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Non-Technical Summary 

 

Heritage Planning Services Ltd has been commissioned by the National Trust (the client) to 

prepare a Statement of Significance for the Rose Garden, located c. 110m north of the avenue 

leading to Tyntesfield House West Façade, Tyntesfield, Bristol, BS48 1NX (the Project Site).   

Permission is being sought for the erection of new metal fencing and gates surrounding the 

garden to protect the planting and landscaping from further damage from deer. Decorative 

features on the north terrace created from a stone spiral staircase in the 1930s will also be 

removed and stored on site.  

The Project Site preserves a good example of the garden layout that was implemented by William 

Gibbs in the 1860s. Further enhancements were made around the 1880s at which time the gothic 

style parapet was most likely introduced to the southern terrace. Evidence for metal fencing 

having enclosed the northern boundary of the site, has been identified and is thought to have 

been in place up until the late 1880s. Further evidence of metal fencing was identified to the east.  

A number of features within the Project Site are listed. The introduction of the fence and gates will 

have a material impact on the octagonal piers attached to the southern parapet. However, this is 

not an original feature. Moreover, the masonry would appear to represent part of a feature meant 

to align a terrace which would most likely have been visible from the main house.  

With regards to the impact that the alterations will have on the historic and aesthetic significance 

of the site, it is considered that this will not be substantial. Furthermore, the introduction of 

fencing to enclose the Project Site will offer protection from grazing animals, allowing for the 

recreation of an established garden which will enhance the visitor experience.  

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

1. Introduction 

Background 

1.1. Heritage Planning Services Ltd has been commissioned by the National Trust (the client) to 

prepare a Statement of Significance for the Rose Garden, located c. 110m north of the avenue 

leading to Tyntesfield House West Façade, Tyntesfield, Bristol, BS48 1NX (hereafter referred to as 

the Project Site).   

1.2. Permission is being sought for the erection of new metal fencing and gates surrounding the 

garden to protect the planting and landscaping from further damage from deer. Decorative 

features on the north terrace created from a stone spiral staircase in the 1930s will also be 

removed and stored on site.  

1.3. This Statement of Significance has been undertaken following a request from the National Trust 

due to the historic nature of the Project Site and the impact that new fencing may have on the 

setting of the landscaping and Grade II listed south retaining walls, piers and central steps and 

north retaining walls, steps and summer houses, to the Rose Garden (list entries 1157953 & 

1129054) .  

1.4. This document has been compiled by Sam Driscoll, MA, MCIfA and has been prepared under 

project code HPS251/18.   
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Figure 1. General Location of the Project Site 

 

The Project Site and Study Area 

1.5. The Project Site lies within the gardens belonging to Tyntesfield House, c. 110m north of the 

treelined avenue leading southeast towards Tyntesfield House. The garden is situated on a steep 

south facing slope at the foot of Bendle Combe. The slope of the garden drops approx. 10m from 

north to south (95m aOD to 85m aOD).   
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Figure 2 Detailed site location, Project Site outlined in red.  

 

1.6. The Rose Garden is set out on two levels defined as the south terrace and north terrace for the 

purpose of this report. The garden is described as follows- 

1.6.1. The garden is laid out to a symmetrical plan with a central walk passing beneath C19 

metal rose arches dividing the terrace into two parterres comprising box-edged beds 

separated by gravel walks. A pair of rustic timber and tile-roofed octagonal summerhouses 

(listed grade II) stand at the north-west and north-east corners of the parterre terrace, 

each with Minton tiles on the walls and ornamental tiled floors. The Rose Garden is 

enclosed to the west by mixed shrubbery, while to the east a rocky bank ascends to further 

shrubbery. To the north a stone wall broken by a centrally placed flight of stone steps (all 

listed grade II) ascends to an upper terrace comprising a gravel walk ornamented with 

three circular planting areas formed from the inverted stone treads of a spiral staircase. … a 

large, mid C19 stone composition urn stand at the top of the steps ascending from the 
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parterre1 terrace. Above the terrace walk a south-facing sloping lawn is enclosed to the 

north by a semicircular yew hedge. The Rose Garden appears to have been constructed in 

the mid C19, probably to the design of John Norton (listed building description), and 

occupies the site of two rectangular enclosures shown on the Tithe map (1837).’ (Evans 

2010).  

1.7. The listed elements of the garden are the south retaining wall, piers and central steps and the 

north retaining wall, steps and summer houses. All are Grade II listed and all are attributed to 

architect John Norton c.1865 in the list descriptions, however the masonry is not thought to have 

been introduced to the garden until after 1883 (National Trust 2003). They are described as 

follows. 

1.7.1. South Retaining Walls, Piers and Central Steps. Coursed rubble retaining walls with 

octagonal piers at intervals; surmounted by a pierced quatrefoil parapet. Central octagonal 

piers and a flight of 7 steps with side walls which terminate in lions on haunches supporting 

shields. (Country Life, 17.V.1902). (Historic England List entry Number: 1157953) 

1.7.2. North Retaining Walls, Steps and 2 Summer Houses. Coped coursed rubble retaining 

walls, approximately 4 feet high, surmounted by small urns. Set forward centre with a flight 

of 8 steps. At either end is a rustic, octagonal summer house with a fish scale tiled roof; 

timber uprights with arch-braces between; mosaic floor and Minton tiled rear walls. 

(Country Life, 17.V.1902). (Historic England List entry Number: 1129054).  

1.8. The eastern border of the Rose Garden is defined by the Limestone rock garden. The rock garden 

occupies the west facing slope beginning at the base of the north terrace and tracing the contours 

of the garden down to the base of the south terrace beyond, where the land begins to level. The 

feature is currently not planted and has lost its form. The feature is listed on North Somerset’s 

Historic Environment Record as a monument (UID MNS8236) and is believed to date to the latter 

half of the 19th century. The rock garden is considered to be of local importance.  

                                                
1 A parterre is a formal garden constructed on a level substrate, consisting of plant beds, typically in symmetrical 
patterns, which are separated and connected by paths (https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Parterre) 
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Site Visit 

1.9. A site visit was carried out on the 31st August 2018. The weather was dry and sunny. The Project 

Site is approached via a north south orientated path leading off the Broad Walk. Levelled lawns 

flank the path to the east and west. The path leads to a flight of seven centrally placed stone 

steps with heraldic lines sat atop octagonal plinths at the base. Mature trees and hedging define 

the east and west borders of the Project Site, planted on steep sloping banks which respect the 

contours of the geology in this area of the park.  

 
 
Photo 1 North facing view of southern terrace steps leading to parterre (Scales 1 x 1m) 

 

1.10. The southern terrace is supported by a red brick wall standing 1m in height and completed in 

Flemish Bond.  The wall supports the Grade II listed pierced stone quatrefoil parapet, with central 

octagonal piers marking the flight of steps. The decorative masonry which surmounts the walled 

terrace does not appear to have originally been intended for this location or use. The base can be 

seen to overshoot the foundation, which is bedded onto limestone blocks beneath the northern 

elevation. Masonry stops have been inserted at the base of the central piers and within the 

moulded capstones suggesting that these gaps formerly housed fittings, potentially metal fixtures 

for gates. There is no documentary evidence for the gates in this location of the garden and whilst 

it is possible, the apparent relocation of the piers and walling makes it more likely that the gates 

relate to the use of the feature in another location. Further evidence can be seen for the reuse of 

the piers now forming the terminal to the quatrefoil parapet at to the east and west. The western 
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pier has a small square housing for a metal fitting and a section of the capstone is chamfered 

against the west facing elevation, potentially marking the location of a statue or separate masonry 

element when in situ in a former location. The eastern terminal pier has been worked flat against 

the east facing elevation, suggesting that this was formerly intended to fit flush to a wall.   

 
Photo 2 Reused masonry, pierced quatrefoil parapet atop brick retaining wall, southern terrace. Northwest facing view 
(Scale 1 x 1m)  
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Photo 3 Octagonal pier on the western side of steps to Parterre (Scale 1 x 1m) 

 

1.11. The 19th century rose arch shades the central path and leads to the second flight of steps which 

ascend to the north terrace. Here eight stone steps lead up to a level area which sits at the base 

of a steep lawn, framed with tall semi-circular yew hedge. The terrace wall comprises random 

coursed limestone with coping topped with urn planters. A large 19th century urn is located at the 

top of the steps adjacent to a drain, which may preserve elements of a water feature, although 

there is no documentary evidence for this. Three decorative circular features have been arranged 

along the top terrace, using stone treads taken from an internal spiral staircase. It is thought that 

the stair was removed from the main house in the 1930’s.  
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Photo 4 North facing view of steps to northern terrace (Scale 1 x 1m) 

 

 
Photo 5 South facing view of repurposed stone spiral staircase steps on the northern terrace. (Scale 1 x 1m).  
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Photo 6 Example of decorative circular feature created from stone treads taken from dismantled spiral staircase in the 
1930s. There are three similar features. 

 

1.12. The Rose Garden would appear to preserve elements of revivalist design, made popular in England 

by W A Nesfield (d.1881) from the 1840s to the latter half of the 19th century, when a more 

naturalistic approach started to be adopted. Features commonly included French style parterres, 

box hedging combined with Italianate terraces, balustrading and stairways (Historic England 2013, 

12). In this example, the parapets formed from masonry bearing a gothic design marks a 

departure from the classic style associated with traditional Italianate elements. As a result, whilst 

the Rose Garden can be seen to be based around the symmetry and tradition of the revival 

movement (imitating 17th century design), the reuse of materials and location away from the view 

of the main house suggests that the garden was never intended for grand display, but perhaps 

more a place of tranquillity for the family.  

1.13. As the Project Site is currently being eroded by deer, temporary fencing has been erected around 

the perimeter. A simple stake and wire fence lines the yew hedge to the rear in an attempt to stop 

deer from pushing their way through. This continues to follow the contour of the land around the 

garden meeting the terminal piers of the south terrace to the east and west. However, the fence 

has been kept low to keep the visual impact to a minimum and as a result the defence is 

frequently breached.   

1.14. During the site visit, it was noted that remnants of a metal fence structure survive along the line of 

the yew hedge to the north. Broken uprights riveted to curved braces were noted in two locations. 

The fabric is likely to be wrought iron. The iron fixtures are pitted and rusted but retain their form. 

Unlike other examples from around the estate, the bracing is situated low down the shaft of the 

upright, to counteract the effect of the sloping ground on the fence.  
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1.15. The fencing is likely to have been something akin to a five-bar iron railing designed to keep 

animals out. Although the date is unknown, from the erosion and style it is considered that a 19th 

century date is likely.  

1.16. The remnants are set back beneath the hedge, indicating that the two were not contemporary, the 

fencing probably having to have been removed to allow the planting of the hedge. 

 
Photo 7 Brace riveted to broken metal upright beneath Yew hedge to the north of the Project Site.  

 

 
Photo 8 Second example of brace and rivet belonging to fencing removed from the northern boundary of the Project Site 
at some point in the latter half of the 19th century.  
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1.17. In addition, a metal upright was located against the eastern terminal of the Yew hedge. The pole 

is square in plan and stands around 700mm in height. Evidence of horizonal fixtures was noted. 

The square upright doesn’t match the style of the broken uprights to the north and the fabric is 

likely to be cast iron. The feature appears to be part of a metal fence set up against the Yew 

hedge. This suggests that the eastern border was fenced following the planting of the hedge to 

further protect the garden from grazing animals. This raises the potential for locating further 

evidence of fencing along the western border.    

 
 

 
Photo 9 North facing view of metal upright located at the eastern terminal of the Yew Hedge (Scale 1 x 1m) 

 

2. Historic Development 

2.1. In 1765 William Turner Esq purchased the Wraxall estate for £11,000.00, then in the ownership of 

the Tynte family, thus separating the land that developed into Tyntesfield Estate from the manor 

of Wraxall. In 1813 the land was purchased by John Penrose Seymour and it passed to his eldest 

son, Reverend George Turner Seymour in 1820. Seymour set about demolishing the standing farm 

buildings and establishing a ‘mansion’ on the site which acquired the name Tynte’s Place (National 

Trust 2003; 66).    
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2.2. The Tithe Map and apportionment (1837) was the earliest map that was available for the site at 

the time of writing this report. Here the garden is shown as two rectangular plots in the ownership 

of Seymour (Plots 796 & 797). The plots are laid out in an area of plantation. A pond is illustrated 

to the north and a small building to the east. It is likely that plot 798 also falls partially within the 

Project Site, being located to the southwest corner. This plot is recorded as plantation also within 

the ownership of Rev. Seymour. The location of the pond to the north suggests evidence of a 

water source in this location and may add weight to the argument that the large urn located 

centrally on the northern terrace was once in use as a water feature.   

 
Figure 3 Tithe Map 1837 with approximate location of the Project Site outlined in red.  

 

2.3. By the publication of the 1st edition Ordnance Survey map (1844 – 1888) the present layout of the 

Project Site had been established, with steps illustrated leading up to the south and north terrace 

and formal paths laid out to the east and west. What appears to be a mix of deciduous and 

evergreen trees frame the parterre and lower garden to the east and west. The location of both 

summerhouses is also illustrated.  
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Figure 4 First Edition Ordnance Survey map with location of Project Site outlined in red.  

 

2.4. In 1846 William Gibbs became the owner of Tyntesfield House and commissioned major 

renovations of the property, which was remodelled in a Gothic Revival style. The architect John 

Norton, is also credited with the redesign of parts of the garden, including the Project Site. The 

documentary evidence supports the date range of the 1st edition Ordnance Survey.   

2.5. With regards to further information on the relic fence line noted beneath the hedge, it is 

suggested that the railing most likely formed a semicircle or partial semicircle around the top of 

the Rose Garden, joining the southeast boundary which led to the northwest corner of Tyntesfield 

House and the northwest boundary which led to the Lodge, as illustrated on both 1st and 2nd 

edition Ordnance Survey maps (1894 – 1903). The maps also illustrate clear boundaries along the 

west and south edge of the Project Site with a dashed line indicating a natural boundary along the 

eastern edge in the region of the Rock garden. The break in the boundary as illustrated would 

indicate that there was no need to protect the southern portion of the Project Site, which was 

located within the formal landscaping surrounding Tyntesfield House by this time. However, the 

clear boundary markers shown on the maps allude to a formal border of some nature and it is 
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possible that the metal fencing continued in part to add to the symmetry. Further investigation 

during work in this area may provide additional information.  

2.6. Documentary evidence records further alterations to the estate in the late 1800s, when Anthony 

Gibbs inherited the land. Amongst the changes, the records indicate that Gibbs started to replace 

metal fencing around the estate with naturalistic features such as a ha-ha in front of the house 

(Topham 2016; 50).  

2.7. Given that the 2nd edition Ordnance Survey shows no alteration to the northern semi-circular 

boundary it is suggested that the fence line was likely replaced between 1888 and 1902, when 

photographs were taken of the garden for an article in Country Life Magazine in which the semi-

circular yew hedge is referenced. Giving time for the hedging to establish, a date in the 1890s 

seems plausible.  

2.8. In 1902, a planted border can be seen following the course of the semi-circular yew hedge which 

forms the northern boundary to the site. This has since been removed.  
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Figure 5 Gardeners Magazine 1908, photograph of Rose Garden showing planted border following the line of the Yew 
Hedge.  
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3. Significance Statement and Impact Assessment 

3.1. The Rose Garden derives heritage significance through two main routes. Firstly, the garden has 

historic significance. Situated within the grounds of Tyntesfield House, the formal layout charts the 

activities of three documented owners of the estate, from the initial incarnation of the manor 

under John Seymour who established the first mansion ‘Tyntes Place’ on the site and began 

setting out the formal gardens, through to the Gibbs family historically inspired terraced Rose 

Garden. As a result, the form of the Rose Garden as experienced today is little changed from the 

garden designed in the 1860s.  

3.2. Secondly, aesthetic value. The Rose Garden demonstrates an example of a revivalist style, which 

sought to recreate the formal nature of the 17th century French Parterres combined with Italianate 

terracing. The landscaping and planting are designed to engage the senses. In this small example, 

the terracing also affords a spectacular view of the wooded hills south of Flax Bouton. The 

continuity of the design from the 1860s to the present day offers a chance to experience the 

revivalist style as the design intended.  

Impact Assessment 

3.3. Plans to enclose the unprotected garden will include the introduction of a metal bar fence to the 

east and west, not currently protected by the Yew Hedge. Fencing will meet with the south terrace 

parapet to the east and west and will include double gates enclosing the steps to the southern 

terrace (situated at the top of the flight). There will also be a bespoke gate to the southeast 

corner where the fence adjoins the southern parapet. An internal review of fencing around the 

estate was completed in 2016. The historic fencing identified as a result of this study will form the 

basis for design, ensuring that the new fence is contemporary with the garden design and period 

fencing found elsewhere within the grounds.  

3.4. It is considered that the introduction of the new fencing will have a less than substantial impact on 

the historical and aesthetic significance of the site. With regards to the aesthetic significance, 

traditional style fencing will be used, and the line will be masked where possible with planting in 

the borders. The fencing will be most visible in the location of the southern terrace, specifically 

against the eastern parapet end pier and the central gated entrance. This is not considered to 

impact on the way in which the garden is encountered when moving from the parterre up the 

Northern terrace and the viewing platform. Views from the uppermost portion of the garden will 

not be significantly impacted as the fall in ground level draws the line of sight across the parterre 

and beyond to the wooded hills and farmland to the south.  
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3.5. With regards to the historical significance, the fencing will not alter the 1860s / 1880s layout of the 

garden. The central entrance gates are thought to be a new addition to the southern parapet, 

however there is evidence that the end piers once held a gate. Whilst there is no documentary 

evidence for a gate in this location, the possibility cannot be ruled out. However, it was noted at 

the time of the site visit that there is no visible recess in the upper step for a gate anchor. 

Evidence for fencing having been used was observed around the northern boundary of the Project 

Site, beneath the hedge demonstrating that this area of the grounds was previously enclosed. 

Fencing is also likely to have been in place in the early 20th century in the location of the east 

border / rock garden and westside.   

4. Summary & Conclusion 

4.1. This report has shown that the Project Site preserves a good example of the garden layout that 

was implemented by William Gibbs in the 1860s. Evidence for metal fencing having enclosed the 

northern boundary of the site has been identified and given the rate of growth of the yew hedge, 

it is believed that this was potentially in place up until the late 1880s. Further evidence of metal 

fencing was identified to the east.  

4.2. A number of features within the Project Site are listed. The introduction of the fence and gates will 

have a material impact on the octagonal piers attached to the southern parapet, however this is 

not an original feature, moreover the masonry would appear to represent part of a feature meant 

to align a terrace which would most likely have been visible from the main house.  

4.3. With regards to the impact that the alterations will have on the historic and aesthetic significance 

of the site, it is considered that this will not be substantial. Furthermore, the introduction of 

fencing to enclose the Project Site will offer protection from grazing animals, allowing for the 

recreation of an established garden which will enhance the visitor experience.  
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