
17 July 2019

Planning Department
Scottish Borders Council
Council Headquarters
Newtown St Boswells
MELROSE
TD6 0SA

Dear Sirs

Proposed TPO, Haig House, Princes Street, Hawick

We are instructed to act on behalf of Image Estates (Queen Street) Ltd the developers of the 
commercial site in Commercial Road Hawick working in conjunction with Hawick Flood Protection 
Scheme.

We are advised that a planning application to raise the site level above the two-hundred-year flood 
level and to erect a commercial building on our client’s property was submitted and registered on 5 
April 2019.  
The owner of the adjacent property to the rear Haig House Princes Street, Hawick has lodged an 
objection to the proposed site raising and development works and has simultaneously requested that 
TPO status be awarded to all trees in the lower area of the grounds. The former use of our client’s 
property has for many years been industrial in nature and potentially subject to flooding.
Haig House sits in a substantially elevated position and our client’s site is already well screened by the 
numerous other tree specimens higher up the embankment of the Haig House policies.

We have been asked to comment on the proposed TPO application and forward our findings to SBC 
Planning Dept. 
In particular our clients have asked us to examine the information available and if appropriate to lodge 
a formal objection to TPO’s being placed on the groups of Lawsons Cypress identified (G1 and G2) in 
your report and widely acknowledged to be in poor condition.

We would like to have been given the opportunity to carry out further investigations but have been 
denied access to Haig House and are therefore unable to comment in specific detail on the condition 
of these trees or on the extent of root encroachment onto our client’s property. 
At this time SBC on behalf of HFPS have stock-piled materials on our client’s property and this has 
further hampered the extent of our investigations.
We have however used all available means of access and after due consideration on the information 
available our own findings and scoring on groups G1 & G2 would be as follows.

Condition Life 
Span

Public 
Visibility

Other 
Factors

Expediency Total Decision

G1 Lawson 
Cypress

1 1 2 4 TPO 
Indefensible

G2 Lawson 
Cypress

1 1 2 4 TPO 
Indefensible



CONDITION

A number of these are already dead and the surviving specimens are particularly poor examples 

LIFE SPAN

Given the age (est approx. 20 years) and quality and viability in adjoining trees their maximum lifespan 
is concluded to be up to 10 years 

PUBLIC VISIBILITY

The trees in question are currently obscured by an existing motor dealership building and a two-metre 
timber boundary fence. Until recently they were also hidden from site by a row of cottages (now 
demolished) Accordingly they are barely visible from Commercial Road. Due to the substantially 
elevated position of Haig house and the other properties on Princes Street they are not visible from 
Princes Street nor do the afford any direct screening to the Princes Street dwellings.

CONCLUSION

Our clients position is as follows
 

 They have no objection to a TPO being granted on trees specified 1-12 as identified in your 
assessment of March 2019 which they received a copy of on 5 July 2019. 

 Our findings concur with this

 They believe that other specimens adjacent to the boundary are predominantly Elder and do 
not merit a TPO. 

 They consider the Lawsons Cypress trees identified (G1 and G2) in your report and widely 
acknowledged to be in poor condition do not merit a TPO.

Our own findings concur with this view and in conclusion to the foregoing points our expert opinion is 
that there are no justifiable grounds for granting TPO’s on the identified groups of Lawson Cypress 
and we request that this letter is treated as a formal objection to that proposal..

Yours faithfully


