TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

owe: [0/0F/ 2018 Sorvero: Tk Fortih ) Niethgan, Msolsanit.

Tree details =
TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: TI Species: P uLs u"em/
Owner (if known): yH S Location: S

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 | point

))Good Highly suitable
3@);‘;1‘ Score &~Notes C(,gjg +i W §w/(§.(ﬁ.( M_

Suitable

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable VMC, bblj: 30@‘- VJjM a}‘L W/\

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

8‘100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes

4)H0-100 Very suitable W w
WL ov- Imlblﬁ Lrsines

7) 20-40 Suitable Mo ob

1) 10-20 Just suitable

0) <10* Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or nearfuture nuisance, including those clearlv outgrowing their context, or which are significantly negating the
potential of other trees of better quality

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

@er)f large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable Score & Notes

Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable Luw,hi, P(,LLLLL
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable N‘w ot P\yw{' BM
2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable Z - - =
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable M WD‘L@—‘ WL‘N‘ g

d) Other factors d- '

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

A1 ) Score & Notes
5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees

4)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
@‘rees 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 yualify

5) Immediate threat to tree
) Score & Notes

@Foreseeable threat to tree *
2) Perceived threat to tree PN)'DLLL W Wt“

1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO
1-6 TPO indefensible
7-11 Does not merit TPO | 8 TYO

12-15 TPO defensible
a1l
to+ Definitely merits TPO Pag =IO

Add Scores for Total: Decision:




TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: 10/07 /20)8 Surveyor: Tdbk FML / M@’d‘d“&_ MCWW

Tree details

TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: " Z. Species: Yw U:'gm,
Owner (ifknown): M HG Location:

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

@G(?od Highly suitable Score & Notes ; ¢ 3 Y
3) Fair Suitable T S '7 .
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable \m (Abfe t \'LO-V‘L ) wa 9%&9

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

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

2) 20-40 Suitable Mo ohwees

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 significantly 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

@Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable
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 Score & Notes

4) Tree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion EXW (fovrl./v\ .
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance
@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: Expediencv assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to L[UCI]_I["

5) Immediate threat to t
) gautolfree Score & Notes

@Foreseeable threat to tree .
2) Perceived threat to tree ‘,W\Q/ ‘Wulj MW :

1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

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

7-11 Does not merit TPO ‘ q T PO
12-15 TPO defensible Pag 1A

16+ Definitely merits TPO -



TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: [0/ 07 /2008 Surveyor: Tak Fonadll/ Nothiar. Akewlisaund

Tree details
TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Gro
Owner (if known): 2 HS Location:

up No: T g Species: Od‘k

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 FW L ove (-UUHO‘V\ ot

Y)Fair Suitable

GI)JPoor Unlikely to be suitable bose . CM‘) l‘d“ ‘WQUN M P\"'U.Mﬂ—d. .

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

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
(@)40-100 Very suitable be wits  votoan Tuee
2) 20-40 Suitable Q‘W-
1) 10-20 Just suitable e
0) <10% Unsuitable e -

*Includes trees which are an existing or nearfuture nuisance, including those clearlv outgrowing their context, or which are significantly negating the

potential of other trees of becter 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
@_arge trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable
) 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

d) Other factors

Probably unsuitable

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

Score & Notes

Ve, frovn Wi
sudau) -

5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees S-core & Notes
4) Tree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion th
@Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance
) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual ﬂ j

Lebdat value as

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

Part 2: Expedlency assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualyfr

5) Immediate threat to tree

Foreseeable threat to tree
2) Perceived threat to tree
1) Precautionary only

Score & Notes

Trohable. Loty dastlopuont

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO

1-6 TPO indefensible

7-11 Does not merit TPO

12-15 TPO defensible Pa

16+ Definitely merits TPO

Add Scores for Total:

V7

Decision:

THO

ge-15



TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Due: 0/07 (2018 Swveor: Tk Foxath/ Mathaan  Mewbouu

Tree details

TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: T4, Species: g(ﬂw
Owner (if known): NHS Location:

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

@Good Highly suitable Score & Notes Muﬂl" M at bm'/ ﬁj[p\j

3) Fair Suitable | -
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable / _8 WA DA

0) Dead/dying/dangerous*  Unsuitable

* Relates to existing contest 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 suitable

0) <10% Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or near future nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are Signyricant/)' 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

@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 Vg

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

2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable S -
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable W wh bj_

d) Other factors

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

™ " . Score & Notes
5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees

4) 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
@l‘rees 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

S) Immediate threat to tree
(5) Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree P M )L’L \"M MOM
1) Precautionary only \L ‘Aﬂ

Part 3: Decision guide

Score & Notes

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

7-11 Does not merit TPO \ 8 T PO

12-15 TPO defensible 1A
16+ Definitely merits TPO Page =




TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: Yo /0 /2018 Surveyor: Tack Emuk/ NotAuam MCM

Tree details
TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: T S Species: odk
Owner (if known): £y HS Location:

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

3@;1(:3?0d lS-lighEi suitable Score & Notes ] R
air uitable w l . b ¥ *( A m )

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable o 6' f'ﬁ M !' $ )
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

@)\100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes 3
40-100 Very suitable < Lputde M wiy vt Tret
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 Signficunc/)' negating the

potential of other trees of better quality

<) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO
Consider realistic potential for futuz‘e visibility with changed land use

@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 UUELL ':f'blﬂ\

3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable oW M“j : WL L
2)Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable =g . . i

1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable W H:ll.Mb\ svke Lf )

d) Other factors

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

- . Score & Notes
5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees ’ l )
4) Tree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion H\’l{\ LJLM g W Mk
(?Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance
)

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

5) Immediate threat to tree

& Not
@) Foreseeable threat to tree Yo oS

7) Perceived threat to tree v LQLLL \"‘0'( ‘4‘.‘9 MWOMX, ;
1) Precautionary only P

Part 3: Decision guide

Aoy @ Do not apply TPO Add Scores for Total: Decision:
1-6 TPO indefensible
7-11 Does not merit TPO 7 ) TPO
12-15 TPO defensible

e 17
16+ Definitely merits TPO Pagv =7



TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: 10/07/20‘8 Surveyor: UM'L FM/NW MC\M

Tree details
TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: | § Species: Oak
Owner (ifknown): N HS Location:

REFERTO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part |: 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 & Not. M m—- ¢ W
g{Fair Suitable core! & s esb l UU'LI ! 'MW M i I ’
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable $U.f ! A I ‘_'j w : uw

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

@ 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes .

) 40-100 Very suitable 1 I ’ W l dz ,.dm‘.‘ AA 10
2) 20-40 Suitable 5 ) g
1) 10-20 Just suitable
0) <10* Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or neurfuture nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are Signijricant{y’ negating the
potential of other trees of better quality

c) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO
Consider realistic potential_ﬁ)rfutut‘e visibility with changed land use

5) Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable Score & Notes

@Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable Vqli . &"MM
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable v oA L, . Ve
2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable . (1 - . ] )
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable \',{" . WA S 'ﬂ:

d) Other factors

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

o . Score & Notes
5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees

4) Tree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion MM Ol/k - ]./djL\ \M‘LM
@Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance
) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual WJ.MQ, .
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

5) Immediate threat to tree
\ Score & Notes
3y Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree P nbaL(L WM bem

1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO
1-6 TPO indefensible

7-11 Does not merit TPO 2 O T ?O

12-15 TPO defensible 19
16+ Definitely merits TPO Pag

Add Scores for Total: Decision:




TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE
Due: 10/07/2018  Surverer Fo b Fomph/ Notthan. Meurluune
Tree details

TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: |~ 7 Species: 4 ¢ L\
Owner (if known): MHg 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

@Good Highly suitable Score & Notes
)

Fair Suitable o
1) Poor Sewne.  uitowme pr UMy

Unlikely to be suitable <J'
0) Dead/dying/dangerous* Unsuitable Owo. LAraﬁ, AQQAL w ;

* Relates to evisting contest and is intended to apply to severe irremediable defects on[('

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

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

7) 20-40 Suitable

) 10-20 Just suitable

0) <10* Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or nearfuture nuisance, including those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are significantly negating the
potential of other trees of beter quality

c) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO
Consider realistic potential_ﬁnfuture 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

i . Score & Notes
§) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees

4) 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
@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 points to yualify

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

2) Perceived threat to tree .
1) Precautionary only P VUA)O‘LLL W\N‘j MW& 2

Part 3: Decision guide

Score & Notes

Any 0 Do notapply TPO Add Scores for Total: Decision:

1-6 TPO indefensible

7-11 Does not merit TPO ) 7 T? 0
12-15 TPO defensible Pa”p Q

16+ Definitely merits TPO J



TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: (0 / 07 /2018 Surveyor: Tk Foxphh / Natthign Meuoucs

Tree details ’ N
TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/ Group No: (& ’ Species: 7 NV‘ PWAM ng'm
Owner (if known): AJHC Location:

REFERTO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenityv assessment

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

5) Good Highly suitable Score & Notes SewAL. Su{wﬁh"’\ wA
@F air Suitable < 3 . EN\ ot
) Poor Unlikely to be suitable ] I / "
0) Dead/dying/dangerous* Unsuitable 0 ' t

7 — 7 —
* Relates to existing context and is intended to apply to severe irremediable defects onl 'Q W §\w-ﬁ;-w¢’ .

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

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
@40—]00 Very suitable

2) 20-40 Suitable

1) 10-20 Just suitable

0) <10* Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are an existing or neal'future nuisance, inc]uding those clearly outgrowing their context, or which are sign_iﬁcantb' negating the

potential of other trees of better quality

<) 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 Score & Notes
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable ‘H'L{ul) Wm
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable l 4 l * J )

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 \MA g(:ﬁ, CEF

d) Other factors

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

. & Not =
5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees Score Eo e }) E z ‘ :

@Tree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance l)b/
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)

E]

4

Part 2: Expediencv assessment
Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to L[ualyfr

5) Immediate threat to tree
) © Score & Notes
( Jj)Foreseeable threat to tree
)

Perceived threat to tree YWL(L W\M’ MO‘PM .

1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

Any O Do not apply TPO Add Scores for Total: Decision:
1-6 TPO indefensible

7-11 Does not merit TPO l q T ?O
12-15 TPO defensible Pag N

16+ Definitely merits TPO =



TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: |0/ 67 /2018 Surveror: STk Fosih / Nathar Mclbliuune

Tree details
TPO Ref (if applicable):

Owner (if known): NHS

3 M Coppo Baseln
Species: K Nv PW

Tree/Group No: qz_ ij
| Mo Lume

Location:

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 Score & Notes L_(,J SLM“A— [M Sowl
@ Fair Suitable Aul wv& . C_w_ P
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable

0) Dead/dying/dangerous* Unsuitable bu'-t W S-b}[‘— EU’&“ 9“"“ ey M

* Relates to existing context and is intended to apply to severe irremediable defects only M M §LMP;HM 'pu)t‘ OM \A/u/(

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

o

0%/ 100+ Highly suitable Score & Not '

R ghly s core otes N N
40-100 Very suitable YW O‘V\ h.l’lAMMﬂ J U.Al-(ﬁ:ov\ oA k

2) 20-40 Suitable F odapAg ‘

1) 10-20 Just suitable M w S ’ \
0) <10% Unsuitable

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

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

@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

_— . Score & Notes
SE Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees

ree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion

v
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual to W J A ) 4”“*{

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 41uulyj'

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

1) Precautionary only

Score & Notes

Peoable. ousiney Aovelogwasst.

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO
1-6 TPO indefensible

Add Scores for Total: Decision:

7-11 Does not merit TPO Z_ O T P O
12-15 TPO defensible

ha 21
16+ Definitely merits TPO Pagc ==



TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: 1o /07 /20\8 Surveyor: juk Foxcath /NW MCM,

Tree details

TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: Tg Species: Od,k
Owner (if known): N HS' Location:

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

@Good Highly suitable Score & Notes
3) Fair Suitable
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

@ 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
4) 40-100 Very suitable } t m -
2) 20-40 Suitable sw M m '
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 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

ery large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable Score & Notes 5
@;Zarge trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable ﬂcd_jm 5 P‘}" IN#
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable Og V/»ﬂ_‘j M_
2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable V‘Uu[ﬂ- S - .
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable - W !bLu.A.;l > [d:

i | %l. -
d) Other factors

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

L . Score & Notes
é Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees

Tree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion FW W d‘g (4#9&/\
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance ! l l

2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual SM‘P :

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

5) Immediate threat to tree
@ Foreseeable threat to tree

7) Perceived threat to tree -
1) Precautionary only PMU)Q/ L\M\”‘g (WW

Part 3: Decision gui(le

Score & Notes

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

7-11 Does not merit TPO 2_2_ [ ?0

12-15 TPO defensible ~Nn
) defensible Pag

16+ Definitely merits TPO e




TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: \0/07/20\8 Surveyor: 311(,& chl*/ NW /QLM

Tree details
TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: Tq Species: §,j CAIMALAN.
Owner (if known): NHS Location:

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

@Good Highly suitable Score & Notes “f"ﬁw gufvl.ﬁ‘u-\« oA Ve §\J~Q Wy

gove . Tylk canepy, sour Wilewme pUULILY

3) Fair Suitable
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable
0) Dead/dying/dangerous* Unsuitable

Close & M»M

* 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 suitable

0) <10%* Unsuitable

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

potential of other trees of better quality

c) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO
Consider realistic potential_ﬁ)rfuture visibility with changed land use

.

.&.

@J)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 P

3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable L(-C m Sm M
2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable l

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

o 3 Score & Notes
5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees

4) 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

@Tx ees 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

5) Immediate threat to tree
) Score & Notes
) Foreseeable threat to tree

@Percei@d threat to tree PTDM\Q W AQ‘KJ()?\AM

1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

/]\nG)' 0 ?;Ono-t splf’l)' T;O Add Scores for Total: Decision:
- indefensible .
7-11 Does not merit TPO \ g T PC)
12-15 TPQ defensible

o 22
16+ Definitely merits TPO Pag"’ .



TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE
bw 10 /07 /2008 S Jark Fawath) Natha Mvolvsunt
Tree details

TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: TIo Species: HW}Q CW/
Owner (if known): NHS Location:

REFERTO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

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

@)Goocl Highly suitable Score & Notes G 0 € I ; Gg M‘ AN

3) Fair Suitable
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

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

620-40 Suitable

1) 10-20 Just suitable

0) <10% Unsuitable

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

potential of other trees of better quality

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

@Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees Highly suitable Score & Notes
) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable PM ‘Ajdﬂw‘i ’6
3) Medium t 3 ith limited vi | Suitabl bl A2 IIIUHA
) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only uitable u(/ : :

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 dNA \,\.Nb‘lu.& OpAp N4
0§ sk . '

d) Other factors

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

A . Score & Notes
5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees .
)
4) Tree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion \/M W W (] 6“ M
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance ¢ P
@rrees 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: Expediencv assessment
Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualify

5) Immediate threat to tree
) Score & Notes
@ Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree Pm&dbu./ Wh‘j AMFM .

1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

An.y 0 Do not apply TPO Add Scores for Total: Decision:
1-6 TPO indefensible

7-11 Does not merit TPO \ 7 T ? O
A

12-15 TPO defensible o)
16+ Definitely merits TPO Pag =T




TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS -TEMPO
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE
Date: |0/67 /2018 Surveyor: Tk Foxath / Mavkain. Mewhuitg
Tree details Sucamovt , gak , bezeln,

TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/ Group No: \ A/ l Species: g8 L\!
Owner (if known):  MH S Location:

REFERTO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part [: Amenity assessment

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

(?Sa?:d Is—li%hlb)i suitable Score & Notes SO'\M@ ; d&-bﬂ-{L W Jﬁlff 0? ak 3
uitable
~ beceda.

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable ove
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

Gy100+ 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 clearly outgrowing their context, or which are significantly negating the
potencial of other trees of becter quality

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

CS})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 ?m ] AL
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable | o MUb_
2)Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable M SLM-
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable &hﬂ\ Lﬂ-ﬂf‘\— a4

d) Other factors W ¥ B )

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

5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees
4)Iree groups, or members of groups important for their cohesion PWM (‘“L‘J “A"’Q‘ (5 ! L:tu Lo~
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance 9/7‘]761 QA L-, o.NJk

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: Expediencv assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualifi:

5) Immediate threat to tree
_,.) Score & Notes
@ Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree YM@“L W\M@ O\—QM WMA*

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 2—2« T FO
12-15 TPO defensible Pa 5

16+ Definitely merits TPO
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