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'Decoding the City'
Method description by Ruxandra-lulia Stoica, University of Edinburgh

"This project aims to introduce an integrated urban conservation approach and methodology. The focus is to convey an
understanding of cultural values within the historic urban environment, and their role for truly sustainable development. This
understanding enables the identification, analysis of development, and interpretation of the cultural significance of the many
elements, tangible and intangible, that make up the historic urban fabric. This exercise will provide first-hand experience in
understanding the particularity of an urban area as a complex organism, therefore the emphasis will be as much on the nature of
the community and its needs, as on the physical form within which its life takes place. These are inseparable and also in continuous
change, their interplay being the essence of an urban area’s character.

The project will analyse the history of an area, its topography, use, streetscape and architectural character (all graphically

illustrated), as well as assess its overall development and relationships within the city. The particular strengths and weaknesses of
the area will be discussed, resulting in recommendations for the enhancement of the character of the area."

(edited for length by JW, SAWH)
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Occupation 17th - 19th Century

1850 1890

Since the 17th century the site has been used

A 5 M by vairous industries, from Agriculture to Iron
y b - 8 - works - Paper and printing ink - Mining of coal,

1950 sandstone and oil shale; these indutries have
shaped the landuse of the site today.
The crucial demand Communities Demography
for more residential  There are about 12 communities that participate in the activities
spaces. shape the

taking place in Granton. The following communities that come
site to whatitis under Zone 1 are:
today.

- West pilton Neighbourhood Centre
- Granton Gaswork Communtiy

1930

In the 1900s. with the loss in jobs, the communities faced
discrimmination in jobs, housing and nationalitias.

Many natives were driven out of the place.

Today a very few houses belong to families who have been
living in this area since the 20th Century.

|’
The idea for Sustainable development proposed by the Granton

waterfront regenration project involves integration of this

communities and their needs without disturbing the authenticity
of the place.

M Major Routes

[ Minor Routes
Inner Circulation

MRailway Line

1930 West Pilton Housing Scheme
The early construction in this site was mostly in
Sandstone. Later the West-Pilton housing scheme
introduced pre-cast concrete and timber
tenements for the communities

Social
Dimension

vene People vrainanns

Traditional Communities

Sustainable

Cultural Cultural Integrities

Development Dimension |
ransformational

Cultural Livelihood patterns

Identities

Environmental
Dimension

The current image of Granton has been considered to be
economically deprived and unsafe areas to
live in Edinbugrh.

But the rents of housing being low, the diversity in
population has increased.

Open Spaces
Industries
Institutions
Residential Zone

Grantan Lught House

Grantan Harbour
Communities
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Current Tenements

Ever since the decline in industries took place
in the 1980s, massive riots on housing rent
Riots during the Warld War = and taxes, pressurised the government to

drive out the residents to build a new

Fishing Communities

Linear Nodal
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. neighbourhood by the developers,
who replaced these tenemants
30 with new timber housing based on the
Scotland building regulations, since the
decline in industries led to
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I EDUCATIONAL/ INSTITUTIONAL
[ MXeD Use
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[ LIME HARLING
[ PLASTER

83% of the zone is used for residence
Based on the residential zone, the
ratio for groceries and other
amennities were found to be less tha
20%. Whereas, the contribution of
educational areas for these communi
ties are well provided, so are the
recreational spaces. There is scope of|
more gathering spaces like Plaza and
grocerie store for this zone.

Among all the building only
1% belong to before

19th Century, one of them
being an A-listed building.

14% of these tenements were
constructed in the 20th
Century and the remaining
tenements are recently built,
including the sports complex
and eductaional institutions.

[ MIXED MATERIALS

[ oTHER

?

Wall Exterior Material

This zone comprises of a very unique

set of materials used for the exteriors.
Sandstone, Brick, Metal sheets and pre
cast cement for the newer construction,
Whereas, the old tenements built after

the worldwars are lime harled and need
maintainance since they are significant.

- Reclaimed land from the marshy land near bernie rocks comes under the conservation area and has been proposed to
be used for waterfront spaces for recreation.
- The residential zone on thea other hand has a few pocket playgrounds for the community. There are 3 such playgrouds
in the area.

- The schools and other eductaional institutions have well plannad playgrounds

for outdoor activities.
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Roof Material

Majority of the residences and mix-
use buildings, upto 40% are covered
with modern sythetic materials

The old tenements (20%) have terra-
cotta pantiles. A very few houses
were covered with slate. Most of
these roofs were in good condition.

Streetscape:
The site has well planned road network throughout
On the west is the Major road junction that is usually
busy in the morning and evenings.
The west pilton road is the busiast, as it connects to the
harbour. Most of the residential areas have vehicular
access.

Pedestrian routes:
The west junction inspite being the busiest route lacks
proper pedestrial paths. crosswalks and cycle routes.

Signages and street lights are in a good ratio except for a few'
places in the residential areas.
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Granton's coastal line has undergone multiple transitions that includes

usage of the land for quarrying and industries to a conservation area for
"\ recreational purposes.
Y - The path from the Old quarry to the estate of new granton house park
% s highly significant and can be turned into a historic trails for people
‘ % interested in the communities history.
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- The economy of West Pilton can be developed by bringing the
marine life back, and also introduce ferries for tourism purposes.
\ COASTAL AND HARBOUR LINE

The transformation in the context of this site is very noticeable in
% this zone, which could be identified as the new character
% of this area.

.
.
% The mixed usage of new tenements in West-pilton has encouraged

many ather houses towards the community housing zone to start
\ small scale husinesses in their reseidence.
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% MIXED USE TENEMENTS

There have been efforts made to maintain the authen-
5 ticity of this area by not intervining much with the
heights of the houses, the different materials used in
% their construction is was differs them from one
another.
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According to these proposals, only

the north part of the site (above

west-pilton road) is designated
under conservation area.

Based on the criteria for a

conservation area, the community e

plays an important role as a part PLAZA/ HUB

of intangible resources that
contribute to the economy of
the site and should be given
equal importance.

Level difference from the lowest to highest point = 41m

The upcoming buildings by the CECin the brown field area can
obstruct the views from the road, even if the tenements are of
6 storeys

These proposals also include construction of new pedestrian, cycle paths and bus routes as shown in the sections below.

Green roofs over the building indeed helps moderating the heat island effect, but dampness being

the major problems in this area where rainfalls are 685mm a year, can cause more damage to the buildings.
Instead implimentation of traditional slate on

slanted roofs seems to be a better option for such locations.
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s » Change in proposed bus route Category: A Category: C New Building listing: Category C

.* 'R CO N S E RVATIO N This route from the estates of R Among all the building in this zone,

s ¥ Royston House and demolished [ o only one is A-listed, whereas

R new granton house is historically/, 128 of them should fall under

signicifant and serene for the Category C to be protected and
pedestrians. This proposal can given importance, since they belong
be replaced by ferry routes from to a certain era and style of

.o the shore. construction.
.
‘ Historic Boundary‘ ‘ Remodeling to fit the Urban Context ‘ Scope for Development }—‘
.
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The new building materials guideline by the CEC includes Brick blocks, which might not be advisable for the humidity that builds up near the shore.
Instead, lime-harled facades can be encouraged to compliment the older tenements of this area that signify its history. According to the residents,
majority have expressed their disapproval of the modernisation of the neighbourhood.
SWOT ANALYSIS Strength Weakness Opportunity Threats
- Presence of Craigroyston - Maintenance problems - Heritage trails for history - Urban pressures
Tangible house and traditional in the residential areas enthusiasts - Gentrification
o tenements adds value to the - Preservation challenges: - Educational programs to - Lack of awareness in
Buﬂdmgs area. Balancing the need for create opportunities for people about the value of
- Adaptive reuse and mix- modernisation guided tours, lectures and  the area leading to neglect
usage of buildings - Dampness in building workshops on various of the buildings
- Need for proper pathways subjects.
= === Site Boundry _ . . = = = _ E
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B Category A - Old quarry and bernie rocks - Old quarry and bernie rocks portations - New proposals causing
5 Facades being significant features being significant features ’ disruption in views
Green Historic Areas 1
N~ Re-model Inta ng1ble - Existing community groups - Economic inequalities - Community led initiatives - Rising housing costs
[ Re-modelling . - Volunteerism and commu- - Imbalance in the ratio of - Creating opportunities for - Redevelopment pressures
Proposal Communitiy nity involvement in residential areas and that of economic growth in jobs - Political or social conflicts
w i ’:e‘” B“SLR"“‘E decision making of the essential services through tourism and con- - Health crisis due to
o ter proposals - Demographic shifts: Aging struction of the upcoming  improper sanitation of the
© Roof Repair - Cultural diversity population and outmigration. projects in/around the site. neighbourhood
N E e . - Granton’s diverse landscape - Seasonal fluctuations - Sustainable tourism initia- - Lack of awareness
SITE PLAN Tourism - Historical sites - Improper infrastructure tives by introducing water - Natural disasters
PvtGardens - Creating awareness among - Environmental degradation activities; - Competition from other
[ OLD QUARRY people - Weak control of traffic - Investing in social hubs  waterfront destinations like
;‘ | HIGH TIDE LEVEL - Boost in small scale and visitor centers Aberdeen beachfront
ek industries development project.



Granton 1s a historic town
on the Firth of Forth that
has been incorporated into
the City of Edinburgh.
“Granton” is

derived from the Anglican
“gran tun”’, meaning ‘farm
place at the gravel or sand’

Pilton 1s recorded
from 1337 onwards,
1ts name derived
from the Anglian

History & Significance

Granton was first recorded in association
with Granton Castle, which was first
mentioned in 1479.

The construction of Granton Castle, later
demolished, and the emergence of Caroline
Park House contributes to the area's

“pyll tun”, meaning
“farm toun” or “the

historical richness.
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The timeline of Maps of our Project Area portray the evolution and growth over a span of more than a ce ent). Initially characterized by rural landscapes, wild op

structures like the Granton Castle, Caroline Park House and several structures clustered around the main quarry and Granton Reservoir. the area gradually transformed with the rise of industrialization. The
development of industrial estates, such as the West Shore Industrial Estate, marked the shift towards urbanization, accompanied by the expansion of infrastructure like gasworks and railways.

By the mid-20th century, rapid development ensued, with the establishment of additional industrial facilities and the construction of major housing schemes lead to the demolition of Granton Mains and Drylaw Main
Cottages. This period also saw the demolition of older structures to make way for modern amenities, including schools and recreational spaces. The transformation culminated in a shift towards community-centric
development, as evidenced by the creation of parks, playing fields, and housing estates, shaping the urban landscape of Granton and West Pilton.

H e ri'l'q g e Asse'l's & '|'h ei r Sig N ificq NCe : Granton is home to a number of valuable heritage artefacts, buildings and places. This 1s where it’s value derives from intangible cultural

associations as well as inherent aesthetic and physical values.Granton, situated on the shores of the Firth of Forth in Edinburgh, Scotland, boasts a rich tapestry of built and industrial heritage that reflects its historical
significance as a hub of maritime activity and industrial innovation. From its humble origins as a fishing village to its transformation into a bustling port and industrial center during the 19th and 20th centuries,
Granton's built environment stands as a testament to 1ts enduring cultural legacy.
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On Surveying our Project Area, we divided our site into Zones to analyze data and segregate our built structures in Typologies based on their physical characteristics.
Our project area is diverse, it is flourishing with natural typology, geology and architectural landscape & heritage. Buildings characterized by a mix of residential,

industrial, and commercial structures.

v ™ silverknowles
~ | 2 Typologies
v [ Churches
v || Cafes/Restaurants
v . Convenience Stores
v [ Educational
v [ Childcare Centres
V! [l Grocery Stores
V! M sports Centres/Gyms
V! [ ] Hospitals
V| Bl Community Centres
v | | Flats
v [ Houses
v || Dentists
v [ Charities
v || Industrial
V| [l Shops/Businesses
v || Historical Landmarks
;" EServices
v . Grocery Shops
v . Hospitals/Pharmacies
v . Petrol Stations
v O Community Centres
v O Education Centres
v O Higher Education
v . Primary Schools
v . Polling Centre

v . Recycling/Waste Management Facilities

’ " Historic Buildings and Monuments
v @ Granton Gasworks

v @ Granton Castle Walled Garden

;" StreetAccessibility

v ’ Light-Controlled Pedestrian Crossing

v ’ Ramps
4 ’ Tactile Paving
v ’ Low Curbs

v W [ Green Spaces
V||| Forthquarter Park
v || West Pilton Grove Playpark
V||| Playpark
v E Gypsy Brae Recreation Ground
* v /" Main Roads
v W. Granton Access
v == W, Granton Road
v |V . Transpo
v + Bus Stations
v Car Parks
v/ == CycleRoutes
v [l group1

Morrisons Supermarket

Waterfront Hospital
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Map showing all the

Built Typologies,
Landscape elements,
EServices, Accessibility
and Transport

.

and sustainability initiatives.
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Unnamed Community Centre in W.Pilton
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Granton Gasholder from the Waterfront Park

the Project Areag
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W.Pilton Neighbourhood Centre
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This survey helps us evaluate the structural integrity of urban planning, mixed use of buildings and heritage built areas, identifying issues within the area on a Urbanscape level. The condition survey delves into the
socioeconomic fabric of Granton and West Pilton, examining factors such as demographic composition, income distribution, and access to amenities and services. It identifies areas of social deprivation,
highlighting the need for targeted interventions to improve community well-being. Environmental considerations are paramount in the condition survey, encompassing aspects such as green spaces, pollution levels,

Granton Beach
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With the help of The Scottish Index of Multiple Deprivation (SIMD), Scotland’s Census, Scottish Neighbourhood Statistics, we could have an indepth analysis and attain demographical data in order
to complete our on-field survey analysis. These findings underscore the complex socioeconomic challenges faced by the population in the Project Area, highlighting the need for targeted interventions

and support services to address deprivation, improve infrastructure with regards to Transportation requirements (Public Transport Systems), Structural Integrity and Planning of Main Roads and
Access Roads, Cycle Routes and Pedestrian Walkways : Pelican Crossings, Footpaths. It also gives an insight on an Overall Data for Health Conditions of People residing in the Project Area.
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Demographics: Methods of Travel to Work
or Study

A Bus, Minibus or Coach
A work/ Study at Home

A Train

A Taxi or Minicab

A Driving a Car or Van

A Passenger in a Car or Van

A Motorcycle, Scooter or
Moped

A Bicycle
A On Foot

A Other

GRANTON ZONE 1B
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Demographics of Distance Travelled to Work
and Study

A Work/Study from Home
A > 2Kms

A 2Kms to > 5Kms

A 5Kms to > 10Kms

A 10Kms to > 20Kms

A 20Kms to > 30Kms

A 30Kms to > 40Kms

A 40Kms to > 60Kms

A Other

MSc Architectural
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Demographics of Long Term Health Conditions
and Disabilities

A Deaf/ Partial Hearing Loss

A Blind/ Partial Sight Loss

A Learning Disability/ Difficulty
A Developmental Disorder

A Physical Disability

A Mental Health Condition

A Other Health Conditions
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Key Takeaways from this Survey:

1. Population and Housing: The PA is home to 5,409 residents, with a significant
proportion (67%) being of working age. Income deprivation affects 20% of the
population, and 14% are employment deprived. Overcrowding is a concern, with
21% of housing in the area deemed overcrowded.

2. Deprivation Analysis: The Scottish Index of Multiple Deprivation (SIMD) identified
significant deprivation across multiple indicators in the Project Area (PA), with
three data zones ranking among the most deprived 20% in Scotland.

3.Movement and Infrastructure: A majority of residents travel between 2km to Skm
for work and study, primarily relying on bus, bicycle, and walking. Granton boasts
three tram lines and three bus lines connecting to the city centre.

4. Education: A notable portion of the population aged 16-19 are not engaged in
education, employment, or training. Furthermore, 30% of working-age adults lack
qualifications beyond level 4 of the Scottish Credit and Qualifications Framework.
Only a small fraction (5%) enroll in First degree courses at university.

5.Health: Disability assistance is received by 17% of the population, while alcohol-
related conditions lead to hospitalizations for 15% of residents, and drug use or
poisoning for 17%. Additionally, 20% of the population is prescribed medication
for mental health conditions. Disability limits daily activities for a significant
portion of the community, with 67% facing limitations in access to vehicles.
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Map of Greénspaces
and Local Parks

Gypsy Brae Recreation
Ground

Forthquarter Park

West Pilton Grove Playpark

Playpark

Granton Castle Walled Garden

Silverknowes Esplanade
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Key Takeaways from the
Landscape Survey:

» Gypsy Brae Recreation Ground: GBRG

offers opportunities for peaceful strolls
and wildlife observation but requires
management improvements. It is
associated with the Edinburgh Living
Landscape program.

Forthquarter Park: In good condition

overall, Forthquarter Park supports the
urban environment and addresses
climate change and ecological concerns.
However, overgrown vegetation and
poor signage pose safety risks.

West Pilton Park: While a large
greenspace, West Pilton Park lacks

playground equipment and has
neglected sports spaces. Efforts by
trustees and community engagement aim
to improve maintenance, but issues with
pathways, seating, and accessibility
persist.

Playparks: Playground structures in
playparks are poorly maintained,
leading to concerns about safety for
children due to vandalism and litter,
resulting in decreased usage.

Granton Castle Walled Garden:
Recognized as a Category B listed
building, GCWG is managed by the
community but faces challenges due to

limited funding and volunteer resources.
Restoration efforts are hindered,
impacting accessibility and development
plans.

i
Silverknowes Esplanade: Stretching from

the outer edge of Granton all along the
coast to Cramond Village, this long,
wide pavement bordered with grass is
accessible by cycles and for walking. It is
a strip of wildish landscape along with a
beautiful Vigw of the Firth of Forth.
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Key Takeaways from the
Area Flooding Survey:

« Potentially Vulnerable Areas to Flooding:

The report identifies areas at risk of
flooding, highlighting potential damages
to residential and non-residential
properties, transport infrastructure,
agriculture, and community facilities.

Comprehensive Flood Analysis of
Granton’s Coast: The Scottish
Environment Protection Agency (SEPA)

provides analytical maps projecting
future flood occurrences, offering insight
into potential challenges by 2080.

Typologies of Flooding: Granton faces
threats from surface water and coastal
flooding. Surface water flooding occurs
when rainfall overwhelms drainage
systems, while coastal flooding poses
risks due to factors like sea level rise and
erosion. Understanding these typologies
is crucial for addressing the multifaceted
nature of flooding in the area.

Surface Water Flooding: The analysis

examines the capacity of existing
drainage infrastructure to cope with
intense precipitation events and assesses
vulnerability to surface water flooding.
Future urban development plans and
climate projections are considered to
anticipate evolving risks.

Coastal Flooding: Granton's proximity
to the Firth of Forth makes it highly
vulnerable to coastal flooding.
Evaluating risks and impacts, such as
sea level rise and erosion, is essential.
Coastal defence systems play a critical
role in adaptation and mitigation
efforts.
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Figure 2: Damages by flood likelihood

The damages associated with Floods
of different likelihood are shown in
Fig2.

URBAN
CONSERVATION

Landscape & Coastal
Flooding Demographics

Potentially Vulnerable Areas to Flooding :

1in10 1in 200 1in 1000

High likelihood Medium likelihood Low likelihood |
Residential
properties 10 290 360
(total 2,400)
Non-residential
properties <10 60 80
(total 1,100)
People 30 630 800
Community 0 <10 Educational <10 Educational
facilities buildings buildings
Utilities <10 20 30

Transport links
(excluding minor
roads)
Environmental
designated 0.3 0.3 0.3
areas (km2)
Designated
cultural heritage 2 4 4
sites
Agricultural land
(km’)

3 Aroads, 1 B road
at 38 locations

2 Aroads, 1 B road
at 10 locations

3 Aroads, 1 B road
at 31 locations

<0.01 <0.01 <0.01

Table 1: Summary of flooding impacts

The risk of flooding to people, property, community facilities, utilities, the transport
network, designated sites and agricultural land is summarised in Table 1.
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Figure 3: Impacts of flooding
For this Potentially Vulnerable Area, the highest damages are to residential

properties, followed by damages to non-residential properties.
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PROJECT STUDY AREAS
INTRODUCTION

This study identifies and assesses
the architectural and cultural
values within the historic urban
environment of Granton.

This report assesses the
tangible and intangible
gualities of Granton as they
relate to the natural and built
environment to determine

best methods to conserve and
enhance its character, and
ultimately considers what role
transportation plays in the past,
present and future of the region.

Site Boundary

Granton is bound to the north of
Edinburgh on the Firth of Forth,
bordered on the east by Trinity,
south by Ferry Road, and west
by Pennywell Road. This study
focuses on the area known as
East Pilton; portions of this will
extend beyond the identified
boundary in order to provide a
comprehensive understanding
of surrounding amenities,
services, and landmarks.

BOUNDARY OF SITE 2

LEGEND

Road

Open Land
penltand Tram / Light Rail

Dense Residential ———- Bus

Commercial/Industrial

1910, POST OFFICE MAP OF EDINBURGH, LEITH &
PORTOBELLO BY BARTHOLOMEW

EWFEN DRIV EY BJid N H NN

¢ BARTHOLOMEW F R.G.5,

", "
Orilisansy and Astual Sarysys 1&

1939.1940

1939, POST OFFICE MAP OF EDINBURGH, LEITH &

PORTOBELLO BY BARTHOLOMEW

2024 CURRENT MAP

1936, AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH

2024, DIAGRAM OF EDINBURGHSHIRE

HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT

1817 Map by R. Kirkwood reflects
Granton’'s landscape and use.
Newhaven is a settlement

to the east, with residential
accommodation and a harbour
front. Granton is dispersed country

houses with a simple road network.

1835 - 1842 The Harbour Piers were
constructed by the 5th Duke of
Buccleuch.

1861 The Caledonian Railway
opened from Murrayfield to
Granton Harbour.

1890 The ferry became obsolete
when the Forth bridge opened.

1900, GRANTON CASTLE

1910 The harbour supported a ship
building yard, timber yard, quarry,
coal depot and iron works, and a
print, and chemical works industry.

1930’s Saw plans to develop south
of the Harbour for residential use.

1950's As Pilton was constructed,
the north-east rail link was
removed.

1961 The harbour never recovered
after the war and was in-filled.

1974 The harbour closed as
a commercial port with the
remaining nautical industry
relocating to Leith.

2000s Higher-density residential
towers were constructed near the
harbour.
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MAP OF BUILDING AGE
B --:-850

1850 - 1900

1950 - 1980
1980 - 2000
1900 - 1950 B 2000 - 2024

CATEGORY A-LISTED BUILDING
CATEGORY B-LISTED BUILDING

CATEGORY C-LISTED BUILDING

PEDESTRIAN HEAT MAP

Average Property Value
£335,865 in Edinburgh
£268,590 in the Forth Ward

HOUSING STOCK OF

72.6% Tenement

13.0 % Terraced THE FORTH WARD

11.6% Semi-Detached

29% Detached

57.5 Crimes/1000 people & 1,367
Crimes Reported in 2022

Home brake ins, mugged and robbed, stolen

cars and items from car, physical attacks, noisy

neighbours, domestic violence

MAP OF BUILDING USES

P resipentiac M e Gious
INDUSTRIAL MIXED USE
COMMERCIAL
RESTAURANT/ CAFE
BUSINESS/ OFFICE

BN /SsSEMBLY/LEISURE
BN VEDICAL/ CARE FACILITY

TOWNSCAPE ANALYSIS

QGIS maps help to understand

the site's building stock through
their function and utilisation, in
order to make conservation and
development suggestions. Thermal
assessments of the current building
stock were reviewed to determine
how the 1930's residential
structures compared with newer
developments. Indications of heat
loss through walls and fenestrations
were observed.

Owner Occupied (46.5%)

Council Rented (27.6%)

Private Landlord (19.4%)

Other
Social Housing (5.7%) |

Rent Free (0.6%) -1

Shared Ownership (0.3%) J

HOUSE OWNERSHIP OF THE FORTH WARD

B oo e

5-6 Rooms (30%)
3 - 4 Rooms (49.6%)
2 Room (6.3%)

1 Room (0.6%)

ROOMS PER HOUSE IN THE FORTH WARD

37.9% 1 Person
31.6% 2 Persons

26.1% 3 - 4 Persons
4.4% 5+ Persons

PEOPLE/ HOUSEHOLD IN THE FORTH WARD

GREEN SPACE MAP
P puBLIC GREEN

PRIVATE GARDENS

PLAYING FIELDS
BEACH

BOWLING GREENS
OPEN SEMI - NATURAL
OPEN WATER

There are 13,859
buildings in the Forth
Ward ;

722 lie within Site 2

Active (60.5%)

Inactive (39.5%)
I

40.3% FT Employed 12.6% Unemployed

13.5% PT Employed 11.5% Retired

6.7%  Self Employed 82% FT Student
35% Carer

EMPLOYMENT OF 3.7% Sick

THE FORTH WARD 25% Other

Average Household Income
£52,835 in Edinburgh
£42 532 in the Forth Ward

TRANSPORTATION ROUTE MAP
B riMARY ROADS

SECONDARY ROADS

QUIET ROADS (2MPH)

BUS ROUTES

PEDESTRIAN

PEDESTRIAN & CYCLE PATHS
TRAIL

DEDICATED CYCLE PATH

BIKE FRIENDLY ROADS
LIGHT CONTROLLED
BELISHA BEACON
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Zone 1: Residential Interwar

Essential Character
Mix of 2 storey 4-block villas and 3
storey flat blocks all with uniform
pitched rooflines, use of harling,
and accent slates.

ZONE 1- DETRACTING BUILDINGS
Zone 2: Residential Modern

Essential Character

Mid-rise, multi-storey w/ mixed
materiality. Universal design,
unspecific to earlier Granton
architecture

EEEENESNY

ZONE 2 - DETRACTING BUILDINGS

Zone 3: Modern Commercial

Essential Character

Boxy, large chains/businesses and
small early 20" century mixed-use
shop fronts. Universal design lack

specific tie/connection to Granton.

ZONE 3 - ESSENTIAL CHARACTER

ZONE 3 - DETRACTING BUILDINGS

CONSERVATION PLAN

I Listed Building: A
I Listed Building: B
[ Listed Building: C
Strongly Contribute
Neutral
Neutral, but not to be continued
m Detract, non-immediate
[ ] Detract, immediate demolition advisable
m Facade needs addressed
® Roof needs addressed
[ | Pavement strongly contributes
|| Greenspaces

[ ] Water
=== Boundary Walls

—— Former Plot lines [ Roads [ Railways

ZONE 1: RESIDENTIAL INTERWAR
ZONE 2 : RESIDENTIAL MODERN
ZONE 3: MODERN COMMERCIAL
ZONE 4: HARBOUR & WATERFRONT
ZONE 5:INDUSTRIAL & HISTORICAL

Character Area Appraisal

Five zones of distinct character
have been identified. Defining
unique attributes ensures that
key elements which contribute
to the historic, social, and
architectural character are
preserved and retained.

Zone 4;. Waterfront & Harbour

Essential Character
Open space, rugged natural

coastline. Prominent views towards

Fife and Forth Bridge. Granton
harbour breakwall retained.

ZONE 4 - ESSENTIAL CHARACTER

ZONE 4 - DETRACTING BUILDINGS

CONSERVATION PLAN W/ CHARACTER AREAS
Zone 5: Industrial & Historical

Essential Character

Retains the remnants of original
transportation/rail linkages (‘Shore
Walk' and W Granton Access).
Landmark buildings throughout

2

ZONE 5 - DETRACTING BUILDINGS

Current proposals

MASTER DEVELOPMENT PLANS

GRANTON WATERFRONT DEVELOPMENT
FRAMEWORK 2020

THE WALLED GARDEN

WEST SHORE ROAD & THE COASTAL AREA

GAS WORKS STATION & ITS PRECINCT

GRANTON GCAS HOLDER

GRANTON HUB & COMMUNITY GARDEN

SOCIAL BITE VILLAGE
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CULTURAL SIGNIFICANCE

Historical Significance
Granton Castle bore witness

to the turbulent events of the
mid-16th century. Caroline Park
House now stands adjacent to
the site of the demolished castle.

Landscape Significance
Granton’'s urban heritage is
exemplified by its transformation
from an agricultural expanse

to an industrial powerhouse.

In 1836, the establishment of
Granton Harbour, facilitated the
flow of goods but also offered
ferry services and shelter during

Technological Significance
The region’s technological
innovation is further
distinguished, by the pioneering
efforts of the Madelvic Car
Factory (1898) and the impact of
the Granton Harbour Train Ferry.
Additionally, the Granton Gas
Holder and Gas Works Station
symbolise the region’s industrial
and architectural excellence.

Architectural Significance
Pre-1930s, Granton was an
agricultural space. East and
West Pilton were developed by
Edenezer James MacRae. The
council housing in “four-in-a-
block style” was carried out from
1936-37 and then completed in
the 1950s.
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2024, STATION SQUARE (GRANTON GASWORKS
RAILWAY STATION)

2024, GATE PIERS TO CAROLINE PARK HOUSE

2024, MADELVIC CAR FACTORY (GRANTON HUB)

1890, CAROLINE PARK HOUSE

SWOT ANALYSIS

N T i
e A
/‘\ |

Strengths

| fee
N

Proximity to Newhaven, Cramond,
and Edinburgh City Centre. Also
links to Fife and the Firth of Forth.

Historic landmarks enrich the
neighbourhood's cultural identity.
E.g. Madelvic Car Factory, Caroline
House, & Granton Station.

Public access to the designed
landscapes (Caroline Park &

Granton Community Garden).

Retains the distinct master housing
scheme.

ieEg A

Weaknesses

Public transport system prioritises
links to and from Edinburgh city
centre; does not provide direct
peripheral links to Newhaven and
Cramond.

New developments do not
complement or acknowledge the
historic architectural character.

A car-centric neighbourhood,;
there is lack of parking for visitors
resulting in the blocking of
narrower roads by cars.

Hard zoning boundaries - areas
lack variation of amenities and
community integration

The lack of communal pride and
personal investment results in the
overwhelming presence of litter.

2011, CAROLINE PARK HOUSE

&% I8 T & 62

Opportunities

Transportation: Service
Granton to its peripheral
neighbourhoods & promote
alternate modes of
transportation.

Land Development: Vacant land
free for development to provide
rejuvenation and improve
infrastructure.

Neighbourhood Integration:
Revision of development plan
to integrate existing residences
into modern development &
Diversify the community profile.

Engage with Existing Heritage:
Reintroduce the historic
railway route as a pedestrian
path. Address the shoreline
ecosystem for the public.

Economic Development:
Tourism outreach by indicating
viewpoints for Forth Bridge
and Firth of Forth. The
development of waterfront
areas for recreational activities.
Establishing sustainable
business models to bolster
employment opportunities.

W

Threats

I

Waterfront areas prone to
flooding and coastal erosion.

Proposed Development

Plan: Large-scale council
development plan (drastic

land use change) does not

take into account current-
resident needs. The proposed
tram location jeopardises the
functionality of the streetscape.
New development detracts from
landmark buildings.
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MASTER PLAN

Granton’s greatest disadvantage
are:

- Inadequate public transit
- Lack of history awareness
- Poor pedestrian/ cycle routes.

These proposals seek to remedy
these issues for residents

and visitors with minimal
infrastructure.

Proposal A:
Transit Pilot Programme

The infrastructure required for
a tram is both expensive and
invasive. This lack of funding
should not keep Granton from
receiving improved mobility for
residents and visitors.

We propose a pilot programme
with alternative public
transportation options until a
tram line more feasible.

The proposal aims to re-establish
Granton as a transportation

hub to foster an appreciation

for its heritage, add economic
opportunities, and lower
personal vehicle reliance.

Alternative Public Transport
such as Rapid buses and
community shuttles.

Ferries connecting Granton
directly with the Firth of Forth
and re-establish historic ferry
routes.

Improved ticketing System
which would allow for more cost
efficiency across public transport
while also tracking ridership

to be used to improve services
where needed.

BHI VEJP‘S‘
SAQUPL:. | THE UNIVERSITY of EDINBURGH
o\ )= | Edinburgh College of Art
“OTN®S

HescoTTISH
C E N T R E

ror CONSERVATION STUDIES

B3

Proposal B:
Heritage Path

This would enhance the accessibility and link to Granton’s heritage.
Physical markers would be installed at points of interest (as placards/ QR
codes). Brochures/ maps would be available in printed and digital formats.

Granton Castle Walled Gardén,
Harry Mafuji

4. Granton Castle Gates

Though demolished in the 1920s, the Castle’s
gates remain near the shore, as a reminder
of the great estate that was once just
beyond these pillars.

5. Granton Beach

From this viewpoint, one can see the three
bridges to the west, and Incholm Island to
the North. A popular recreation area now,
even Charles Darwin once frequented the
shores for his studies.

6. Granton Castle Walled Garden

Now under the care of the Friends of
Granton Castle Walled Garden, the Castle
was already ruinouse by the 18th century, its
ruins having been a part of the community
for almost 300 years.

— | lerge e i - 220 \ ! -'.'-::1-..
The Heritage
Pathway

A great place to start is Granton Square, you
can join the trail at any point. Informational
markers will guide the way and lead you

to each location, feel free to meander and
wander. The walk can about an hour at a
leisurely pace. We encourage you to follow
the links and read more about Granton'’s

intriguing past!

7. Caroline Park House

Dating back to the 16th century, Caroline
Park House was once known as Royston
House. The extensive alterations that came
with its name change in the 17th century
give it the Renaissance character seen
today.

8. Gas Works

Said to be the most elegant gas holders

in Scotland, the framing of one gas holder
remains today, constructed of riveted rolled
steel. Now a listed as a category B historic
structure, it signifies Granton’s varied role in
the industrial Revolution.

9. Granton Gas Works Train Station
Serving both goods and passengers,
Granton's railway tied the harbour to the
city. Constructed in 1903, he Station closed
in 1942 as other forms of transport grew.

10. Madelvic House & Car Factory

Now the location of the Granton:Hub, the
Victorian red brick Madelvic House was once
the site of one of Scotland'’s first electric
vehicle manufacturers.

020

LW \"D Scan QR Code

ebe

To Learn More

= — Heritage Path
+= =« Option to continue walk fH
] @ Pointsof Interest

1. Granton Square

2. Granton Lighthouse

3. Granton Harbour

4. Granton Castle Gates

5. Granton Beach

6. Granton Castle Walled Garden
7. Caroline Park House

8. Gas Works

9. Gas Works Train Stations

10. Madelvic House

The route focuses centrally on Granton, and could be altered to integrate
the proposed pedestrian and cycle pathway (Proposal C), and the
community shuttle (Proposal A), to allow for more accessibility.

Granton:;
Gateway
to:the Forth

Heritage
Walk

1. Granton Square

Granton’s main square was constructed
following the Harbour's success, just when
Granton was beginning to grow. This square
shows the relatively young, but industrially
advanced, origins of the town.

2. Northern Lighthouse Board

Built in 1868-69, this tower was never used
as a lighthouse, but rather was used to test
experimental lighting before being shipped
to lighthouses across Britain.

3. Granton Harbour

The Harbour was once Edinburgh'’s forefront
of industrialisation, commmissioned by the
Duke of Buccleuch in 1838, completed in
1862.

Proposed Transportation
Routes, Methods, and Road

Traffic

s Group 2 Boundary
=== Waterline

Routes
=== Main Roads

=== Secondary Roads

Quiet Roads 20mph

Pedestrian

Pedestrian / Cycle Paths
=== Proposed Pedestrial / Cycle Paths
=== Proposed Designated Cycle Lanes
-=== Street Parking on One Side
==== Street Parking on Both Sides

Bus Routes
=== Proposed Community Shuttle
=== Proposeed Ferry Route

Heritage Path
=== Heritage Path

\ = = QOptional Extension

Road Points
Light Controlled Crossing

Propsed Light Controlled Crossing
Belisha Beacon

Proposed Belisha Beacon
Express Bus Line Stops

Heritage Path POI
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Proposal C:
Pedestrian & Bike Routes

The current transit plan lacks
demarcation between vehicular,
pedestrian, and cycle routes,
resulting in a disconnected
layout.

To enhance connectivity we
propose:

One-sided street parking
regulations

Transition zones at residential
entry points to underscore
pedestrian priority

Employ Belisha Beacons and
speed limit signs

Integrate a proposed
pedestrian/ cycle routes
into residential zones,
complementing existing
pathways

By prioritising pedestrian and
cyclist needs, the proposal
aims to establish a cohesive
network of routes that not only
enhance connectivity but also
promote sustainable modes of
transportation.

Decoding The City
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ANALYSIS
CURRENT STATE

Granton territory is

7 Otherbuidings
O Granton Square
- New Railways

Paths on former
agricultural land boundries
New roads
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Granton Harbour
construction begins under
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stones from new Granton
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Quarry
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Regeneration efforts,Water—
Last Granton rail line closes front Development Plan

198035 19905

Declining industries higher unem-

poloyment and drug use in area

LISTED BUILDINGS

The analysis of the current state of the area
reveals different zones of interest that have
different characteristics. First, there is the
original industrial core of the area where the
industrial activities begun which is in Granton
Square and West Harbour Road. It’s where the
oldest and most historical buildings can be
found.

The lower part of the area, which was mostly
developed between 1930 and 1950, is most-
ly residential and englobes different housing
typologies such as the very distinctive Mac-
taggart & Mickel development but also houses
that have a more standard council housing ar—
chitecture. The Mactaggart and Mickel devel-
opment is separated from the rest of the area
by Boswell Parkway where we can find some
commercial and institutional buildings.

PRIVACY

As for the harbour which was filled in the re—
cent decades, we can find a newer devel-
opment that aims to offer a mix of uses and
buildings with a much bigger scale which make
them standout in the urban landscape.

The transportation network analysis reveals

the different hierarchy of the roads based

on frequentation and the presence of public
transport. Granton Square and the harbour are
currently problematic because of their inappro—
priate urban design even though they are one
of the most significant elements of the site.

3 Key Themes To Undergird Reccomendations
(Derived From A Social Media Survey And Resident Questionnaires)

I |
NATURE ARTISTIC COMMUNAL

I
I I |
Walking Wildlife Spotting Galleries Archival Efforts

Cycling Site—Inspired Art Community Classes

Intrigue In Industrial Patina
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Housing—led mixed use development
New green spaces

Cultural use or housing led regeneration
Cycle/ footpath safeguarded route
New major streets

Tram line safeguard

Commercial-led mixed use

CURRENT USE

[ Residential
[ Commercial
[ Industrial
I Educational
I Religious
I Communal

[ Utility
Other
Water

Greenspaces

O

0 200

=== Principal roads

—— Loops
—— Dead ends
A Bus stops

Water

Greenspaces

.~
TR

Residential & Commercial

400

=~ Secondary Roads
— Residential Roads

Pedestrian paths

400



Presence of its industrial heritage

URBAN

ANALYSIS
RECOMMENDATIONS

Mactaggart velopment
Green
Comm ces

Younger demographic

Unpromoted industrial heritage

r & scale)

of East Pilton
pedestriani-

Younger demographic

Promote and enhance heritage

Offer protective me
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@ Increase pedestriani
chance encounters w
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built heritage

e site’s heritage

Shortfall of government funding
New, incompatible devel modifications
(undermine character & restrict use of space)

Floodin

HERITAGE TRAILS

¢ Enhance and promote the cultural significance

® Preserve the memory of the area(the industrial past the community’s

past)

e Help develop an attachment to Granton for visitors, residents and

()
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| Proposed Trail
— Historical traces
— Alisted

I B Listed

—— B Listed

[0 C Listed

—— C Listed

Bl Water

Greenspaces

e Granto Crescent Park
e Granto Square
Q West Harbour Road

e Former Madelvic Factory

! G The Harbour

Q Mactaggart&Mickel Developement

Add a distinctive pavement

Add more catering businesses

Mitigate the speed of cars and
make the area more inviting for

pedestrians

Make it a cultural hub/ for

events

Provide Universal Accessibility

i Provide public access for the

breakwaters
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® Preserve the character of Mactaggart & Mickel residential development

® Neighborhood extends beyond CA; limited for scope of study

e Highlight original Mactaggart & Mickel design

—— Area of urban and architectural interest
—— Mactaggart & Mickel development
Greenspaces

O

0 100 200 300m
— —

Residential Typology
I Residential-Type A
Il Residential-Type C
[ Residential-Other
I Residential-Type E
[ Mixed Use
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—— Area of urban and architectural inter

@

Unsympathetic Modifications

Il Yes (Windows)

I Yes (Exterior materials)

[0 Yes (Windows and Exterior materials)
No
Greenspaces

—— Avrea of urban and architectural interest

O

20 40 60 m
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@ Flood management — keep green/ open
spaces!

@ Accessible & walkable

® Recreational waterfront

@® Multi-functional spaces
Marketplace for local businesses

Host community events
Wildlife lookout points

Resting areas

~ Suggested areas for pul
~ Proposed Trail

— Historical traces

— AlListed

—— C Listed

[0 CListed

— B Listed

I B Listed

— Site boundries
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0 100 200
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— AlListed

I B Listed Building

—— B Listed

I C Listed Building

C Listed

Buildings that contribute to the character of the area
Neutral Buildings

New developments with poor architecture

Buildings that detract from the character of the historic area

///) Pavement finishes that detract from the character of the historic area

—— Former streets that contribue to an understanding
of the evolution of the urban structure

-] Green areas

I Water

— Area of urban and architectural interest
Proposed Trail

Suggested areas for public use

— Site boundries
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URBAN CONSERVATION

~ DECODING THE CITY e e mel,

INTRODUCTION

The Urban conservation project at site 4 in Leith, Edinburgh, encompasses the areas of

Wardie Bay, Wardie, Granton and Trinity. The project aims to provide a comprehensive Buch huvwr
understanding of the historical development of this Urban landscape. The study focuses
on two main arterial roads, Lower Granton Road, which runs parallel to the beach and
waterfront, and Granton Road. connecting these three distinct areas.

1

primary objective is to gain insights into the Geographical, social and
econos that-have shaped the evolution of this urban environment. By
employing pnservation methodologies, the project seeks to characterise the area
concerning its hist@sc development, physical fabric, and function as a community.
Through a critical a isal of these complex interactions, the project aims to develop
skills for evaluating t sequences of urban conservation decisions.

Furthermore, the p
requirements for effective u
on the social and economic j ﬁe.
intricate interplay between t . . nent, 1141} F .
and collective data to come-uf=with frar = Pk

pCt endeavuurs to cultivate an understandmg of the
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2250 50 14

45

14:45

C

OMMUNITY

89.5% \

To understand in detail about the

sudden change in character of houses
in theze three areas of study is by
doing a built -up to open space rafio,

From the table, we observe that

Trinity has larger plots compared to
Wardie and Granton. Additional ly,
Trinity offers more open spaces, with
a higher ratio of fronial gardens and
backyards. This indicates that Trinity
has a more spacious layout and. a
greater emphasis on green areas

within itz resideniial properties.
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Strength
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listed buildings
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OPPORTUNITIES

Opportunities
Commercialisation
Connectivity with the
city
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WEAKNESS

Weakness

Lack of public facilities
Accesibility
Lack of gap sites
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Threats

Rising sea level
Exposure to harsh
coastal conditions
Use of modern
materials :
Privately ownership.of
the bay
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