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From: Peter Pitkin <trees@grangeassociation.com>  

Sent: 16 November 2022 12:54 

To: ellen mccalman <ellen.mccalman@edinburgh.gov.uk> 

Cc: Planning Trees <planningtrees@edinburgh.gov.uk>; Planning <planning@grangeassociation.org> 

Subject: 22/05617/TCO , 10 Grange Road. 

 

22/05617/TCO, 10 Grange Road. 

  

Dear Ellen, 

This is, of course, a second attempt at proposal submitted in February (22/00965/TCO) to fell a lime in the back 

garden – but this time also to fell the two substantial limes in front of the house. 

I e-mailed you as follows about the earlier proposal which, following correspondence with the applicant, you 

persuaded them to withdraw. 

‘’The two lime trees in front of the house are a conspicuous and pleasing feature of the lower end 

of Grange Road. It’s good to see them being cared for. The tree at the back, which it is proposed to 

remove, makes for a difficult case. It’s a conspicuous tree of approx. 50ft. and it is the tallest tree 

visible in the streetscape of Findhorn Place looking south from Grange Road. It’s not a shapely tree, 

however, and it’s very close to the neighbouring Findhorn Place house. It has clearly been 

pollarded in the past – at roof height (possibly at the time the extension to the neighbouring house 

was built) but it has not grown back well. There is a certain amount of dead wood in the crown, 

nothing seemingly major, but even if that were cut out and some of the overhanging branches 

were removed, it will never be an attractive tree in its own right.’’ 

As I’m sure you will expect, we have more serious concerns about what is now proposed. 

The two trees in front of the house are a significant feature of the lower (E) end of Grange Road, arguably 

having more amenity value than the tree at the back. When in leaf they very effectively soften the 

approach looking east to the buildings on the corner with Causewayside. 

The crown of the tree closest to the street is weighted towards the street and overhangs the road. It no 

doubt contains a certain amount of dead wood that could fall. But limes tend to lose dead wood in small 

pieces rather than as major branches. 

Although the application cites ‘health and safety’ of the trees as the justification for felling, it gives no 

information about the state of their health or about the safety issue at stake. The distortion of the party 

wall between no. 10 and no. 8 shown in an accompanying photograph is actually slight. The high wall of 

no. 8 against the road, which might be expected to suffer, remains unaffected (no.10 is fronted by a very 

low wall with railings). The party wall has been poorly maintained – if there are concerns about its stability 

they could effectively be addressed by repairing and repointing it. 

And if there are concerns about branches falling in the street, they could be addressed by trimming back 

the crown (making it more symmetrical) and removing any dead wood. 
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The concerns about the state of the wall and the overhanging branches would only apply to the tree 

nearest the street. If the action I suggest is ultimately considered insufficient, a case for felling could only 

conceivably be made for that tree. 

So, as implied in your correspondence with the applicant over 22/00965/TCO, we believe the council’s 

decision must be to make a TPO, and it should cover the site as a whole with its three trees.  

Regards, 

P.P. 

  

Peter Pitkin, on behalf of the Grange Association. 

trees@grangeassociation.com 

 


