Location

it SRR

Tree No. Date

10 /'al./'u;l(

Assessor

MoALL

Preliminary Assessment - [enter N/A if NONE]

v

Group
Individual

=

[Area =
|Woodland Refer to guidance notes

Continue with inspection |

¥

Assessment of whether tree is exempt from protection or removal can be justified within 10 years
1]

Is the tree a policy
exemption 7

1: Publicly owned trees under no known threat, |.e. in parks highways or churchyards, etc

A 4

2. Statutory sxemption not relating to conditions, 1.8, hedge, stc.

v

Iy

3 Low visibility and little realistic pessibility of becoming more eo,

4: Small tree balow a council agreed size threshold for proteciion.

5: Conflicts with local policy, Le. detracts from setting of a listed building, etc.

ﬂ,,

Is the tree at high
risk ?

v

&: Dead, dying, diseased or declining.

7: Severe damage/structural defects with no potential for recovery.

8: Instability, L.e. poor anchorage, increased exposurs, ats.

I

S Excessive, savers and intolerable inconvenience to the extert that a DCLG is likely to

Od.l Joj ajgeynsun <«—— ©

e e

Is the tree an authorise tree removal et appeal, |.e. dominance, debris, interference, eic.
inconvenience or
nuisance 7 10: Excessive, severe and intolerable physical damage to property to the extent that a DCLG
is likely to authorise tree removal at appeal, 1.6, severe structural damage to surfacing and = Tl
buildings, stc.
11: Damage/structural dafects with a low potential for recovery/improvement. - =
Could the tree be s SEWA > —
removed for good 12: No realistic potential to improve. e
mﬁ:;u;e 13; Remaoval would benefit better adjacent trees, |.e. adverse physical interference, shading, ste > =]
14: Unacceptably sxpensive to retain. > =]
l 15: Out of Character and/or unsuitable for setting. > =
Suitable for TPO
,/ *|\Veteran » Yes
" *| Historic ™ Yes [
No Special Factors . i e
P > Rare = Yes [
/ Ecologigat’ Yes [
r / /
T Add scores for each
Other Trees Viewers four aspectsman:
0= Many > 0 = Few > 0=10-20 years - » show the sum beiow
1=NotOor2 1=Notlor2 1=NotDor2 to determine the level
2=Few 2 = Many 2 ==>40 years

of suitability.

“in + / + = 0
A s J
v s Y v
| LowSuitability (0-2) } Yes | | Average Suitafility (3-5) | Yes | | High Suitability (6-8) [ Yes [
| S L >l
v v /4 . R v B g v v v
No Known | Perceived Krown Immeadiate Mo K Percaived Known Immediate No Known | Perceived Kngwn Immadiate
Thraat Threat & Threat Threat frest Threat Threat Threat Threat Threat Threat Threat
Yes Yes Yes Yes /" Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
v v v / v ¥ v ¥ v
N°;;fjd 0| o Prioeity | ‘Naemal Urgent N°.:.‘;§ . | Lo Bty | Nommal Urgent N“::‘: 1] | ow Pricity | - Normal Urgent
Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
-
Noaction | Yes Low Priority Yes | Nomal Priority | Yes | [ urgent  [ves|




Tandridge District Council
Tree Preservation Order (TPO) — Survey and Decision Guide

Date: ’Lﬁ/ D’Lf "u)Ié

Surveyor: MS(&U— CALL
"TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: Species:
Location:  _foniLawl !
NSRS NUT (QK 50 AT

Part 1: Public visibility

Is the entire tree/s or part of the tree/s visibie from a public
highway, right of way, public open space or large number of
cccupied dweliings, or have the potential to do so?
*Consideration shouid also be given for those trees where a
likely change of ownership or land use may increase visibility

/NO
O then TPO will not be appropriate unless Part
2d (1, 2, 3) apply]

Justification:

Part 2: individual impact

a) Condition: Is the tree/s of good or typical condition and form
for the species with no hazardous iremediable defects?

b) Retention span: Is the future life sxpectancy of the treels
likely to exceed 10 years?

*Consideration should also be given to any existing or
foreseeable near future nuisance and for frees clearly
outgrowing their context or significantly affecting the

a) YES/NO (If NO then TPO not appropriate)
Justification

Ves
b) YES/NO (If NO then TPC not appropriate)

Justification:
yes

development of better quality trees

c) Local importance: s the tree/s of a size, or have the
potential to reach a size, that removal or other actions would
result in a significant negative effect on the visual amenities of
the immediate local area?

poms
[If NO then TPO not appropriate unless (d) applies]

Justification:

NO

d) Other factors:

1) Does the tree have veteran or ancient status? }(

2) Is the tree rare or very unusual?

3) Do the trees form an important screen (not including X
managed hedges)?

4)is the tree/s in a group that are important for their cohesion? X
§) Is the tree to be planted as part of a planning condition? x

d) Comments or non-visibility justification;

Part 3: Wider Impa

Would removal or other actions have a significant detrimental
effect on the amenities of the wider local surroundings,
landscape or character of a Conservation Area?

*Consideration should be given to the presence or lack of other
prominent trees in the area and the suitability of the tree fo its
setfing

YES/NO
Justification:

Part 4: Expediency

a) Management of the tree: Is the tree/s under best practice
proactive arboricultural or forestry management that is likely to
continue?

* b) Threats to the tree: Is it believed that the amenity provided
by the tree/s will be threatened by removal or other actions? Or
is the tree/s of sufficient importance to public amenity that 2
precautionary TPO is expedient without a proven identifiable
threat being present?

*Consideration should be given to both present and future
threats, including the possibility of fufure changes of property
ownership or management and general development pressure

a) YES/NO
If YES then a2 TPO is unlikely to be appropriate
unless (b) applies.

Justification:

b) YES/NO
Justification:

Additional comments:

TPO? YES(NO

*y
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS - TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: ‘c‘/ Oq,/“ Surveyor: MS(&L ((M,L

Tree details

Owner (if known): Location:

TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: 1’ I Species: . FﬂTﬁ'A

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

rt 1: Amenity assess

a) Condition & suitability for TPO

5) Good Highly suitable

3) Fair/satisfactory Suitable G Db T 15 effenyely
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable |

0) Dead/dying/dangerous* Unsuitable A UAE S ng

* Relates to existing context and is intended to opply to severe irremediable defects only

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

5) 100+ 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 on existing or near future nuisance, inclucling 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

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

T - NeT A MEon
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardless of size Probably unsuitable % l‘%&f‘ Sﬂd’ffﬁ ,'jig fi

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 Score &

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

Trees must have acerued 10 or more points to gualify

5) immediate threat to tree inc. 5.211 Notice
3) Foreseeable threat to tree Score & Notes
2) Perceived threat to tree
1) Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO !
1.6 TPO indefensible Add Scores for Tatah

7-11 Does not merit TPO 5
A2-15 TPO defensible

Decision:

1Yo

| WIEFENS Qi

16+ Definitely merits TPO



Location

CANE Ml STons
mu&m m

Tree No.

Date

Assessor

AL

Prefiminary Assessment :- [enter N/A if NONE]

- E———
| r to guidance n
_ | Referto guidance nots
= -
e { ——=>| Continue with inspection _J
*Individual » ] | ans
|
¥
I Assessment of whether tree is exempt from protection or removal can be justified within 10 years |
1]
]
1: Publicly owned trees under no known threat, Le. in parks highways or churchyards, etc L [==]
2: Statutory exemption not refating 1o conditions. |.e. hedge, etc. > =
sthe ren.a policy 3: Low visibility and little realistic possibility of becoming mare so. > —
exemption 7
4: Small tree below a council agreed size threshold for protection. > =
5: Confiicts with local policy, I.e. detracts from setting of a listed building, ate. > ET3
; o |
6: Dead, dying, diseasad or deciining. = =1 w
Is the fres st high 7: Severe damage/structural defects with no potential for recovery. > I=rl E
risk 7 —r
B: Instability, L.e. poor anchorage, increased axposure, etc, et =] Q
T o
; o
8: Excessive, severe and intolerable inconvenience to the extent that a DCLG is likely to // =
Is the tree an authorise tree removal st appeal, |.e. dominance, debris, interference, etc == ——l
Inconvenience or < -U
nuisance 7 10: Excessive, severe and intolerable physical damage to property to the extent that a DCLG / o
is likely to authorise tree removal at appeal, |8, severe structural damage to surfacing and L =]
buildings, ete.
FEC  f€med §
of PEc NEfort
11: Damage/structural defects with 2 low poteniial for recoveryimprovement, > (=}
Could the tree be ; it : ; » —
ed for good 12: No realistic potential io improve.
MAnageRet of e 13: Removal would benefit better adjacent trees, |.e. adverse physical interference, shading, elc. > =
tree population 7
14: Unaccepiably expensive to retain L =
l 15: Cut of Character andior unsuitable for setting. bt =
Suitable for TPO
*\Veteran * Yes |—
e |l — _
. % #| Histornic ™ Yes [
No 1 Special Factors Y =
> Rare » Yes [—
* Ecological Yes [
¥ /
" Add scores for each
OOt_h:'r Trees Vl_ewers four aspects and
1:Natng . > 0:::“‘ = -+ show the sum below
B 1=NotOor2 to determine the level
2 = Few 2 = Many

of suitability.

== / + / + = 0
7= e J
v H v !
| Lowsuitabitity (0-2) | ves” | | Average Spifability (3-5) | Yes | | High Sultability (6-8) | Yes |
7 Tl |
v B v 2 3 v 3 v ¥ ) v v -
Mo Known | Perceived Immediate oW Perceived Known Immediate Nec Known | Percaived Known Immediate
Threat Threat Thrpht Threat Threat Threat Threat Threat Threat Threat Threat Threat
Yes Yes /ﬂs Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
v ¥ ¥ ¥ v h 4 Y ¥
N".‘;‘;g“ | Low Priority|  Normal urgenl/ N“,I’f:'; | Lowerorty | Normal Urgent Nopeedt® | LowPronty |  Norma Urgent
Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
I No action | Yes ] | Low Priority I Yes [ Normal Priority I Yes_l | Urgent | Yes |




Tandridge District Council
Tree Preservation Order (TPO) - Survey and Decision Guide

Date: 'US/ db'\-/"w(é Surveyor. me (78
‘TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: Species:
Location:
G ‘- 1T Notuke (\en) hAte
UKWG Uiy “hum,yfz gﬂn{

Part 1: Public visibility

Is the entire tree/s or part of the tree/s visible from 2 public
highway, right of way, public open space or large number of
oceupied dwellings, or have the potential to do so?
“Consideration should also be given for those trees where a
likely change of ownership or iand use may increase visibility

Part 2: Individual impact

a) Condition: Is the tree/s of good or typical condition and form
for the species with no hazardous imemediable defects?

b) Retention span: Is the future life expectancy of the tree/s
likely to exceed 10 years?

*Consideration should also be given to any existing or
foreseeable near future nuisance and for trees clearly
outgrowing their context or significantly affecting the
development of better quality trees

c) Local importance: Is the tree/s of a size, or have the
potential to reach a size, that removal or other actions would
result in a significant negative effect on the visual amenities of
the immediate local area?

d) Other factors:

1) Does the tree have veteran or ancient status?

2) Is the free rare or very unusual?

3) Do the trees form an important screen (not including
managed hedges)?

4) Is the tree/s in a group that are important for their cohesion?
5) Is the tree to be planted as part of 2 planning condition?

Part 3: Wider Impact

Would removal or other actions have a significant detrimental
effect on the amenities of the wider local surroundings,
landscape or character of a Conservation Area?
*Consideration should be given to the presence or lack of other
prominent trees in the area and the suitability of the tree to its
setting

Part 4: Expediency

a) Management of the tree: Is the tree/s under best practice
proactive arboricultural or forestry management that is likely to
continug?

“ b) Threats to the tree: Is it believed that the amenity provided
by the tree/s will be threatened by removal or other actions? Or
is the tree/s of sufficient importance to public amenity that a
precautionary TPO is expedient without a proven identifiable
threat being present?

“Consideration should be given fo both present and future
threats, including the possibility of future changes of property
ownership or management and general deveiopment pressure

g‘re}mo
NO then TPO will not be appropriate unless Part
2d (1, 2, 3) apply]

Justification:

V&  frem
FINEY WA D

a) YES/NO (If NO then TPO not appropriate)
Justification:

YES
b} YE {If NO then TPO not appropriate)
Justification:
No
5 seetioN
5 of fec (Efopr
¢) YES/NO

[!f NO then TPO not appropriate uniess (d) applies]

Justification:

d) Comments or non-visibility justification:

YES/NO
Justification:

a) YES/NO
IfYES then a TPO is unlikely to be appropriate
uniess (b) applies.

Justification:

b) YES/NO
Justification:

Additional comments:

TPO? YESO

XL



L
TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS - TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: Ou}/o\_/‘w{'c Surveyor: wsrew  fun-

TPO Ref {if applicable): Tree/Group No: Species: dﬁg z
Owner (if known): Location: p G Wok k7 ) hhte

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1: Amenity assessment

a) Condition & suitability for TPO

5) Good Highly suitable

3) Fair/satisfactory Suitabie Scare & Notes 5 <€ cadd

1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable i seon

0) Dead/dying/dangerous®* Unsuitable 3 of rec (e

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

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

5) 100+ Highly suitable Score & Notes

4} 40-100 Very suitable

2) 20-40 Suitable (s}
1)10-20 Just suitable

0) <i0* Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are on existing or near Jfuture nuisance, including those clearly cutgrowing 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) Large trees, or medium trees clearly visible to the public Suitable
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only Suitable f_‘,
2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficulty  Barely suitable
1) Trees not visible to the public, regardiess of size Probably unsuitable
st 5

d} Other factors
Trees must have accru@nore 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 important for their cohesion
3) Trees with identifizble historic, commemorative or habitat importance

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

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

Score & Notes

Part 2: ien t
Trees must have accrued 10 or more points to quolify

5) Immediate threat to tree inc. 5.211 Notice
3) Foreseeable threat to tree Score & Notes
2) Perceived threat to tree
1} Precautionary only

Part 3: Decision guide

Any 0 Do not apply TPO

16 T80 indefensible Add Scores for Total: Decision: ‘
7-11 Does not merit TPO -4 A6 W veRa St fug
12-15 TPO defensible

ie+ Definitely merits TPO



: Wil hAfens /
Location Lidet Tree No. Date ’l,/ Assessor
! ﬁ G T; Lo /oL il mu-
Preliminary Assessment :- [enter N/A if NONE]
— [Area s
; &. —i—bl Refer to guidance notes |
SR | Continue with inspection
®individual
|
L ]
I Assessment of whether tree is exempt from protection or removal can be justified within 10 years
I
v
1: Publicly owned trees under no known threat, L.e. in parks highways or churchyards, etc > ==
2: Statutory exemption not relating to conditions, |.e. hedge, etc. ] =
Is the tree a policy : T > : : : 4 =]
exemption ? 3: Low visibility and little realistic pessibility of becoming more so.
4: Small tree balow a council agreed size threshald for protection. > =1
5: Conflicts with local policy, |.e. defracts from setting of a listed building, etc. » =i
v
i s |
6. Dead, dying, diseasad or declining. » = w
Is the tree at high - 3 : : it | =
sk ? 7: Severe damage/structural defects with no potential for recovery. L
8: Instability, L.e. poor anchorage, increased exposure, stc. > =] QL
T =2
I:I - @
-
e o
9. Excessive, severe and intolerable inconvenience to the extent that a DCLG |s likely io =
1 il e authorise tree removal at appeal, |.e. dominance, debris, interference. etc. p! /7" —l
inconvenience or 'U
nuisance 7 10: Excessive, severe and intolerable physical damage to property to the extent that a DCLG '/ O
is likely to authorise tree removal st appsal, Le. severe structural damage to surfacing and > =
buildings, etc.
Y& ferpod S 0 of
peEC (o
11: Damage/structurai defects with a low potential for recovery/improvement. > Ea
Could the tree be 5 : i > =
removed for good 12; No resfistic potential to improve. +
management of the 13: Removal would benefit better adjacent trees, |.e. adverse physical interference, shading, etc. + =i
tree population 7
14: Unaccapiably expensive to ratain, > d
l 15: Out of Character and/or unsuitabla for saiting, > =
Suitable for TPO
¥ \Veteran g Yes
. *| Historic M Yes
No Special Factors » Yes (— =
—"%|Rare Yes
— " Ecological Yes
A
Other Trees Viewers Sule Size A?:ug;?;es flor:f: 2
0 = Many o 0=Few ja 0 = 10-20 years e 0 = Small =
- > e #i show the sum below
1=NotOor2 1=NotDor2 1= Not 0 or, 1=NotOor2 to determi
ine-the level
2= Few 2 = Many 2 = >40yars 2= Large /,Ku{.;ﬁ?w
¥ Y Y A J r
& // 4 = 0
| Lowsuitability (0-2) | y& | | Average Suitability (36) | Yes | | High Suitability (6-8) | Yes [
Mo Known | Perceived Immediate No Known 4 Perceived Known Immediate No Known | Perceived Known Immediate
Threat Threat reat Threat Th Threat Threat Thraat Threat Threat Thraat Threat
Yes Yes Yes Yes es Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
y A h 4 y ¥ v r ¥ v
Nepeedto | ow priority|  Nomal Urgent No 129t | Lowpriority |  Normal Urgent Nonesdt® | LowPrionty | Mormal | Urgent
Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
No action [ Yes Low Priority I Yes Normal Priority I Yes | | Urgent




Tandridge District Council
Tree Preservation Order (TPO) — Survey and Decision Guide

Date: 0 /m./ asé suveyor  WS(aL The

'TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No:
Location: , T-
LRGLINSY  NAWS, oks § 3

Species:

NAruTHoW

Mg (o#
Part 1: Public visibility

Is the entire tres/s or part of the tree/s visibie from a public
highway, right of way, public open space or large number of
occupied dwellings, or have the potential to do so?.
*Consideration should also be given for those trees where a
likely change of ownership or fand use may increase visibility

Part 2: Individual act

a) Condition: Is the tree/s of good or typical condition and form
for the species with no hazardous iremediable defects?

b) Retention span: Is the future life expectancy of the tree/s
likely to exceed 10 years?

*Consideration should also be given to any existing or
foreseeable near future nuisance and for trees clearly
outgrowing their context or significantly affecting the
development of better quality trees

¢) Local importance: Is the tree/s of a size, or have the
potential fo reach a size, that removal or other actions would
result in a significant negative effect on the visual amenities of
the immediate local area?

d) Other factors:

1) Does the tree have veteran or ancient status?

2) Is the tree rare or very unusual?

3) Do the trees form an important screen (nof including
managed hedges)?

4) Is the tree/s in a group that are important for their cohesion?
§) Is the tree to be planted as part of 2 planning condition?

Part 3: Wider Impact

Would removal or other actions have 2 significant detrimental
effect on the amenities of the wider local surroundings,
landscape or character of a Conservation Area?

*Consideration should be given to the presence or lack of other
prominent trees in the area and the suitability of the tree fo iis
setting

Part 4: Expediency

a) Management of the tree: Is the tree/s under best practice
proactive arboricultural or forestry management that is likely to
continue?

* b) Threats to the tree: s it believed that the amenity provided
by the tree/s will be threatened by removal or other actions? Or
is the tree/s of sufficient importance to public amenity that a
precautionary TPO is expedient without a proven identifiable
threat being present?

*Consideration should be given to both present and future
threats, including the possibility of future changes of property
ownership or management and general development pressure

INO
O then TPO will not be appropriate unless Part
2d (1, 2, 3) apply]

Justification: Yé{ Fleh H:M'Lé'/
\opr

a) YES/NO (If NO then TPO not appropriate)

Justification;
VEs

b) YES@? (1 NO then TPO not appropriate)
Justification: N &€ secnod §
of fec NP

c) YES/NO
[If NO then TPO not appropriate uniess (d) applies]

Justification:

d) Comments or non-visibility justification:

YES/NO
Justification:

a) YES/NO
I YES then a TPO is unlikely to be appropriate
uniass (b) applies.

Justification:

b) YES/NO
Justification:

Additional comments:

TPO? YES(NO

14



TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS - TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

13

Date; '\.0/0"\,/‘16!6 Surveyor: MIQ@L{_ U

Tree details - '&&Lj’ﬁ'&ow

TPO Ref {if applicable): Tree/Group No: T)" Species:

Owner (if known): Location: UWlGyay  mAnGioN N3 ‘&ﬁ.
REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

re1: i nt

a) Condition & suitability for TPO

5) Good Highly suitable
Score & Notes
3} Fair/satisfactory Suitable o ;
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable | 5CE Secnok .] 7 oF
0) Dead/dying/dangerous* Unsuitable e  MSiga

* 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

2) 20-40 Suitable [
i)10-20 lust 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 q’
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 formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees Score & Notes

4} Tree groups, or principal members of groups important for their cohesion
3} Trees with identifizble historic, commemorative or habitat importance
2) Trees of particularly good form, especially if rare or unusual

1) Trees with none of the above additional redeeming festures (inc. those of indifferent form)
-1} Trees with poor form or which are gene rally unsuitable for their location

rt 2: Expedi 558 t
Trees must have accrued 10 or more points to quolify

5) Immediate threat to tree inc. s.211 Notice
3} Foreseeable threat to tree Score & Notes .
2) Perceived threat to tree
1) Precautionary only

Part 3: ish

AnyQ Do not apply TPO : e

16 TPO indefensible Add Scores for Total: Decision: \

7-11 Does not merit TPO 5’ ’Wo e ﬁ'GLE
A2-15 TPO defensible oW

16+ Definitely merits TPO



z LiaI? Lo R [
Location Tree No. Date 0 / Assessor L
NLT Can T w /o il A
|Prefiminary Assessment :- [enter N/A if NONE]
—[Area B :
> Wootas ___f-—-——-—r Refer to guidance notes |
i 5 Continue with inspection
individual | ‘—
1
i ]
| Assessment of whether tree is exempt from protection or removal can be justified within 10 years ]
|
E ]
1: Publicly owned trees under no known threat, Le. in parks highways or churchyards, etc = =
2: Statutory exemption not relsting to conditions, |.e. hedgs, ete. > =
Is the tree a policy ] i I i » |—}
exemption ? 3: Low visibility and little realistic possibiiity of becoming more so.
4: Small tree below & council agreed size threshold for protection > =
5: Conflicts with local policy, |.e. detracts from sefting of & listed building, etc. > B
v
i =2
&: Dead, dying, diseased or dedlining, > =] wn
Is the tree at high 5 : z > ] | o
risk 7 7: Severe damage/structural defects with no potential for TBCOVEry. :'_-
8: Instability, |.e. poor anchorage, increased exposure, etc . =1 b
i 24
5 =y,
d o
8: Excessive, severe and intolerable inconvenience to the extent that a DCLG is likaly to =1 B =
Is the tree an authorise tree removal at appeal, e dominance, debris, interference, ete. = | —I
inconvenience or Vi -U
nuisance ? 10: Excessive, severa and intolerable physical damage to property to the extent that a DCLG
is likely to authorise tree removal at appeal, |8 savere structural damage to surfacing and L =1 O
buildings, ete
See SeLtiat § oF
A Z N\
11; Damage/structural defects with a low potential for recoverylimprovement. g =
Could the tree be i ! —1
removed for good 12: Neo realistic potential to improve. 2
management of the 13: Removal would benefit betier adjacent irees, | . adverse physical interference, shading, ate e =
tree population 7
14: Unacceptably expensive to ratain » =
l 15: Out of Character and/or unsuitable for satiing. — =
Suitable for TPO
*\/eteran > Yas
i | Historic > Yes [
No Special Factors *  Yes [—
* Rare Yes [
— *|Ecological Yes [
v
—ry
Other Trees Viewers Sule e A‘::j“;‘::;‘:::;h
0 = Many o 0 = Few ~ 0 =10-20 vears o
1=NotOor2 1=NotOor2 | 1=Notoer2 fi| 2howihe sum balow
2 = ,_—m o 2 = Mo i 2= }:; 2 to determine the level
= Few = Many = years of suitability.
v L 4 4 / 4 b 4
/_‘__-l"-—'
S £ + = 0
-
| LowSuitability (0-2) | Yes | | Average Suitability (3-6)—1 Yes | | High Suitability (6-8) | Yes &
v v v v = v B v v . v
No Known | Perceived Known mediate No Kni I Percelved Known Immediste No Known | Percaived Known Immedizte
Threat Threat Threat Threat ,Dﬁga?y Threat Threat Threat Thraat Threat Threat Thraat
Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
v " v lr v L v L4 v
N’;‘;‘gj | LowPriorty|  Nomal Urgent N";‘;;‘ | LowPriority | Nermal Urgent “";_‘;g“ 9] Low Priodity | Nommal Urgent
Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
No action [ Yes E Low Priority | Yes Normal Priority | Yes ] [ Urgent |Yes|




Tandridge District Council
Tree Preservation Order (TPO) — Survey and Decision Guide

Date: 0/ m_,/q,o({ Surveyor fosgze e
'TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: Species:
Location: ) 'z LARTE T m
UNGUIND MASeR s
{mj (an
Part 1: Public visihili I/NO

Is the entire tree/s or part of the tree/s visible from a public
highway, right of way, public open space or large number of
occupied dwellings, or have the potential to do so?
*Consideration should also be given for those trees where a
likely change of ownership or land use may increase visibility

Part 2: Individual impact

a) Condition: Is the tree/s of good or typical condition and form
for the species with no hazardous irmremediable defects?

b) Retention span: Is the future life expectancy of the tree/s
likely to exceed 10 years?

*Consideration should also be given to any existing or
foreseeable near future nuisance and for trees clearly
outgrowing their context or significantly affecting the
development of better quality trees

c) Local importance: Is the tree/s of 2 size, or have the
potential to reach a size, that removal or other actions would
result in a significant negative effect on the visual amenities of
the immediate local area?

d) Other factors:

1) Does the tree have veteran or ancient status?

2) Is the tree rare or very unusual?

3) Do the trees form an important screen (not including
managed hedges)?

4) Is the tree/s in a group that are important for their cohesion?
8) Is the tree fo be planted as part of a planning condition?

Part 3: Wider Impact

Would removal or other actions have 2 significant detrimental
effect on the amenities of the wider local surroundings,
landscape or character of a Conservation Area?

“Consideration should be given to the presence or lack of other

prominent trees in the area and the suitability of the tree to jts
ssiting

Part 4: Expediency

a) Management of the tree: Is the tree/s under best practice
proactive arboricultural or forestry management that is likely to
continue?

* b) Threats to the tree: Is it believed that the amenity provided
by the tree/s will be threatened by removal or other actions? Or
is the tree/s of sufficient importance to public amenity that a2
precautionary TPQ is expedient without a proven identifiable
threat being present?

*Consideration should be given to both present and future
threats, including the possibility of future changes of property
ownership or management and general de velopment pressure

O then TPO will not be appropriate uniess Part
2d (1, 2, 3) apply]

Justification:

V& K newd Fom

FinEy  NsAD
a) O (If NO then TPQ not appropriate)
Justification:

&S
b) YES/HD (If NO then TPO not appropriate)
Justification: )

pec  peford

c) YES/NO

[If NO then TPO not appropriate unless (d) applies]

Justification:

d) Comments or non-visibility justification;

YES/NO
Justification:

a) YES/NO
If YES then a TPO is unlikely to be appropriate
uniess (b) applies.

Justification:

b) YES/NO
Justification:

Additional comments:

TPO? YES!@
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TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS - TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

Date: ‘Lﬂ/ﬂ'\/’Lﬁf’( surveyor:  fuSfan  fa

Tree details

TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: T ¥ Species:
Owner (if known): Location: LAWC LAWY  MNSioS NU 9 ‘dﬂ

LyrE feria

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

rt 1: Ameni
a) Condition & suitability for TPO

5) Good Highly suitable

3) Fair/satisfactory Suitable Score & Notes

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

SEC  SEefsld 1.7 oF
het  pefent

* 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 o
2) 20-40 Suitable

1) 10-20 Just suitable

0) <10* Unsuitable

*Includes trees which are on existing or near future nuisonce, intluding those clearly cutgrowing their context, or which are

significantly negating the potential of other trees of better quality

c) Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO
Consider reglistic 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 s
2) Young, small, or medium/large trees visible only with difficuity  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 formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees Score & Notes
4) Tree groups, or principal 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
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: ien nt
Trees must have acerued 10 or more points to gualify
5) immediate threat to tree inc. 5.211 Notice ™
3) Foreseeable threat to tree Score & Notes
2) Perceived threat to tree
1) Precautionary only
Part 3: Decision guide
Any 0 Do not apply TPO d fo alpine
r Total: Decision:
1-8 TPO indefensible Add Scores e
7-11 Does not merit TPO 6 iWNEFENS BLE
1
A2-15 TPO defensible 5 d'f §

i6+ Definitely merits TPO



Location mm"ﬂ Izg‘mw Tree No. TS5 Date '1.9/617/ 66 |Assessor | Ul4LL

Preliminary Assessment :- [enter N/A if NONE]

— ™ |Area B ——
» [Weodiand ::E/ Refer to guidance notes —l
* Grou L / 2 S
EE. — :|——>[ Continue with inspection
|
i 1
| Assessment of whether tree is exempt from protection or removal can be justified within 10 years ]
]
v
1: Publicly owned trees under no known threat, Le. in parks highways or churchyards, elc > (il
2: Statutory exemption not refating to conditions, Le. hedge, etc o =1
Is the tree a policy ™ ; i, e ? » —
exemption 7 3 Low visibility and little raalistic possibility of bacoming more so.

4: Small tree below a council agreed size threshold for protection. 1 =l

L

5: Conflicts with local policy, |.e. detracts from setting of a listed building. etc.

ﬂ*

|

6: Dead, dying, diseased or declining.

is the tree at high
risk 7

7: Severe damage/siructural defects with no potential for racovery 3.9 =

Y

8: Instability, L.e. poor anchorage, increased expasure, efc. o2 =

ﬂ+

Od. 1o} a|qeynsun

{ 2. Excessive, severe and intolerable inconvenience to the extent that 8 DCLG is likely to

e
authorise tree removal at appeal, |.e. dominance, debris, interferencs, etc. > / =]
_ Is the tree an EE 3. PR } encs, elc. I
inconvenience or v
nuisance 7 10: Excessive, severe and intolerable physical damage to property to the extent that a DCLG
is likely to authorise tree removal at appeal, |.e. severe structural damage to surfacing and # —
buildings, stc.
:::J 5= ol s F e
11: Damage/structural defecis wiih a low p ial for recovenylimgp ; » =
Could the tree be =
removed for i 12: No realistic potential 1o improve, L —
managemant of the 13: Remaval would benafit bettar adacant tees, Le. physical interference, shading, etc. = =
tres population ?
14: Unacceplably expensive to retain. > 1
l 15: Out of Character and/or unsuitable for setiing. > =
Suitable for TPO
— | \Veteran »  Yes
" *| Histor > Yes [
No Special Factors +  Yes —
= ﬁ;re ‘ Yes [

/ » Ecological Yes [
v
/ Size Add scores for each

Other Trees Viewers four as nd
0= Many : 0=Few > > 0 = Small > s & sum below
1=NotOor2 1=NotQor2 1=NotOor2 To determine the level
2= Few 2=Many 2= Large / of suitability.

/
v L4 / A E /'/ql' L

0

Dot s |
e -

A

| Low Suitability (0-2)” | ves | | Avegags Suitability (3-56) | Yes | | High Suitability (6-8) | Yes [
F e T /F Gy i i e s
No Known | Percaived Known Immeadiate Mo Known Percaived Known Immediate No Known Perceived Krnerwn Immediate
Threat Threat Threat Threat Threat Threat Threat Threal Threat Threat Threat Threat
Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
v v v ¥ v hd v "
N"'T"F’,;“ | Low Priority|  Mormal Urgent ”"?;Ed 1 | Low priority |  Normal Urgent N"ﬁ’o" | Low Priority | Normal Urgent
Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes

No action J Yes | L Low Priority | Yes L Normal Priority | Yes l Urgent f‘l’as[




Tandridge District Council
Tree Preservation Order (TPO) — Survey and Decision Guide

Date: =L o /o’L/’LOM Surveyor: fog sl B
'TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No: T Species:
Location: . @, éﬂ»ﬂgu
ARG Lv? MBS 6 ) 8
NW2 664
Part 1: Public visibility YES/NC

Is the entire tree/s or part of the tree/s visible from a public
highway, right of way, public open space or large number of
occupied dweliings, or have the potential to do so?
*Consideration should also be given for those trees where a
likely chenge of ownership or land use may increase visibility

Part 2: individual impact

a) Condition: Is the tree/s of good or typical condition and form
for the species with no hazardous irremediable defects?

b) Retention span: Is the future life expectancy of the tree/s
likely to exceed 10 years?

*Consideration should also be given to any existing or
foreseeable near future nuisance and for trees clearly
outgrowing their context or significantly affecting the
development of better quality trees

¢) Local importance: Is the tree/s of a size, or have the
potential to reach a size, that removal or other actions would
result in 2 significant negative effect on the visual amenities of
the immediate local area?

d) Other factors:

1) Does the iree have veteran or ancient status?

2) Is the tree rare or very unusual?

3) Do the trees form an important screen (not including
managed hedges)?

4) Is the tree/s in a group that are important for their cohesion?
§) Is the tree to be planted as part of a planning condition?
Part 3: Wider Impa

Would removal or other actions have a significant detrimental
effect on the amenities of the wider local surroundings,
landscape or character of a Conservation Area?

*Consideration should be given to the presence or lack of other

prominent trees in the area and the suitability of the tree to its
seiting

Part 4: Expediency

a) Management of the tree: Is the tree/s under best practice
proactive arboricultural or forestry management that is likely to
continue?

* b) Threats to the tree: Is it believed that the amenity provided
by the tree/s will be threatened by removal or other actions? Or
is the tree/s of sufficient importance to public amenity that 2
precautionary TPO is expedient without 2 proven identifiable
threat being present?

*Consideration shouid be given io both present and futurs
threats, including the possibility of future changes of property
ownership or management and general development pressure

[If NO then TPO will not be appropriate unless Part
2d (1, 2, 3) apply]

& KRS WewE Fron
FAHUHEsr o ap

Justification:

a) YEB/NO (If NO then TPO not appropriate)

Justification:
b) YES/ (If NO then TPO not appropriate)

Justification: 4
e s¢E  sedioN s
0F PKec pEforr

c) YES/NO
[If NO then TPO not appropriate unless (d) applies]

Justification:

d) Comments or non-visibility justification:

YES/NO
Justification:

a) YES/NO
If YES then a TPO is unlikely to be appropriate
unless (b) applies.

Justification:

b) YES/NO
Justification:

Additional comments:

TPO? YES/NO

it



TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS - TEMPO

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE

19

Date: u/oq,/q,o(é Surveyor;

Wsfgw  fru

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

Tree/Group NO!Tr
Location: AWGLMWY  piany oy L] (Qﬂ'

Species:

HU o

REFER TO GUIDANCE NOTE FOR ALL DEFINITIONS

Part 1i: 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

Score & Notes
|

* 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
4) 40-100 Very suitable
2) 20-40 Suitable

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

Score & Notes

(&

*includes trees which are an existing or neor 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 reolistic potential for future visibility with changed land use

5) Very large trees with some visibility, or prominent large trees

4) 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

Highly suitable
Suitable

Suitable

Barely suitable
Probably unsuitable

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 important for their cohesion
3) Trees with identifiable historic, commemorative or habitat importance

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

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

Score & Notes

L

Score & Notes

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

: Expedi 8 ent
Trees must hove accrued 10 or more points to qualify

5) Immediate threat to tree inc. 5.211 Notice
3) Foreseeable threat to tree Score & Notes
2) Perceived threat to tree
1) Precautionary only
Part 3: Decision
Any O Do not apply TPO
: on:
= 150 indefonsibic Add Scores for Total Decisi
7-11 Does not merit TPO VT ol
A2-15 TPO defensible 5- ﬁ %Fﬁ
16+ Definitely merits TPO




