TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: :"‘?;I]u l/ ‘7 Surveyor: (u‘ (: H/L/ L k’_ﬂvi\/{bj/@

Tree details ‘
TPO Ref (if applicable): T! Tree/Group No: Species: G e &

Owner (if known):

]

bocation: j - lw;m 1/’(¢ L*ﬁ../(

Croduy )

REFERTO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenity assessment

a) Condition & suitability for TPO; where trees in good or fair condition have poor form, deduct 1 point

5) Good Highly suitable } : .

S Score & Notes AN A ot 440 S i~

@ Fair Suitable s St P U JU/{J \’T)b ‘Q'MA{M FL'A{"(’“'
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable b foA AALUZ “ L{;M;’,}"!»@i 0 WUJ’;{AF —5)(',., JAA
0) Dead/dying/dangerous* Unsuitable - - - .

* Relates to existing context and 15 mtended to apply to severe irremediable defects only

b) Retention span (in years) & suitability forTPO

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
@4—0-100 Very suitable {}w;,fywv\ L{;/” ;‘:L'?»"\.v Vv)“” e ?\,"M\/\’ y "
2) 20-40 Suitable P

1) 10-20 Just suttable

0) <10%* Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or neal’future nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are significantlv negating the

Licqlly

potential of other trees of better quality

c) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO
Consider realistic potential for future visibility with changed land use

@Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly wisible to the public Suitable
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable
2)Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable

d) Other factors

Trees must have accrued 7 or more pornts (with no zero score) to qualifi

Score & Notes

- re & N
5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees S50 otes

4)Tree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance

7)Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual

UTrees with none of the above additional redeeming features (inc. those of indifferent form)

Part 2: Expediency assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualifv

5) Immediate threat to tree — 1
T Score & Notes 2/ 1.2/ < .0 l@ oldy, { 3 e
L@‘Foreseeable threat to tree T“Ij J ‘):/"j AL ‘7‘11/’ Aalag e
2) Perceived threat to tree ,”h S
1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO Add Scores forTotal: Decision:
1-6 TPO indefensible . s
7-11 Does not merit TPO \ C ‘ :.lh ? ;l
12-15 TPO defensible

16+ Definitely merits TPO
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

—_— . .
Date:_:ﬂ_’xz,/ bo 7

Surveyor: T

CoxALL /L EAbADIA

Tree details
TPO Ref (if applicable): T 7

Owner (if known): —

Species: A 8 L\

éi; Vi ;A@L; F,wu/ /“r LALL S P»m:/L

Tree/ Group No:
Location:

REFERTO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part i: Amenity assessment

a) Condition & suitability for TPO; where trees in good or fair condition have poor form, deduct 1 point

5) Good Highly suitable Score & Notes
{3 Fair Suitable

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable

0) Dead/ dying/dangerous*  Unsuitable

Mirg- Ase ot

* Relates to existing context and is intended to apply to severe irremediable defects only

b) Retention span (in years) & suitability for TPO

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
4%40-100 Very suitable

2) 20-40 Suitable

1) 10-20 Just suitable

0y <10* Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or nearfutuz'e nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are significantly negating the

potential of other trees of better quality

c) Relative public visibility & suitability forTPO
Consider realistic potential for future visibility with changed land use

5) Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees
4} Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public

"3} Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only

2)Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size

d) Other factors

Trees must have accrued 7 or more ponts (with no zero score) to qualify

;5)\ Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees
@}Tree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual

Highly suitable Score & Notes
Suitable
Suitable
Barely suitable

Probably unsuitable

Score & Notes

- ; e 4

Toaads ot 0% }*,;%,t./'vcﬁ\;zt,eaq
. o 3

4ot Un o ives 3 N - . o
i}‘ﬁ‘ ':,‘”{,’-,}‘ \J{/\IVJ"J“{; i’\:‘»&‘4’9«‘\ L:’l/\/*"\.«’:/"(;

1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features (inc. those of indifferent form)

Part 2: Expediencv assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualify

@ Immediate threat to tree
) Foreseeable threat to tree
2) Perceived threat to tree

1) Precautionary only

Score & Notes

?”:’,&wg, Srugitiny

e g%

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO Add Scores forTotal: Decision:
1-6 TPO indefensible

7-11 Does not merit TPO 'T? V\
12-15 TPO defensible

16+ Definitely merits TPO
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: 22 /o /17 Sorveyor T Fepdl / L. K ADIA

Tree details

TPO Ref (if applicable): T"g Tree/Group No: Species: ">,GL’~/\/
Owner (if known): Location: / ... ... © A g
Gvrvie Trenn  STeosd Paalk

A

REFERTO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenity assessment
a) Condition & suitability for TPO; where trees in good or fair condition have poor form, deduct 1 point

52\»}Good Highly suitable Score & Notes
@JFair Suitable . . 2 )

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable \:1,%/ rC’u y~ LUAE\ﬁ"{, ) F:‘,/q SPRPIvS &t 1,,:;;:( 23
0) Dead/dying/dangerous*  Unsuitable et

* Relates to existing context and 1s intended to apply to severe irremediable defects only

b) Retention span (in years) & suitability forTPO

@52100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
% 40-100 Very suitable

2) 20-40 Suitable

1) 10-20 Just suitable

0) <10% Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or neaz‘futuz‘e nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are Signg'ficantl/r negating the
potential of other trees of better quality

) Relative public visibility & suitability forTPO
Consider realistic potential for future visibility with changed land use

5) Very large trees with some wisibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable Score & Notes
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable
:_3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable
2)Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable

d) Other factors

Trees must have accrued 7 or more points (with no zero score) to qualify

- N
5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees "S}core = Yotes ;
A B L . ; g ins e /
gy‘ ree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion ‘e’ﬂ)‘k «:;‘( %-‘r;,VA&/«-Q‘éw"‘v)w 4 r‘“{'}*ﬁi??‘
) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance i A N " B
Miady  HRAMe. v
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual }‘VM’(%J:‘ i i e ALY,

1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features (inc. those of indifferent form)

Part 2: Expediencv assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualyfv

e

\? [mmediate threat to tree
) Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree

Score & Notes

3

felluag  cigotig o side

1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO Add Scores forTotal: Decision:
1-6 TPO indefensible _
7-11 Does not merit TPO 7 U ’ \ 1\ (;,
12-15 TPO defensible - l
16+ Definitely merits TPO
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: ;'//lb/ ‘7 Surveyor: T ro‘\)(—["/((/ L OAP}%’DI’U(

Tree details -
TPO Ref (if applicable "’4 Tree/ Group No: Species: béﬁ/(,l/\,

Owner (if known): Location: (A,V»—f\)ﬂp 1:'}4/'"‘\/% A‘ﬂf/.}.ﬁ() ii"j‘;;/L

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenity assessment
a) Condition & suitability for TPO; where trees in good or fair condition have poor form, deduct 1 point

@Good Highly suitable Score & Notes

3) Fair Suitable E ’ .

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable :7:;% '\J*'U-)‘ 8T A U(_; &Wu} {’;’!, Patatsd
0) Dead/dying/dangerous* Unsuitable = g

* Relates to existing context and is intended to apply to severe irremediable defects only

b) Retention span (in years) & suitability for TPO

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
@40—100 Very suitable

2) 20-40 Switable

1) 10-20 Just suitable

0) <10% Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or near future nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are Signgﬁcantl/r negating the
potential of other trees of better quality

c) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO
Consider realistic potential for future visibility with changed land use

5) Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable Score & Notes
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable
UMedxum trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable
2)Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable

d) Other factors

Trees must have accrued 7 or more points (with no zero score) to qualify

) Score & Notes
52_ Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees

@Free groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion B}Mz CY C‘J}"Jﬁﬂ’p\ , U‘g\

3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual U'MWI T”WM ,LU.UJ{

1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features (inc. those of indifferent form)

Part 2: Expediencv assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more ponts to qualg'ﬁ'

Y
{5) Immediate threat to tree
3) Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree rm 7 & '—.{ﬁ
D, LA 'C"VU’,,NA "w/i e S
'

1) Precautionary only

Score & Notes

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO Add Scores forTotal: Decision:
1-6 TPO indefensible

7-11 Does not merit TPO ;_ \ T PO
12-15 TPO defensible

16+ Defirutely merits TPO
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: .-Z..B/IU/(7 Surveyor: 'J': ng,(',“/{; (/" (-/ k_‘&}),q\‘i/g

Tree details o,
TPO Ref (if applicable): T & Tree/ Group No: Species: AC
PP 15 p P Sl

Owner (if known): Location:

G g Foan Ay Rend

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenity assessment

a) Condition & suitability for TPO; where trees in good or fair condition have poor form, deduct 1 point

5) Good Highly suitable

@Fair Suitable Score & Notes ,Vﬂj Ll : L‘, W'Lié (". ({U«iﬂ(\_

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable W"""fi i ‘:, | ‘L L.U
T~ oy S VAR -
0) Dead/dying/dangerous*  Unsuitable H Yove it }

* Relates to existing context and is intended to apply to severe irremediable defects only

b) Retention span (in years) & suitability for TPO

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
@, 40-100 Very suitable

2) 20-40 Suitable

1) 10-20 Just sutable

0) <10%* Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or near future nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are significantlv negating the

potential of other trees of better quality

c) Relative public visibility & suitability forTPO
Consider realistic potentia]foz‘fuzure visibility with changed land use

5) Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable Score & Notes
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable

3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable

2)Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable

1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable

d) Other factors

Trees must have accrued 7 or more points (with no zero score) to qualify

5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees 'Ecore & Notes A i
o i . i ) £ % b e 7
@Tree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion hfww A __;u_f W\ﬂ \; BAMAA
3) Trees with 1dentifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance k) :
. ‘:'Ji'j\&/{) .
2)Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual

1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features (inc. those of indifferent form)

Part 2: Expediency assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualify

@Immedia‘ce threat to tree

Score & Notes
) Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree ;@a ,u(/sq M(‘{M{i SN ‘w/ 7.
o i/ vt

1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

GO Do not apply TPO Add Scores forTotal: Decision:
1-6 TPO indefensible

7-11 Does not merit TPO l C’ TF {:’
12-15 TPO defensible

16+ Definitely merits TPO
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: ?—3"!://: 7 Surveyor: 3\&, FO/(,{_[/L/ / L_ K’/ﬂ')T”lA«

Tree details

. '3 . . "’ i
TPO Ref (if applicable): Té - T?}TB Tree/ Group No: Species: b‘%‘(r’l’\»
Owner (if known): ‘ Location: él"\v“f(b-'t) F; A—“’A})"im ;3,{34(*
i R w  SlALAS e
7

REFERTO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenitv assessment

a) Condition & suitability for TPO; where trees in good or fair condition have poor form, deduct 1 point

5) Good Highly surtable S & Not . .~
@Fair Suitable core otes ’ }/"L) (;'14"-6{'

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable -

0) Dead/dying/dangerous*  Unsuitable

* Relates to existing context and is intended to apply to severe irremediable defects only

b) Retention span (in years) & suitability for TPO

S) 100+ nghly suitable Score & Notes
@40»100 Very suitable

2)20-40 Suitable

1) 10-20 Just suitable

0) <10%* Unswtable

*Includes trees which are an existing or neaz‘futuz‘e nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are s1gn{ﬁcant1r negating the
potential of other trees of better quality

) Relative public visibility & suitability forTPO
Consider realistic potential for future visibility with changed land use

5) Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable Score & Notes
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable

3§ Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable

2)Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable

1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable

d) Other factors

Trees must have accrued 7 or more points (with no zero score) to qualify

5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees S 8"( N .
@Tree groups, or members of groups important for thewr cohesion E(M“'-&'U*) (J Hm«’“f U‘L"‘W“"{:}
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance ’ﬁﬁ)_,u/\, ﬁj{_,-z;g‘;- W-g.‘,l >

2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual ; -

1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features (inc. those of indifferent form)

Part 2: Expediencyv assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more poim:s to ([UCIIU(I

5) Immediate threat to tree S & Not
core otes
) Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree FQM \a_l) u M./} W ﬂ;{;’/
/B s BV Y. AL SN
y ; /

1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO Add Scores forTotal: Decision:
1-6 TPO indefensible .
7-11 Does not merit TPO l (1 T r(/
12-15 TPO defensible

16+ Definitely merits TPO
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: ?_%/’,Q f;l'] Surveyor: tr_ F(/"‘:’t‘./l// {/, [C/f}’&l}l&

Tree details o
TPO Ref (if applicable): T Cl Tree/ Group No: Species: YQAA/

Owner (if known): Location: &/’E’\’Nﬁ("/ FA/U*M—'\. AC/(J‘fg P—O‘&%ﬂ
7

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenitv assessment

a) Condition & suitability for TPO; where trees in good or fair condition have poor form, deduct 1 point

5) Good Highly suitable Score & Notes )

@ Fair Switable o . s . “ ‘

1) Poor Unlikely to be switable HM’KE/‘W/ Tu".‘)""k jL\,QMJ; rvw
0) Dead/dying/dangerous*  Unsuitable ]

* Relates to existing context and is intended to apply to severe irremediable defects only

b) Retention span (in years) & suitability forTPO

@1004- Highly suitable Score & Notes
4) 40-100 Very suitable

2) 20-40 Suitable

1) 10-20 Just suitable

0) <10% Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or near future nuisance, including those clearlv outgrowing their context, or which are Szgnzﬁcantll' negating the
potential of other trees of better quality

c) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO
Consider realistic potential for future visibility with changed land use

5) Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable Score & Notes
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable
@ Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Swuitable
2)Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable

d) Other factors

Trees must have accrued 7 or more points (with no zero score) to qualify

. re & Note
5) Prinapal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees D S

@Tree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion E(«Mu*j 9"3‘4"\1" M
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance W YT

2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual

1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features (inc. those of indifferent form)

Part 2: Expediency assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualify

@ Immediate threat to tree
3) Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree - dM B 1} {HA.-L(} Su ¢ i/kf/

1) Precautionary only

Score & Notes

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO Add Scores forTotal: Decision:
1-6 TPO indefensible

7-11 Does not merit TPO :Z'C/ T P Gb
12-15 TPO defensible

16+ Definitely meritsTPO
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: ZS/[U/ 17 Surveyor: T FOK AL /’“ L IQ”)/( biA

Tree details

TPO Ref (if applicable): T v Tree/Group No: Species: /‘Ci\; Lk
Owner (if known): Location: [ s F{M A eies p—i“zﬁit

REFERTO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenitv assessment

a) Condition & suitability for TPO; where trees in good or fair condition have poor form, deduct 1 point

5) Good Highly suitable Score & Notes ,
@i Fair Suitable ‘ " Iy

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable v J) bQ\gL
0) Dead/dying/dangerous* Unsuitable

* Relates to existing context and 1s intended to apply to severe irremediable defects onlv

b) Retention span (in years) & suitability forTPO

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
@ 40-100 Very suitable

2) 20-40 Suitable

1) 10-20 Just suitable

0) <10%* Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or near future nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are Sl‘gnzﬁcantll' negating the
potential of other trees of better quality

c) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO
Consider realistic potential for future visibility with changed land use

5) Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable Score & Notes
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable
75 5. A
(y Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable
2)Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable

d) Other factors

Trees must have accrued 7 or more points (with no zero score} to qualify

5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees fcore 8? B VA v
@Tree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion EJOUJ./-&-.UJ-L) 3{75-(;.{" lM/M«/L{J wj’zuvw,‘
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance ’ )

2) Trees.of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual LGS Voo

1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features (inc. those of indifferent form)

Part 2: Expediencv assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualify

™~
@ Immediate threat to tree
3) Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree F@(Mﬂ (,1/95\.4;&/{; SN (}‘:2 .

1) Precautionary only

Score & Notes

Part 3: Decision guide

G Do not apply TPO Add Scores forTotal: Decision:

1-6 TPO indefensible 7

7-11 Does not merit TPO i C’ TP C}
12-15 TPO defensible

16+ Definitely merits TPO
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