TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS - TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: |7/09 /Z(] Surveyor: 'jg(ﬁ FG“XALL

Tree details Hovse W

TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: W' Species: WI SMW

Owner (if known): Location:gﬁw}, E [ a L D g , W
7

¥ = J
REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenity assessment
a) Condition & suitability for TPO

5) Good Highly suitable

3) Fair/satisfactory Suitable seare & Notes

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable Md"’“) M Si’w"% Lvd: Sowe wuetht demﬂ

0) Dead/dying/dangerous* Unsuitable

* Relates to existing context and is intended to apply to severe /rremed?éb/e defects only

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

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes 4_
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 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—

4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable Vi y Wﬁi

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

2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable B.,\.qu L n 4 L_,”c[uj
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 N
5) Principal components of formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees SEOHE o NBIES

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

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)
-1) Trees with poor form or which are generally unsuitable for their location

Part 2: Expediency assessment
Trees must have accrued 10 or more points to qualify

5) Immediate threat to tree inc. s.211 Notice
Score & Notes 3

)

3) Foreseeable threat to tree :

2) Perceived threat to tree Ouﬂm '11 W WAL k
)

1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

ﬁnsy . _I?sg .lc: dlzzyslf Add Scores for Total: Decision:

7-11 Does not merit TPO ‘ g T ?O
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: {7/09 /ZO Surveyor: T@J\ Fm

Tree details W ML ABh, me
TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: W.Z  Species: bw\-}\ d,lJ.Q,V Lcd@

Owner (if known): Location: HW(,N Uw MM

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

X

Part 1: Amenity assessment
a) Condition & suitability for TPO

5) Good Highly suitable Scona B Notes 3 -

3) Fair/satisfactory Suitable R :l m : A ey
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable MUM/ WM‘J)“(’L ’ L 9

0) Dead/dying/dangerous*  Unsuitable W T doce

* Relates to existing context and is intended to apply to sever® irremediable ﬂefects only

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

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes 4,
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 potential of other trees of better quality

¢) 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—
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable T
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable PW(MWE W Sbﬂvw EVJ?QL"‘/
2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty ~ Barely suitable pu))lﬁ«c w M wskt !
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable =
S Al pudas .
d) Other factors

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

- . Score & Notes 4—
5) Principal components of formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees - O
4) Tree groups, or principal members of groups important for their cohesion sigW ‘0"72 j’m*f
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance | ’ [ !
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual iM' e Olﬁa\;?)‘ofdk-
1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features (inc. those of indifferent form)
-1) Trees with poor form or which are generally unsuitable for their location

Part 2: Expediency assessment
Trees must have accrued 10 or more points to qualify

5) Immediate threat to tree inc. s.211 Notice S & Not 3
3) Foreseeable threat to tree core otes

2) Perceivgd threat to tree OUﬂUNZ afvuub_m,\ [‘MW I’W un WZ

1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

Ang.a Do not apply TPO Add Scores for Total: Decision:
1-6 TPO indefensible

7-11 Does not merit TPO ‘ 8 T r O

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: 7/09 /20  Surveyor Jpo)e Foxalk
Tree details 0&»1’1—/ bk, bl ,

TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: W) Species:

Owner (if known): Location: Ewl% {t Eg ! L

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenity assessment
a) Condition & suitability for TPO

5) Good Highly suitable
3) Fair/satisfactory Suitable Score & Notes 5

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable Ci.«z;}e_ Q‘W\MM M ’iﬂw W@l’ b"‘t

0) Dead/dying/dangerous* Unsuitable o ‘“g’ o~ (s
* Relates to existing context and is intended to apply to severe irremediabfe defects only

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

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes 4_
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 potential of other trees of better quality

¢) 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 g
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable F h =]
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable VW}LL . S ' BV “4 '7("‘
2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable CM LM"% PO'ML
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
r
5) Principal components of formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees Score & Notes 4

4) Tree groups, or principal members of groups important for their cohesion S!ql}wf(l.&uﬁ, 9

3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance

2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual AL OQA'U{O[‘&‘ 'v'(k M
1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features (inc. those of indifferent form)

-1) Trees with poor form or which are generally unsuitable for their location

Part 2: Expediency assessment
Trees must have accrued 10 or more points to qualify

5) Immediate threat to tree inc. s.211 Notice S 2 Not
3) Foreseeable threat to tree core otes

2) Perceivgd threat to tree O\ﬂ;lm MPW Wdﬂﬂ‘ﬂj WW/L, df WS

1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO
1-6 TPO indefensible )
7-11 Does not merit TPO [ 7 T? C)
12-15 TPO defensible

16+ Definitely merits TPO

Add Scores for Total: Decision:
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS - TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: ;7/ 0§/20  Surveyor: Jﬂl)’(

Tree details
TPO Ref (if applicable):
Owner (if known):

,, 59W Ao, waL
Tree/Group No: W[r Species: Ag(/\

Location: W&tt:;? ﬂep !! S “ l ’\1'_‘ { :Al;

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenity assessment
a) Condition & suitability for TPO

5) Good Highly suitable
3) Fair/satisfactory Suitable

Score & Notes 3

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable LUAM*I&L Amess, buk ﬂﬂr‘w wu QGOJ

0) Dead/dying/dangerous*  Unsuitable

by zonan

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

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

5) 100+ Highly suitable
4) 40-100 Very suitable
2) 20-40 Suitable

1) 10-20 Just suitable
0) <10* Unsuitable

Score & Notes 2_

*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

¢) 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 3
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable g“‘r ,IJ: :f £
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable V“J’\Q F W

2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable M M 50&7, W

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

d) Other factors

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

5) Principal components of formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees

4) Tree groups, or principal members of groups ?mportant for their cohesion (@W 51-,,“1; M «i,a..{.dt

3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual \NW“&/I%L o™ IJ:QW

Probably unsuitable

§

Score & Notes

W™

1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features (inc. those of indn"ferent form)
-1) Trees with poor form or which are generally unsuitable for their location

Part 2: Expediency assessment

Trees must have accrued 10 or more points to qualify

5) Immediate threat to tree inc. s.211 Notice
3) Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree

1) Precautionary only

Score & Notes 2

O uhhu qvhuﬁw :

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO
1-6 TPO indefensible
7-11 Does not merit TPO
12-15 TPO defensible

16+ Definitely merits TPO

Add Scores for Total: Decision:

(S TY0
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS - TEMPO
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: {7 /09 /20 Surveyor: ‘Jddl FWM

Tree details , ok, A, g*jw f’ub‘" UVUJC'W/
TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: wS Species: Bazeda i burn

Owner (if known): Location: w d‘f UW Lé’xlﬂw\
Z /

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenity assessment
a) Condition & suitability for TPO

5) Good Highly suitable

3) Fair/satisfactory Suitable

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

* Relates to existing context and is intended to apply to severe lrremedlab/e defects on/y W b wt Ué l ‘j“’ v[»y b h

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

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes 4_
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 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

3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable VM[}PQ j;‘ b ﬂ d’“‘u’ W?m
2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable Sl}kfl m}ry

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 4-
5) Principal components of formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees

4) Tree groups, or principal members of groups important for their cohesion Mo,)m/‘ WJ@ W&}MQL 9*54)‘)

3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual VWW wfe rl'ﬂdﬂ,wll«
1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features (inc. those of indifferent form)

-1) Trees with poor form or which are generally unsuitable for their location

Part 2: Expediency assessment
Trees must have accrued 10 or more points to qualify

5) Immediate threat to tree inc. 5.211 Notice
3) Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree - - %
1) Precautionary only OW H‘Dw

Part 3: Decision guide

Score & Notes ;

Any 0 Do not apply TPO Add S 3 .
cores for Total: Decision:

1-6 TPO indefensible

7-11 Does not merit TPO T

12-15 TPO defensible ‘ 7 PO

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

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: {7 / 4Q [2¢  Surveyor .\TLL(} F@'XM

Tree details i 0‘()"" Sjdmevt , allw, uA
TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: W6 Species: poplar, borth

Owner (if known): Location: Nesveh -

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenity assessment
a) Condition & suitability for TPO

5) Good Highly suitable :
3) Fair/satisfactory Suitable Seore & Notes 3

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable Sow 50\‘»* SW, w4y M at Fboan ewd

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_
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 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— -
4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable ?W W PM‘WW
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable ) -~ d
2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty ~ Barely suitable L_‘#[,u) L‘L LUU)\ \/(D‘?Mk
1) Trees not visible to th blic, regardless of size Probably unsuitable - .

) Trees not visible to the public, regar obably Q!i ﬁ,\m!

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

. Score & Notes /;
5) Principal components of formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees ~ 4— =
4) Tree groups, or principal members of groups important for their cohesion T I"D‘\MWWL w@U’Q W

3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance m M/P a a l d {%

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) /
-1) Trees with poor form or which are generally unsuitable for their location

Part 2: Expediency assessment

Trees must have accrued 10 or more points to qualify

5) Immediate threat to tree inc. s.211 Notice
3) Foreseeable threat to tree
2) Perceived threat to tree

Score & Notes 3

1) Precautionary only . Om MDW\{

Part 3: Decision guide

AT De n,Ot apply ,TPO Add Scores for Total: Decision:
1-6 TPO indefensible

7-11 Does not merit TPO b

12-15 TPO defensible } 3 T P 0
16+ Definitely merits TPO
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