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Tree Evaluation Method for Preserved Trees (TEMPO)




TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS {TEMPO)

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

REFER TO GUIBANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part t: Amenity assessment
a} Condition & suitability for TPO

%};}?Od Isiigthlb); suitable Score & Notes @
air uitable
e d a goald
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable e~ rﬁ_ﬂﬂ ey o o %
() Dead Unsuitable Caorgh . da=
0) 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
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* *Includes trees which are an existing or near future nuisance, including those clegrly outgrowing their context, or which are significantly negating the
porential of other trees of berter quality

¢} Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO
Consider realistic potential for fiure visibility with changed land use
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Trees must have acerted 7 or more points {with ne zero score) to qualify

5) Principal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees .
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Part 2: Expediency assessment

Trees must have acaued 9 or more points to qua]gfy
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Part 3: Decision guide
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