
 

 
 

The Community Council represents the views of local residents to Edinburgh City Council 

 

From :  Richard Price – NTBCC Planning Convenor 

2 Bellevue Terrace 

Edinburgh 

EH7 4DU 

         9th October 2020 

Kenneth  Bowes, 

Planning Officer, 

The City of Edinburgh Council, 

Waverley Court, 

East Market Street, 

Edinburgh, EH8 8BG   

 

Dear Mr. Bowes, 

20/03655/FUL Formation of path and associated landscaping. King George V Public Park Logan 

Street Edinburgh  

 

Although the New Town & Broughton Community Council (NTBCC) had requested an extension to 

the main applications (20/03034/FUL & 20/03661/CON), the above application, being essentially an 

adjunct to the main applications (& submitted slightly later), was not included in the request.  

Hence, the New Town & Broughton Community Council are submitted their response prior to the 

date given on the Edinburgh Planning portal. 

 

We are aware that the Friends of King George V Park have had lengthy discussions with a 

representative from Ediston and the wider development team and that some changes have been 

implemented based on those discussions over the past 12 months or so.  NTBCC both recognise and 

appreciate the significant level of consultation from the development team with many local interest 

groups. However, whilst some changes have been implemented vs. the indicative designs as outlined 

in the various previous public consultations, there remains some frustration amongst residents that 

many of their suggestions as to possible improvements have not been given adequate consideration. 

 

 In respect to this particular application, we have the following comments :  

 

(1) Increased Connectivity / Permeability 

Broadly, NTBCC supports the concept of providing increased connectivity from the 

surrounding area into the King George V Park (KGVP). Currently, the three accesses / exits 

are essentially all routes for the National Cycle Network route (NCN75) – from Logan Street, 

the Rodney Street tunnel & from the northern end of Scotland Street. As such – they are 



 

 
 

shared spaces (between pedestrians & cyclists). It should also be noted that   these routes 

also pass directly past entrances to various play areas within KGVP directly off the NCN75 

route. Hence, the addition of more access routes into the park, primarily for pedestrians, is 

welcomed. The impact on the character and current amenity provided by the park of these 

additional access routes however needs to be considered fully.  

 

As far as we can ascertain from the documents lodged, the intent is to develop a new 

landscaped connection linking Dundas Street to the south-west corner of KGVP – 

transitioning from an ‘urban’ environment (‘plaza’) to a ‘green’ environment (‘parkland’) -as 

outlined in the Design & Access Statement (Part 3, section 6.7) accompanying 

20/03034/FUL, providing a new east-west link for public access. It is further stated that this 

‘Masterplan’ facilitates a physical & visual connection between Dundas Street and KGVP. 

    

However, whilst this intent is supported, implementing the ‘Masterplan’ as proposed in this 

application raises a number of concerns.    

 

The proposed entrance from the new connection from Dundas Street as currently defined 

does not ensure a gradual reveal of the park – it is a wide multi-use access with, as far as we 

understand, essentially a segregated cycleway & separate pedestrian route . Pedestrians (at 

least those without mobility issues) would use the steps as the access route from the new 

development to KGVP whilst other users would use the ramped access. We note that there 

is a significant level change over a short stretch of this access way (necessitating the stepped 

access for pedestrians) – due to a ~1.2 metres decrease in level from the pathway leading to 

the park & the park itself.  

 

(2) Proposed Removal of Trees  

Furthermore, this proposed ‘dual’ accessway then requires the felling of five trees, of (of 

which two are admittedly ailing and classified as ‘U’ in the accompanying Arboricultural 

report accompanying this application. However, NTBCC’s position is that it would prefer a 

‘less grand’ entrance into the park – with fewer healthy trees removed. Broadly, as 

expressed by local residents, NTBCC support the aspiration that trees should be increasing in 

number, not decreasing and the removal of trees from public spaces in Edinburgh has been 

an aesthetic and health issue to residents of the city in recent years 

 

A further consideration raised by the Friends of the Park is the impact of cyclists in this area 

of the park. The south-western area of the park is currently reasonable secluded and it used 

by residents seeking tranquillity. We full understand the current Council’s aspirations 

regarding encouragement for cycling (which NTBCC broadly support) but it is not clear to us 

that this additional cycle route adds to that. Our preference would be to limit cycle access to 

this section of the park but further explore alternative routes for a cycle way from Dundas 

Street to connect with the NCN75 route. It has been suggested that an alternate route may 



 

 
 

be to extend the cycle route from Dundas Street along the southern edge of the proposed 

development (within the applicant’s site boundary) to connect to the existing NCN75 route 

further to the east. This would then remove the potential cyclist / pedestrian / park user 

interactions in the south-west section of the park.  

 

This would also then permit a less grand entrance vs. that proposed in the south-western 

corner of the park. 

 

It should be noted that we are aware that there have been discussions between the 

developers and CEC Parks & Greenspaces and, as far as we are aware, CEC Parks, 

Greenspaces and Cemeteries would seem to be broadly in agreement with this proposal as 

lodged as well as the suggested replacement planting.  

However, we are of the opinion that removal of any trees with a reasonable remaining life 

should not be encouraged, irrespective of the proposed replanting scheme.  

(3) Proposal for Access by Cycle via this route  

Based on the views expressed to NTBCC on this scheme, the majority of residents have 

concerns regarding the impact of cyclists using the new access in the south-west corner of 

the park and the resulting impact on park users.  We have also had some comments from 

cyclists, suggesting that alternate schemes should be explored to allow cyclists access from 

Dundas Street but which would reduce the possible interactions between cyclists & 

(pedestrian) park users.  Although it is not entirely clear to NTBCC that this additional access 

route from Dundas Street would become a chosen route to the NCN75, we acknowledge 

that cyclists may want to access the variety of retail and / or food & drink establishments 

planned for the ‘plaza’ between Dundas Street and KGVP. Therefore we would suggest that 

either alternative routes are explored from the plaza to the existing NCN75 (currently via the 

park)  or as a fall-back, options are considered which would encourage lower speeds on his 

route, especially the direct access to KGVP in the south-western corner e.g. by using an off-

set barrier arrangement or perhaps surface treatments. 

 

As an aside, we note that a Tree Report covering the trees within KGVP accompanies this 

application. We are unsure as to the relevance of this report to the application being considered.  

However, we would support further involvement from the Friends of the Park and perhaps the wider 

community in any future discussions about this as it will require careful and sensitive management. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 
 
In summary, we are supportive of the increased permeability from the proposed additional access to 

the park but have concerns as to the current proposal as outlined above. Removal of healthy trees, 

albeit assessed with a limited remaining life, should not be accepted to aid development at this 

location.  We believe that there are alternatives which should be explored in more depth during the 

determination of this proposal. 

 

 The New Town & Broughton Community Council therefore take a neutral stance on this application.  

 

We trust that these comments are useful in the determination of this application. 

 

Yours, 

Richard Price, NTBCC Planning Convener  

On behalf of the New Town & Broughton Community Council  


