of significance is informed by English Heritage’s ‘Conservation 

Principles’ 2008; comprises an assessment of the evidential, historical, communal and 

aesthetic values of the ruins in their own right and as part of a designed landscape, and 

looks to define and consider these values as follows:  

 

 Understanding the fabric and evolution of the place  

 Identifying who values the place, and why they do so  

 Relating identified heritage values to the fabric of the place in terms of: 

o Evidential value: the potential of the place to yield evidence about past 

human activity.  

o Historical value: the ways in which past people, events and aspects of life can 

be connected through the place to the present.  

o Aesthetic value: the ways in which people draw sensory and intellectual 

stimulation from a place; and,  

o Communal value: the meanings of a place for the people who relate to it, or 

for whom it figures in their collective experience or memory. 

 Considering the relative importance of those identified values  

 Considering the contribution of associated objects and collections  

 Considering the contribution made by setting and context and the contribution it 

made to the designed landscape. 

3.3.   This assessment of significance draws on existing documents and studies, which are 

referenced, and on further primary and secondary research which, in particular, draws on 

the Worcestershire county's and the Royal Institute of British Architect's archives and 

drawing collections along with other documents prepared for the Hereford and Worcester 

Gardens Trust. 

3.4.   To assist assessment of the significance of the ruins of old Hewell Grange the ruins 

have been considered as a number of distinct component parts with the evidential, historic 



 

 

or aesthetic value of each part assessed in itself and for the contribution it makes to the 

whole building and to the designed landscape.   

3.5.   The parts are identified as: 

 Remnants of the mansion house rebuilt or substantially enlarged by Lord Windsor 

in the 1560s. 

 Remnants of the subsequent early 18th century house; a recasting of the 1560’s 

house. 

 Remnants of the remodelled mansion undertaken for the sixth Earl of Plymouth 

by the architect Thomas Cundy Senior in 1815/16. 

 Remnants of the Corinthian style portico fronted onto the north-west elevation of 

Thomas Cundy's remodelled mansion in 1816.  

 Remnants of the central courtyard buildings designed by Thomas Cundy as part 

of the 1816 remodelling of the mansion. 

 

4.0.    Description of the component parts to the ruins. 

 

 Remnants of the mansion house rebuilt or substantially enlarged by Lord Windsor in 

the 1560s. 

 

4.1.1.   Various elements survive beneath or behind the subsequent 1712 house which 

would appear to be a recasting of the 1560’s house,   These include a substantial sandstone 

plinth of 16C date on the north-west and south-east fronts below the 18C stonework, 

fragments of stone jambs and window arches in the north-west wall and the inner brick skin 

of this wall (Parklands Consortium Ltd's survey of 2001 page 8). Parklands Consortium Ltd's 

survey of 2001 says that the Windsor's rebuilt or substantially added to the existing 

monastic grange and that (page 7) 'The main rooms were ranged round a courtyard with 

the hall and great chamber to the NW and the entrance gatehouse (demolished by 1667 -

ref: Parklands Consortium survey) with a chamber over it and a porter's lodge to the SE.' 

 

 Remnants of the south-east and south-west elevations to the subsequent early 18th 

century house; a recasting of the 1560’s house with possible embellishments by 

Thomas Cundy in 1815/1816. 

   

4.1.2.   The date of building is given as c1712 with the architect being Francis Smith of 

Warwick or possibly his brother William Smith.  Part of the south-east and south-west 

elevations of this building survives.   These elevations show a classical house built of grey 

sandstone (possibly the original brick house clad with stone) originally disposed around a 

central courtyard. Originally the three principal facades were of nine bays to the north-west 

and eleven bays to the north-east and south-east, defined at intervals by Doric pilasters with 

central doorways. The principal entrance was on the opposite front to the previous house 



 

 

and faced towards the north-west. The windows had moulded architraves and cornices, and 

the house continued to be arranged around a central courtyard (Parklands Consortium Ltd's 

survey of 2001 page 8). 

. 

 Remnants of the remodelled north-west elevation to the mansion undertaken for the 

sixth Earl of Plymouth by the architect Thomas Cundy Senior in 1815/16. 

4.1.3.   Thomas Cundy was surveyor to the Grosvenor family's London estates from 1821.   

He was involved in the initial stages of the development of Belgravia and Bloomsbury and 

designed country houses in both a classical and a picturesque Gothic style. Cundy refaced 

the north-west facade with its 2 + 5 + 2 windows - with moulded architraves and cornicing - 

with the divisions defined by Doric pilasters, and filled-in the central courtyard -including a 

billiard room (See the Thomas Cundy plan on page 20 of the attached Sara Fox report).  

 Remnants of the Corinthian style portico fronted onto north-west elevation of 

Thomas Cundy's remodelled mansion in 1816.  

4.1.4.   Thomas Cundy's most notable contribution to the mansion was the addition of a 

large portico or porte-cochere on the north-west front.  This is said to follow Repton's advice 

in his 1812 Red Book; Repton believed that it was originally intended that the house should 

have a ‘portico of projecting Corinthian columns to correspond with the pilasters.’ To the left 

side of the entablature is an inscription ‘T.CUNDY ARCHITECT 1816’.  A roughly sketched 

Thomas Cundy plan of the ground floor layout of the house is held by the RIBA and shows a 

four-column portico set in front of an arcaded terrace (the latter not executed).  The 

pediment to the portico, with Plymouth coat of arms, is supported on six Corinthian columns 

(four to front) of a massive scale with columns approximately 8.5m high and 850mm 

diameter.    

 Remnants of the central courtyard buildings designed by Thomas Cundy as part of 

the 1816 remodelling of the mansion. 

4.1.5.   These buildings are shown in Thomas Cundy's plan (See 1.0 above) and are believed 

to have been demolished at the end of the 19th century with the rubble used to fill the 

basements below which may pre-date Cundy's work. The courtyard was subsequently used 

and maintained as a tennis court by the Plymouth family. 

5.0.   Assessment of Significance. 

Evidential value.    

5.1.   The ruin of the Old Mansion set within its designed landscape is physical evidence of a 

long history of human activity accessible through a substantial archive of letters, reports, 

descriptions, photographs, drawings and paintings.  The depth of this archive and its 

potential to speak of past human activity is set out in the supporting historic research at 

Appendix A on the evolution of old Hewell Grange and its place at the centre of a multi-



 

 

layered, designed landscape. The potential of this place to yield evidence about past human 

activity can also be determined through assessment of its structural and constructional value 

and can be found both in its archaeological value and in its ecological value which is a value 

strongly influenced by man's use and management of this place. These values are assessed 

below. 

5.2.   Structural and constructional value. 

5.2.1.   Assessment of this value is based on the structural assessment of the ruins 

undertaken by Jon Avent and set out in the Mann Williams (consulting Civil and Structural 

Engineers) report of March 2011; on a visual appraisal carried out in December 2014 by 

Walshe Associates; on evidence based on existing documents and studies and on further 

primary and secondary research undertaken as part of this report. 

5.2.2.   Structural and constructional value is dependent on structural condition and on 

constructional techniques which affect the integrity of the structure, its rate of deterioration 

and have implications for the practicality and cost of repair.  Significance under this heading 

also considers whether the structural and constructional techniques used were innovative, 

pioneering or unique.   

5.2.3.   On the latter, the Mann Williams report and other evidence set out above, makes it 

clear that structural and constructional systems used for all the periods of construction and 

for all the identified parts to the building were standard practice in their time.  

5.2.4.   In terms of the integrity of the structure, rate of deterioration and implications for 

the practicality and cost of repair the Mann Williams report points out (Conclusion: clause 

3.03) that 'In view of the grade 2 listed status of the remains of the building and its 

historical significance located within a grade 1 listed landscape (sic. It is in fact grade II*), 

there is a requirement for all reasonable efforts to be made to retain as much historic fabric 

as practicably possible.' 

5.2.5.   In this respect the report states that 'The principal masonry elements of this portico 

structure remain although currently supported by scaffolding. The roof and ceiling structure 

to the portico has been lost although evidence of the vaulted ceiling remains on site in the 

form of render scars' and that 'the roofless portico and remains of the front elevation to the 

original house are in an advanced state of deterioration.'  Empirical evidence suggests that 

this deterioration has worsened in the four years since this report. Nevertheless, the Mann 

Williams report notes ' a significant proportion of the front façade and portico structure 

remains, and with prompt action the remaining structure can be protected and stabilised to 

enable long term protection of this listed building.' 

5.2.6.   In regard to the north west elevation, the Mann Williams report notes that, 'The wall 

heads to the front façade are exposed and poorly protected as a consequence of poor 

maintenance and the effects of weather and vegetation' and that 'Areas of internal 

brickwork have delaminated exposing the wall core in several locations and prompt and 

urgent action is required to avoid further loss of masonry.'   The door and window heads to 

the front façade are seen as being in various states of deterioration and at the north east 

end of the elevation Mann Williams states that 'there is a risk of collapse in the next 6 



 

 

months where the internal brick skin has fully separated from the core and the front 

stonework is severely dislodged.'  This collapse has subsequently taken place. 

5.2.7.   The Mann Williams report's conclusion and recommendations make it clear that the 

structural and constructional significance of the old mansion is being steadily eroded by 

vegetation that has been allowed to encroach on the structure over a number of years and 

that water ingress is both directly destroying the structure's stone and brickwork and 

indirectly doing so through corroding core structural ironwork.  The protective Heras security 

fencing and the dangerous nature of the site has resulted in dense vegetation being allowed 

to grow up within the area isolated by the Heras fencing which has further undermined the 

structure and constructional significance of the ruins.  The existing scaffolding is now in part 

supporting the structure but is also reported by Mann Williams to be deteriorating and 

unsafe. 

5.2.8.   In terms of its structural and constructional significance, the report considers the 

remaining south-east and south-west walls to the old mansion to be insignificant stating that 

' the footprint of the ruin together with the façade and portico may provide the setting and 

backdrop for a unique function space that could provide a beneficial use.' 

5.3.   Archaeological and Ecological Value. 

5.3.1.   The report by Parklands Consortium includes an excellent section on archaeology 

with no noted significance given to old Hewell Grange ruins, but clearly that is not to say 

there is no archaeological interest and consequently an archaeological watching brief should 

be built into any proposed works associated with the ruins. 

5.3.2.   In terms of ecological value, Hewell Grange lake and a substantial part of Planted 

Hill is a designated Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) but this does not include the 

ruins of the old mansion.  The Landscape Agency points out that presence of bats within the 

buildings at Hewell Grange had not been assessed for their plan, but state that it 'would not 

be surprising given their age and the habitats around them. The old ruins and possibly the 

water tower might usefully be used to form hibernacula if they do not already have 

residents. The Ivy on the old mansion will be providing a modest habitat for nesting birds 

and feeding invertebrates. The need to maintain the ruins and the value of the Ivy would 

need to be sensibly balanced.'  It is clear from this that ecological value is unlikely to be high 

but that an ecological assessment would need to go hand in glove with any proposals for 

works affecting the old mansion. 

Historical and Aesthetic Values. 

5.5.   These values are linked because while Hewell Grange has an aesthetic value today this 

aesthetic is historic having been created by a prominent family employing major architects 

and landscape architects who shaped the aesthetic value of the Hewell Grange's buildings 

and landscapes from the 16th to the 20th centuries.  Even when largely demolished old 

Hewell Grange had an aesthetic value as a picturesque ruin in the landscape.   Today the 

ruin of Hewell Grange sitting within its designed landscape is an avenue by which people 

can reach back through time to past people, events and ways of life and to the aesthetic 

values of past ages..  This relationship and its potential is set out in the supporting research 

at Appendix A on the evolution of old Hewell Grange and its place at the centre of a multi-



 

 

layered, designed landscape.   It is further appreciated through consideration of the 

architectural and landscape values of old Hewell Grange which largely determine the ways in 

which people draw sensory and intellectual stimulation from this place.   These values are 

assessed below. 

5.6.   Architectural Value. 

5.6.1.   In determining architectural significance a building must be capable of 

demonstrating the design intentions, functional and aesthetic, of the architect or designer.  

That being the case, consideration needs to be given to the quality and condition of the 

architecture, the importance of the architect or designer, the contribution the building 

makes to the development of fashion, styles, taste and architectural innovation, the rarity of 

the building within a building design genre and the contribution the building makes to its 

landscape setting.  The architectural significance of the five parts to the ruins of old Hewell 

Grange, as defined above, is set out below in order of decreasing significance. 

 Remnants of the Corinthian style portico fronted onto the north-west elevation of 

Thomas Cundy's remodelled mansion in 1816.  

5.6.2.   In considering the five identified parts to the old mansion only the Corinthian Portico 

can be said to still demonstrate the designer's intentions both functionally and aesthetically.  

Functionally the portico still demonstrates its original purpose of marking and giving 

prominence to the principal entrance to the house.  Aesthetically, the portico still shows its 

original intention of given visual impact and grandeur to the house and its main entrance.  

Aesthetically too, the portico could still fulfil the role it played in the late 18th and early 19th 

century designed landscape; a significance further detailed under 'Landscape value'.  

 

 Remnants of the remodelled north-west elevation to the mansion undertaken for the 

sixth Earl of Plymouth by the architect Thomas Cundy Senior in 1815/16. 

 

5.6.3.  The supporting north west elevation to the mansion, while not now fully expressing 

the original design intention - photographic evidence shows that much of its finer detailing is 

now lost - and in poor condition, does still indicate that architectural design intention and 

does give visual (and structural) support to the portico and was probably considered to be 

part of the late 19th century 'picturesque 'ruin to be viewed from the grass terraces. 

However its re-facing treatment was typical of its period as a commonly undertaken 

fashionable updating of an older building in a fashionable style and one frequently carried 

out by Thomas Cundy Senior. As regards its aesthetic significance to the late 18th/early 19th 

century designed landscape of Brown and Repton and to the late 19th century it does 

support the portico in this role – (see 'landscape Significance' below) but is not as significant 

in this respect as the portico. 

 Remnants of the south-east and south-west wings to the subsequent early 18th 

century house; a recasting of the 1560’s house with possible embellishments by 

Thomas Cundy in 1815/1816. 



 

 

 

5.6.4.   The remaining walls to the old mansion - the south-east and south-west walls - are 

partially demolished and therefore cannot be said to demonstrate the design intentions, 

functional and aesthetic, of the architect or designer other than in indicating the original 

footprint of the old mansion.  Consequently these remnant walls do not have significance in 

terms of representing the work of important architects or designers and little significance in 

demonstrating a period approach to architecture other than that they demonstrate a 

common approach to bringing a building back into fashion through re-facing it - here 

undertaken in the early 19th century and probably in the early 18th century.   But again this 

demonstration could be retained - along with earlier evidence of the 16th century house and 

architectural detailing from the Smith house - even if the height of the south-east and 

south-west walls were reduced further.  The condition of the architecture is very poor (See 

Mann Williams' report) and the ruins cannot be said to have significance in terms of 

demonstrating the development of fashion, styles, taste - other than as set out above - and 

architectural innovation or be said to be a rarity within a building design genre since the 

remaining architectural elements within these walls were standard for their period and have 

no exemplar status.   The significance of the bricks found within these building does need 

evaluation since they may date back to the earlier periods of construction. 

 

 Remnants of the mansion house rebuilt or substantially enlarged by Lord Windsor in 

the 1560s. 

 

5.6.5.   The various elements that survive beneath or behind the subsequent 1712 house 

including a substantial sandstone plinth of 16C date on the north-west and south-east fronts 

below the 18C stonework, fragments of stone jambs and window arches in the north wall 

and the inner brick skin of this wall do have significance and importance to understanding 

the fabric and evolution of the place, retaining the potential of the place to yield evidence 

about past human activity and helping to ensure that past people, events and aspects of life 

can be connected through the place to the present.  

 Remnants of the central courtyard buildings designed by Thomas Cundy as part of 

the 1816 remodelling of the mansion. 

5.6.6.   These buildings have been demolished along with the north east wing - which 

probably was suffering the subsidence said to have been caused by its proximity to the lake 

- and the resulting rubble used to fill the basements under the former internal courtyard.  

There is little architectural significance - as defined above - in this part to the old mansion.  

There may be archaeological significance in the basement buildings which may have 

belonged to the original 16th century house but the cost of exploring this significance would 

probably not survive a value for money evaluation.  The Mann Williams report recommends 

that 'The dry-well area externally along the base of the front elevation should be 

investigated to confirm if it has been filled or if extensive voids remain.'   The courtyard 



 

 

does have a social and cultural significance since it was turned into a tennis court by the 

Plymouth family following the demolition of the Cundy buildings. 

5.7.   Landscape Value. 

5.7.1.   As is mostly the case, the house was the focus of the designed landscape at Hewell.  

The earliest reference to the park being designed around the house comes from William 

Shenstone who visited in 1753 ‘The Reasons I go upon will appear yet more striking when 

the opposite ground becomes a part of their Park, with garden Seats, from which the House 

will make a very magnificent Figure’(quoted in The Landscape Agency 2006:10). It is clear 

From Repton's 1812 Red Book that he saw the landscape as the setting for the house and 

made suggestions to improve both of them; the commentary and the paintings both 

emphasise the interaction between the house and its setting.    

5.7.2.   The idealised smooth green parkland which contained drives and paths from which 

to view the house was created by Brown but was seen as old fashioned and lacking in 

interest by Repton who introduced incidents such as garden buildings ornamental plantings 

and an island. However, his brief remained similar, the landscape was only modified 

essentially in order to display the house to its best advantage with Repton calling for a 

portico to better relate the house to its entrance and give it greater nobility, writing in his 

1812 Red Book that he believed that it was originally intended that the house should have a 

‘portico of projecting Corinthian columns to correspond with the pilasters.’ The house was 

built facing north which was where the majority of the park lay. The topography, with rising 

ground behind the house also dictated the northern outlook of the building A portico on its 

north west elevation would better orientate the house towards these principal landscape 

views from the north west.  Three key images of the house from 1799 (Sandby), 1812 

(Repton) and 1818 (Neale) all focus attention on the north west elevation of the house from 

across the lake but in doing so equally and necessarily include the north east elevation. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1799 engraving by Bonnor based on a drawing by Paul Sandby. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1812 watercolour by Humphrey Repton. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1823 engraving by J. Byrne based on a 1818 drawing by John Preston Neale.   

 

5.7.3.   The remaining north-west facade to the old mansion with its 1816 portico is therefore 

of great significance and importance to the designed landscape of Brown (even without the 

portico) and Repton (who proposed the portico).  The north-east elevation was significant in 

the Brown/Repton designed landscape but was demolished, probably because it suffered 

from subsidence being, it was argued, too close to the lake.  The south-east elevation had 

less significance within the designed landscape and the south west very little if any.   The 

view from the house to the north was also of importance and would have been seen across 



 

 

an uninterrupted expanse of lawn stretching to the clump of beech and oak situated at the 

bottom of the hill. This feature was remarked upon by Repton and is typical of Brown's 

planting. 

5.7.4.   The portico and north-east elevation has enhanced landscape significance because 

it played a role not just in the Brown/Repton but also in the late 19th century garden design, 

planting and extensive new building by the 1st Earl of Plymouth (of the second creation) as a 

'picturesque' ruin.  The Landscape Agency note in their Parkland Conservation Plan (Page 

23) that 'the terraces that led up the Planted Hill in line with the centre of the French garden 

also continued in a series of grass terraces down past the old house terminating at a landing 

stage on the lakeshore with the shell of the old house -now partially demolished - allowed to ' 

became a “picturesque” ruin to be viewed from the grass terraces.'   The Landscape Agency 

(and the Parklands Consortium) also note that, 'the front of the house (the old mansion) was 

enclosed by iron fencing that was supplied by Bayliss, Jones and Bayliss in 1897.' This is a 

restoration consideration should the portico be retained but, for health and safety reasons, 

immediate public access to it was not considered desirable.  It's significance is further 

enhanced because it tells the story of change and transition in this historic landscape over 

some three centuries  - .and always has a part to play in that change 

Communal value.  

5.8.   Old Hewell Grange is of considerable communal value as a place where a family lived 

for some three hundred years; a family and a community that changed and developed not 

just the house that stood on this site but the landscape about it .   It is therefore a place that 

has the potential to be the source of evidence about past human activity and be instrumental 

in unlocking evidence that can tell us about past human activity.  It is a place from which the 

historic landscape - particularly the landscape of Brown and Repton - can be best 

understood and appreciated since it was the focal point for views from the landscape and the 

place from which the landscape was designed to be viewed.    The life and the lives that 

were lived in the old mansion house - and the memories that reside in this ruined house - 

have the potential to bring home the meaning of this place, and this landscape, for today's 

generation. 

 

5.9.   The ruins tell the story of those ways of life which resonate with people today.  That 

story is set out in Appendix A.  It is a story especially meaningful for to the local community 

since for many it is an integral part of their life and history.   It is a repository for the 

memories of all those who have worked or lived on the estate over the years.   

5.10.  The story the old Hewell Grange which connects those who have lived in and shaped 

this building and its landscape is broadly set out in the attached historic research paper and 

in the supporting values - especially architectural, landscape and social and cultural values - 

set out below.   Its current use does limit its ability to fully engage with the local community 

and to be a part of community life, but this may well be only a current restraint.  

5.11.  Old Hewell Grange also has a broader communal value since it contributes more 

generally to public enjoyment and to an understanding of history and heritage.   

 



 

 

6.0.   Conclusions on Significance. 

6.1.   The project brief states that the aim is to establish the significance and relative 

importance of the various parts of the ruins of the old Hewell Grange in their own right and in 

the context of the Registered Park and Garden in order to inform decisions about the 

conservation of the ruins. 

6.2. The communal value of the ruins is considerable as the house was the heart of the 

estate and of the life of a family and all who served that family and dealt with that family for 

some 300 years.  The ruins are key to the telling of that story.   This communal significance 

applies to the ruins as a whole. In terms of communal significance, no part of the ruins is 

more important than another.      

6.4.   However, when each component part to the ruins is assessed for their evidential, 

historic, aesthetic and communal value and the results are overlaid one upon the other, the 

significance and relative importance of the various parts of the ruins is as follows.  The 

essential reasoning for this are given below based on the reasoning set out in the body of 

this assessment: 

 Remnants of the Corinthian style portico fronted onto the north-west elevation 

of Thomas Cundy's remodelled mansion in 1816.  

6.5.   This scores highly in terms of its architectural significance and most of all in terms of its 

significance both to the designed landscape envisaged by Repton - who recommended the 

addition of a classical Corinthian portico - and to the remodelled late 19th century gardens 

about the new mansion in which it featured as a 'picturesque' ruin. 

 Remnants of the remodelled north-west elevation to the mansion undertaken 

for the sixth Earl of Plymouth by the architect Thomas Cundy Senior in 

1815/16. 

6.6.   This scores less highly in terms of its architectural significance - much of which is 

debased and structurally unsound - but it supports the landscape significance of the portico 

both to the designed landscape envisaged by Repton and to the remodelled late 19th 

century gardens about the new mansion in which it featured as a 'picturesque' ruin. 

 Remnants of the south-east elevation to the subsequent early 18th century 

house; a recasting of the 1560’s house with possible embellishments by 

Thomas Cundy in 1815/1816. 

 

6.7.   While the structure and construction of this elevation were standard practice for the 

period and are now in poor condition, it does have significance as the contribution made by 

Francis Smith to its recasting, thought to have begun in 1703.  It was the focus, together with 

the north-east and north-west elevations, of the views of the house shown and improved by 

Repton and while not featuring quite as strongly as the north-west and north-east facades in 

Repton's views of the house, it is clear that the importance of the views from the main 

reception rooms including Lady Plymouth's room in the south-east elevation were 

understood by Repton and the subject of a number of watercolours.  The garden below the 



 

 

south-east facade was given the character of a private garden to be enjoyed from the public 

rooms in this elevation and to both enhance the views from and to this elevation.  Extensive 

planting on the 'planted hill' was undertaken together with a thinning of peripheral planting to 

allow views out to the wider countryside and to further enhance the vista from this range.   

This elevation does not however share the role that the portico and the north-west facade 

play as a 'picturesque 'ruin in the late 19th century garden re-design. 

6.8.    A significance to the south east elevation is that if it could be retained - attractively 

retained- it would prevent what would be otherwise be an unattractive view of the internal 

facade elevation of the north-west elevation - if this was retained. While reducing the height 

of this facade would retain its importance as encompassing an enclosure and marking the 

footprint of the original building, the aesthetic implications of this approach would need to be 

considered. 

 The 'footprint' of the north-east elevation. 

 

6.9.   The north-east wing no longer exists but its role in relation to the rest of the Old 

Mansion and to the designed landscape were of the greatest significance and needs to be 

appreciated.  This elevation features in all the major paintings of the house in its landscape 

setting - often looking to relate this elevation to the principal north-west elevation and to the 

lake - particularly in Repton's paintings and proposals for improvement.   Significant 

examples of these paintings are shown at 5.7.2 above. 

6.10.   Several of the principal rooms were located in this wing which offered the most direct 

view of the lake.  Indeed Repton's most ambitious proposal - which was implemented and 

has now been restored - for the creation of a wooded island with bridge, temple and 

ornamental urn was largely proposed to improve the view from this wing or from immediately 

outside it.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The 1884 OS map showing the principal views to and from old Hewell Grange.(See also 

Appendix A, page 28. 



 

 

6.11,  The 'footprint' of this wing needs to be re-established, at least, as important to 

understanding the significance of this wing and its relationship to the balance of the house 

and to the designed landscape.  However, the significance of this wing to the designed 

landscape of Repton - and indeed Brown - cannot be overstated and therefore while the 

fabric of the wing may now be lost a re-creation of a full scale image of this facade that 

would appear realistic from the major viewpoints, should be a consideration. 

 

 Remnants of the south-west elevations to the subsequent early 18th century 

house; a recasting of the 1560’s house with possible embellishments by 

Thomas Cundy in 1815/1816. 

    

6.12.  The ruins of the south-west wing are significant as evidence of the recasting 

undertaken by Francis Smith.   This recasting would probably have reflected the fact that this 

was a service range, partly hidden underground, which was almost invisible from most 

vantage points.   It did not feature in the views of the house painted by Repton or in his 

proposals.   This wing is of low structural and constructional significance.   To the south west 

of this wing is the tennis court and its balcony of four caryatids - probably designed by 

Thomas Cundy senior in 1821.    

 

 Remnants of the mansion house rebuilt or substantially enlarged by Lord 

Windsor in the 1560' 

6.13.  The significance of the few remnants to the original building located at or near ground 

level, is that they are tangible links back to the original mansion house used and still indicate 

the footprint of that house. They tell the story of the beginning of old Hewell Grange. 

 

 Remnants of the central courtyard buildings designed by Thomas Cundy as 

part of the 1816 remodelling of the mansion. 

 

6.14.  These buildings were demolished at the end of the 19th century together with the 

north-east elevation to the mansion - which had suffered subsidence because, it was said, of 

its proximity to the lake- and the rubble used to fill the basement beneath the former central 

courtyard.  This central courtyard has significance for the role it played as a tennis court - an 

unusual and probably unique use - that was maintained along with the remaining ruins which 

were seen as a picturesque ruin once the new mansion was built, after the demolition of the 

Cundy buildings.  They do therefore make a contribution to the communal, social and 

cultural significance of the old mansion and may have some archaeological value. 

 

  



 

 

7.0  Design and Access Statement 

 

7.1  Use 

No change or alteration of the use of the site or parts of the site will be made as part 
of this project. The works to the structure concentrate on installation of a support 
scaffold for the reconstruction of unstable free standing stone piers to the South East 
elevation. 

 

7.2  Amount 

The scale of this installation is constrained to the inside and outside of the South East 
elevation only. 

 

7.3 Scale 

Any temporary scaffold will not extend substantially above the existing structure and 
is to be installed expressly for the purpose of access for survey and support with a 
view to dismantling and reconstructing masonry piers. 

 

7.4  Landscaping 

No alterations are to be made to existing hard and soft landscaping as part of these 
works, as with previous installations the scaffold will be founded on a no-dig solution. 

 

7.5  Appearance 

The free-standing piers to the South East Elevation will be carefully dismantled and 
reconstructed to match their current appearance and will include a concrete capping 
detail to prevent future water damage. 

 

7.6  Access 

No alterations to access are to be made. 
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