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SUBMISSION FROM JENNIE GIBSON 

 
1. I am Jennie Gibson of Denhead, Kinnaird, Inchture, Perth, PH14 9QY and, 

together with my neighbours, have been in dispute with an adjacent landowner 
regarding High, diseased and dangerous trees for 10+ years and I am therefore 
delighted that there is now an end in sight to our long-running problem. 

 
2. I have read with interest the 'High Hedge Bill' and would like to request that the 

following issues be considered and the Bill subsequently amended: 
 
3. Adjoining property could be amended to read ' Any proprietor whose property is 

affected by the offending trees' - In our case, we are on the opposite side of  a 
public road and are therefore not 'the adjoining property'  and although we  
experience the same nuisance we could be denied a legal remedy. 

 
4. The cost of an application has not yet been set but I would respectfully request 

that both parties in the dispute should pay the same fee (application/contesting). 
 
5. With regard to timescales, these should be clearly defined as statements such as 

'within a reasonable time' and 'as soon as possible' can cause problems with 
excessive delays.   

 
6. Finally, I would ask that one final item could be considered for inclusion in the Bill 
 
7. Trees that are adjacent to power lines or are in danger of falling due to disease or 

lack of proper maintenance.  In the Roads Act (Scotland) 1984 it states that the 
roads authority can serve a notice on the owner of the hedge, tree or shrubs 
requiring them to remove same within 28 days but we find (through experience) 
that this is not the case because they cannot, by law, take further steps to 
enforce this if the landowner chooses to ignore the notice. Surely the Bill should 
be amended to give the Road Authority the right to enforce their Act of 1984?? 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  


