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CITY COUNCIL

TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO):
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

pate: (5/(0/(7

Surveyor: A TAYCOAL

Tree details
TPO Ref: T2- Cowdout lﬂn\m Tree/Group No:
Location: wovth ¢, 35 (efea

The Southampton () Tree Preservatlon Order201

Species: Mwlg
TI o P[&U/l

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

Refer to Guidance Note for definitions

=

G)Good Highly suitable Score & Notes
3) Fair Suitable
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable
0) Dead Unsuitable
0) Dying/dangerous*® Unsuitable

* Relates to existing condition and is intended to apply to severe irremediable effects only.

b) Remaining longevity (in years) & suitability for TPO:

7

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
@40-100 Very suitable
%) 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 pofential 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.
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 points (with no zero score) to qualify

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

(T) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features

Highly suitable
Suitable

Just suitable

Barely suitable
Probably unsuitable

Score & Notes

12

Score & Notes

14

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
1) Precautionary only.

Score & Notes

wef

7T

ol e

Part 3: Decision guide

Add Scores for Total:

17

Decision:

TAO

Any 0 Do not apply TPO
1-6 TPO indefensible
7-10 Does not merit TPO
11-14 TPO defensible

15+ Definitely merits TPO
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THAMPTON
CITY COUNCIL

TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO):
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: 0 /10 / 14 Surveyor: ) "TAY/OV

Tree details T

TPO Ref: T2- _éewvyw‘“ 'A"’e&\ Tree/Group No; Species: CEDHQ
Location: warkl Houle , 85 Pugletea Rood.

The Southampton ( ) Tree Preservation Order 201 T5 own p&u«l

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

Refer to Guidance Note for definitions

(&) Good Highly suitable Score & Notes
3) Fair Suitable -
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable 6
0) Dead Unsuitable

0) Dying/dangerous* Unsuitable
* Relates to existing condition and is intended to apply to severe iremediable effects only.

b) Remaining longevity (in years) & suitability for TPO:

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes
40-100 Very suitable 9

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.

@ Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees. Highly suitable

4) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable Score & Notes
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Just 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

3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habit importance ‘ 6

Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features

aTrees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual

Part 2: Expediency assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualify.
Score & Notes

5) Immediate threat to tree
@) Foreseeable threat to tree I 8

2) Perceived threat to tree
1) Precautionary only.

Part 3: Decision guide

';-\nﬁy 0 ?38‘_” :prly T;o Add Scores for Total: Decision:

- indefensible

7-10 Does not merit TPO (g TPO
11-14 TPO defensible

15+ Definitely merits TPO
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO):
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: (O/'l()(('—?' Surveyor: [\ T

Tree details .
TPO Ref: T2- Cmgmuaw» Prea Tree/Group No: Species: @aj(
Location: Mwa\‘-@& hewde 85 A.tglefm Poud TE o (0!

The Southampton ( ) Tree Preservation Order 201

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

Refer to Guidance Note for definitions

5) Good Highly suitable Score & Notes
Fair Suitable 3
) Poor Unlikely to be suitable
0) Dead Unsuitable

0) Dying/dangerous* Unsuitable

* Relates to existing condition and is intended to apply to severe iremediable effects only.

b) Remaining longevity (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
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
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Just suitable
2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable I 2
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardiess 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
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habit importance I 3
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual

Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features

Part 2: Expediency assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualify.
Score & Notes

&) Immediate threat to tree
3) Foreseeable threat to tree ‘ g

2) Perceived threat to tree
1) Precautionary only.

Part 3: Decision guide

::\%y 0 ?; gqt c«'?mfply TgO Add Scores for Total: Decision:
- Indetensible

710 Does not merit TPO | B TO
11-14 TPO defensible

15+ Definitely merits TPO
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO):
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: O/ IO/ (F Surveyor: [\)T; AY‘M

Tree details | .

TPO Ref: T2- (onSev | ot AM Tree/Group No: Species: Oaj(
Location: Z, Anglegen Ww@@ [

The Southampton ( ) Tree Preservation Order 2 I+ own 4 .

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

Refer to Guidance Note for definitions

5) Good Highly suitable Score & Notes
Fair Suitable

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable 3

0) Dead Unsuitable

0) Dying/dangerous* Unsuitable
* Relates to existing condition and is intended to apply to severe irremediable effects only.

b) Remaining longevity (in years) & suitability for TPO:

5) 100+ Highly suitable Scors & Notes s d Mézw] %ﬁ b 4

4) 40-100 Very suitable Jdnono ':j
20-40 Suitable 5 ~ o w

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
C:?Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable Score & Notes
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Just suitable

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

3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habit importance ] !

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

dTrees with none of the above additional redeeming features

Part 2: Expediency assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualify.

Score & Notes
(B)Immediate threat to tree KWJ “U"L’/ fj@l‘w«“&\u
3) Foreseeable threat to tree !6 — LMM\ OC M

2) Perceived threat to tree
1) Precautionary only.

Part 3: Decision guide

':\%y 0 _'?g(g‘?t :wa TlI)DIO Add Scores for Total: Decision:

- indefensible i
7-10 Does not merit TPO /é / P O
11-14 TPO defensible

15+ Definitely merits TPO
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO):
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

vae: 10f 017 Surveyor ) I

Tree details Coms N A

TPO Ref: T2- 2~ 2. Tree/Group No: Species:

Location: MémLﬁM 2, 85 2o M Loweows  ALANE
The Southampton () Tree Preservation Order 201 TZ on pw

Part 1: Amenity assessment
a) Condition & suitability for TPO:
Refer to Guidance Note for definitions

Good Highly suitable Score & Notes “Tae2 S « {,gqﬂ fb/éug{
) Fair Suitable ; : '
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable 5
0) Dead Unsuitable Sﬂéfc'w )

0) Dying/dangerous* Unsuitable
* Relates o existing condition and is intended to apply fo severe irremediable effects only.

b) Remaining longevity (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
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
Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable Score & Notes
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Just suitable
2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty Barely suitable l %
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardiess 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

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

@Trees with none of the above additional redeeming features

Part 2: Expediency assessment

Trees must have accrued 9 or more points to qualify.
Score & Notes

Immediate threat to tree

) Foreseeable threat to tree \ 9
2) Perceived threat to tree
1) Precautionary only.

Part 3: Decision guide

/1\%3/ 0 _I?Ig gqt :pfply T_lI)DIO Add Scores for Total: Decision:
- inaetensible '
7-10 Does not merit TPO \{? / PO

11-14 TPO defensible

15+ Definitely merits TPO



