Appendix no. 3

Tree Evaluation Method for Preservation Orders (TEMPQO)
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO):

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: {2-072. 1D Surveyor: i
Tree details L i o @ d\@C—LC{.\_‘)C;?\_fSh +
TPGRell A&7 ( 2O Tree/Group No: Species: oy en SO
Owner (if known): Camcessker o Be oo Lioa’ Srpl - redeurall Formaee
Location: .
ond st LoD OonioerS. by orcrent Loden CS&e
Doy (eocaibor . S loadh . elder, vott
Part 1: Amenity assessment . - . ’
beech. | oo el

a) Condition & suitability for TPO:

Refer to Guidance Note for definitions '\"EC;*_‘—-‘H“&‘\’"\ , blackid o .

C;lg;?d g{;i};gsumbk Score & N Oteg-sj‘r”rﬁ@ ok ooores | Corahsg
1} Poor Unlikely to be suitable -

0) Unsafe Unsuitable

0) Dead Unsuttable

b) Remaining longevity (in years) & suitability for TPO:
Refer to ‘Species Guide’ section in Guidance Note

P
5) 100+ Highly suitable . & . e e
4-100 Very suitable _‘bcore&NotesL’éN A ) Po el
2y 20-40 Suitable B2z el (OOurs T erwney &a-\quzhmb-j
1y 10-20 Just suitable et ool = o
0y <10 Unsuitable , BFee

¢) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO:
Consider realistic potential for future visibility with changed land use; refer to Guidance Note

5) Very large trees, or large trees that are prominent landscape features Highly suitable

(@Dl arge trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable Score & Notes
3) Medium trees, or larger trees with limited view only Just suitable On Onoloazs™ o
2) Small trees, or larger trees visible only with difficulty Unlikely to be suitable| Piahie Lo TRag]
1) Young, v. small, or trees not visible to the public, regardless of size  Probably unsuitable ok

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

rincipal components of arborjcultural features, or veteran trees
4} Members of groups of trees important for their cohesion .
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance | &7 rees vekeren [ pastetpen
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual Veeran Weds
1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features Drarc ipel oloomeoed@ Fecd e,

Score & Notes (&)

Part 2: Expediency assessment
Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualify; refer to Guidance Note

Known threat to tree
@F oreseeable threat (o tree Score & Notes
2) Perceived threat to free g ApDlee o -~ Lse Condd
1) Precautionary only W«”\'Qg
() Tree kncwn to be an actionable nuisance v

Part 3: Decision guide

Do not apply TPO Add Scores for Total: Decision:

TPO indefensible cores for Total: Decision:

[Joes not merit TPO 22 ez 3@ VOO
TPO defensible

Definitely merits TRPO
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO):

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Dater vz (7.0 SUrveyor: ANy

Tree details Mot b’t:ctcﬁ/\(ch%
TPO Ref: a6 (“ZO\U ) Tree/Group No: Species: Seolds @"\Q + velcermy

Owner (if known): L7 CokT 4 Ic)Q’QClr\

Location:

Part I: Amenity assessment
a) Condition & suitability for TPO:
Refer to Guidance Note for definitions

@qud Highly suitable Score & Notes @'D
3) Fair Suitable : _
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable Gioodl Coscholoen — ok OSoe )
0y Unsafe Unsuifable .
Clp s
)y Dead Unsuitable \O

by Remaining longevity (in years) & suitability for TPO:
Refer to “‘Species Guide’ section in Guidance Note

®OO+ Highly ;u.itab]e Score & Notes @

4y 40-100 Very suitable O - e

2) 20-40 Suitable Comder -~ Uxe Ceron tre a

1y 10-20 Just suitable trees, Laoe T ,chc/\ft (& e Wq—‘
0y <10 Unguitzble Lo

¢} Relative public visibility & suitability for TPQO:
Consider realistic potential for future visibility with changed land use; refer to Guidance Note

@J@ry large trees, or large trees that are prominent tandscape features Highly sujtable
_Score & Notes

4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable
3} Medium trees, or larger trees with limited view only Just suitable @ Prormet
2) Small trees, or larger trees visible only with difficulty Uniikely to be suitable Yo tre

1} Young, v. small, or trees not visible to the public, regardless of size  Probably unsuitable

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

@%inoipal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees

43 Members of groups of trees important for their cohesion

33 Trees with identifiable historic, commemarative or habitat importance
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual

1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features

Seore & Notes @

L e | p@'&:e/\ba
vielotro~ tred |,

Part 2: Expediency assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualify; refer to Guidance Note

D

nown threat to free
Foresezable threat to tree
23 Perceived threat to tree

1) Precautionary only
0) Tree known to be an actionable nuisance

Score & Notes

Part 3: Decision guide

Any D Do not apply TPO
E -6 TPO indefensible
7-10 Does not merit TPO

A

TPO defensible

i Add Scares for Total:

i Pecision:

Laer TOm

fl 4,

Definitely merits TPO
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TREE TYALTATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMEO)

Owner (ifknowa} {_oncay T
Location:

Gdy . s,
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Part 1: Amenjty assessment e H’\O’f\

a) Condition & suitability for TPO:
Refer to Guidanece Note for definitions

Date: (i io Surveycr U
Tree details LD taosrect bfchQQp
TPO Relt Ao ™ Qlo&@) Tree/Group No: Species:  TWHec e § .

Colt | e C:_L\CerQI
b\.f"df\ ‘Mczd-ﬂzi lu_/};}, 2 ;
bolin

ood Highly suitable .
3 Fair Suitable éf“”" j& &%
1% Poor Unlikely to be suitable = - ‘
0y Unsafe Unsuitable
0y Dead Unsuitable

b) Remaining longevity (in years) & suitability for TPO:
Refer to ‘Species Gulde’ section in Guidance Note

=2

Gioo+ Highly suitable g &N . !
4} 40-100 Very suitable Seore & Notes o P e |

2) 20-40 Suitable Py rees el §0 ce~meul For
;<19 Unsuitable Okt (g_OﬁSC} Ve ) - {_j %

¢) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO:
Consider realistic potential for future visibility with changed fand use; refer to Guidance Note

5} Very large trees, or large trees that are prominent landscape features Highly suitable
arge trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Surtable
3) Medium trees, or larger trees with limited view only Just suitable
2) Small trees, or larger trees visible only with difficulty Unlikely to be suitabie
1} Young, v. small, or trees not visible to the public, regardless of size  Probably unsuitable

Score & Notes
O s ie n
Pt v el

g
Aot

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

&,

@rmcipa] components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees

4) Members of groups of trees important for their cohesion

3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importancs
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual

1) Trees with none of the above additional redecming features

Score & Notes

poeent wad-evon kOEEy,

Part 2: Expediency assessment
Trees must have accrued § or more points to qualify; refer to Guidance Note

5} Known threat to tree

Foresecable threat (o tree
2) Perceived threat to tree
1} Precautionary only

Score & Notes @
Plo~cmey applecs e -

0) Tree known to be an actionable nuisance

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO Add Sear ] ) L L
T ares for Total: Decision:
1.6 TPO indefensible res ot Bien
7-10 Does not merit TFO rars Leoe VD |
114 TPO defensible— 1
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TREE EVALUATTON METHGD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEM

Lol el mnes oo,
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SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: {2- 07 (D Surveyor: T

Tree details Th Snfemor<

TPO Ref: Ags™ (‘10\(35 Tree/Group No: Species:  Tid- Mder

Owner (ifknown):  (_amesy . o T - T T3 Col

Location: T ok .
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Part 1: Amenity assessment TE ™ ¥
a) Conditien & suitability Tor TPO: T oot

Refer to Guidance Note for definitions

Gimood Highly suitable

3) Fair Suitable

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable AT e T
0) Unsafe Unsuitabie

() Dead Unsuitable

Score & Notes @ TS - Poor C’.D‘\C&L’Q:\Q“\
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b} Remaining longevity (in years) & suitability for TPO:
Refer to ‘Species Guide’ section in Guidance Note

T2 ooty logelold lder -

SO &Ly
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Highly suitable

. &)
Very suitable Score N’otes

@100+
§40-100

2)20-40 Suitable _A
13 10-20 Just suitable SRS
) <10 Unsuitable

VOOt e @S

¢} Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO:

Consider realistic potential for futare visibility with changed land use; refer to Guidance Note

5) Very targe trees, or large trees that are prominent landscape features
Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public

3) Medium frees, or larger trees with limited view only

2) Small trees, or larger wees visible only with difficulty

Iy Young, v. small, or trees not visible to the public, regardless of size

d} Gther factors

Mighly suitable
Suitable

Just suitable

Unlikely to be suitable
Probably unsuitable

Score & MNotes

@ veep Vg

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

@>rincipal components of arboricultural features, or veteran trees
4) Members of groups of trees important for their cohesion

3) Trees with identifiable historic, conumemorative or habitat importance

2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual
1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features

Score & Wotes @
Uglerm~—a+ o~ e~ ey

Part 2: Expediency assessment
Trees must have accrued 9 or more poings to qualify; refer to Guidance

Note

@(nown threat to tree

3) Foreseeable threat to tree

2) Perceived threat to tree

1} Precautionary only

0) Tree known to be an actionable nuisance

Score & Motes

Pro~rey e PPlicn o -
Qe wf‘d(MBV\QS‘

Part 3: Decision guide

Any G Do not apply TPO Add Scores for " ..
: s for Total: Decis :
A TPO indefensible cores for Tota ecision
7-10 Daes not merit TPO . T N v (2
TPO defensible L4 Saoe TPO

Definitely merits TPO



