














TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO): 

Date:  Surveyor:  

Decision: 

Score & Notes 
 
      

Score & Notes
  

Score & Notes
  

Score & Notes
  

Score & Notes
  

Part 3: Decision guide 
 
Any 0  Do not apply TPO 
1-6  TPO indefensible 
7-10  Does not merit TPO 
11-14  TPO defensible 
15+  Definitely merits TPO 

Add Scores for Total: 

 

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 

Part 1: Amenity assessment 
a) Condition & suitability for TPO: 
Refer to Guidance Note for definitions 
 
5) Good Highly suitable 
3) Fair  Suitable   
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable   
0) Dead/dying/dangerous Unsuitable   
 
b) Remaining longevity (in years) & suitability for TPO: Refer to
 ‘Species Guide’ section in Guidance Note 
 
5) 100+  Highly suitable 
4) 40-100 Very suitable 
2) 20-40  Suitable 
1) 10-20  Just suitable 
0) <10  Unsuitable 
   
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
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only    
2) Young, small trees, 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 formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees 4) 
Tree groups or principal members of tree 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
-1) Trees with poor form or which are generally unsuitable for their location  

 
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE 

Tree details 
TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No:  Species:
Owner (if known): Location: 

Highly suitable

Suitable
Barely suitable

Probably unsuitable

20/01/2023 Justin Hobbs

S.22/1938/NEWTPO G2 3no Lime
Land at Gunhouse Lane, Bowbridge

3 - Fully mature, intervention/remedial 
works maybe required in future, appear 
in good health although dense basal 
epicormic growth prevented detailed 
basal inspection.

4 - At least 40 years is an appropriate 
estimate, even if remedial works are 
required.

5 - Large and prominent.

1.

2 - local information.

15 TPO



TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO): 

Date:  Surveyor:  

Decision: 

Score & Notes 
 
      

Score & Notes
  

Score & Notes
  

Score & Notes
  

Score & Notes
  

Part 3: Decision guide 
 
Any 0  Do not apply TPO 
1-6  TPO indefensible 
7-10  Does not merit TPO 
11-14  TPO defensible 
15+  Definitely merits TPO 

Add Scores for Total: 

 

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 

Part 1: Amenity assessment 
a) Condition & suitability for TPO: 
Refer to Guidance Note for definitions 
 
5) Good Highly suitable 
3) Fair  Suitable   
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable   
0) Dead/dying/dangerous Unsuitable   
 
b) Remaining longevity (in years) & suitability for TPO: Refer to
 ‘Species Guide’ section in Guidance Note 
 
5) 100+  Highly suitable 
4) 40-100 Very suitable 
2) 20-40  Suitable 
1) 10-20  Just suitable 
0) <10  Unsuitable 
   
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
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only    
2) Young, small trees, 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 formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees 4) 
Tree groups or principal members of tree 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
-1) Trees with poor form or which are generally unsuitable for their location  

 
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE 

Tree details 
TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No:  Species:
Owner (if known): Location: 

Highly suitable

Suitable
Barely suitable

Probably unsuitable

20/01/2023 Justin Hobbs

S.22/1938/NEWTPO T1 Lawsons cypress, Chamaecyparis lawsoniana

Land at Gunhouse Lane, Bowbridge

3 - Ivy clad main stem and limbs

2 - Conservative estimate.

5 Prominent, tall tree 
adjacent to footpath and in
an elevated position.

1.

2 - local information.

13 TPO



TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO): 

Date:  Surveyor:  

Decision: 

Score & Notes 
 
      

Score & Notes
  

Score & Notes
  

Score & Notes
  

Score & Notes
  

Part 3: Decision guide 
 
Any 0  Do not apply TPO 
1-6  TPO indefensible 
7-10  Does not merit TPO 
11-14  TPO defensible 
15+  Definitely merits TPO 

Add Scores for Total: 

 

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 

Part 1: Amenity assessment 
a) Condition & suitability for TPO: 
Refer to Guidance Note for definitions 
 
5) Good Highly suitable 
3) Fair  Suitable   
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable   
0) Dead/dying/dangerous Unsuitable   
 
b) Remaining longevity (in years) & suitability for TPO: Refer to
 ‘Species Guide’ section in Guidance Note 
 
5) 100+  Highly suitable 
4) 40-100 Very suitable 
2) 20-40  Suitable 
1) 10-20  Just suitable 
0) <10  Unsuitable 
   
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
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only    
2) Young, small trees, 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 formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees 4) 
Tree groups or principal members of tree 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
-1) Trees with poor form or which are generally unsuitable for their location  

 
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE 

Tree details 
TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No:  Species:
Owner (if known): Location: 

Highly suitable

Suitable
Barely suitable

Probably unsuitable

20/01/2023 Justin Hobbs

S.22/1938/NEWTPO G2 3no Lime
Land at Gunhouse Lane, Bowbridge

3 - Fully mature, intervention/remedial 
works maybe required in future, appear 
in good health although dense basal 
epicormic growth prevented detailed 
basal inspection.

4 - At least 40 years is an appropriate 
estimate, even if remedial works are 
required.

5 - Large and prominent.

1.

2 - local information.

15 TPO



TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS (TEMPO): 

Date:  Surveyor:  

Decision: 

Score & Notes 
 
      

Score & Notes
  

Score & Notes
  

Score & Notes
  

Score & Notes
  

Part 3: Decision guide 
 
Any 0  Do not apply TPO 
1-6  TPO indefensible 
7-10  Does not merit TPO 
11-14  TPO defensible 
15+  Definitely merits TPO 

Add Scores for Total: 

 

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 

Part 1: Amenity assessment 
a) Condition & suitability for TPO: 
Refer to Guidance Note for definitions 
 
5) Good Highly suitable 
3) Fair  Suitable   
1) Poor Unlikely to be suitable   
0) Dead/dying/dangerous Unsuitable   
 
b) Remaining longevity (in years) & suitability for TPO: Refer to
 ‘Species Guide’ section in Guidance Note 
 
5) 100+  Highly suitable 
4) 40-100 Very suitable 
2) 20-40  Suitable 
1) 10-20  Just suitable 
0) <10  Unsuitable 
   
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
3) Medium trees, or large trees with limited view only    
2) Young, small trees, 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 formal arboricultural features, or veteran trees 4) 
Tree groups or principal members of tree 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
-1) Trees with poor form or which are generally unsuitable for their location  

 
SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE 

Tree details 
TPO Ref (if applicable): Tree/Group No:  Species:
Owner (if known): Location: 

Highly suitable

Suitable
Barely suitable

Probably unsuitable

20/01/2023 Justin Hobbs

S.22/1938/NEWTPO G3 15no Yew
Land at Gunhouse Lane, Bowbridge

3 - Some poorer quality individuals 
within group.

5 - Yew trees are very long lived.

4 As a group moderate 
size and visibility + 
footpath running through 
the group

1.

2 - local information.

15 TPO



From: Ind, Francesca <francesca.ind@stroud.gov.uk>
Sent: 02 Oct 2023 09:42:22
To: dms_main@stroud.gov.uk
Cc: 
Subject: FW: New Tree Preservation Order
Attachments: 

  
  
  
From: clerk@brimscombeandthrupp-pc.gov.uk <clerk@brimscombeandthrupp-pc.gov.uk> 
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2023 10:17 PM
To: Porter, Simon <simon.porter@stroud.gov.uk>; Hobbs, Justin <justin.hobbs@stroud.gov.uk>
Cc: _CLLR_Aldam, Rebecca <Cllr.Rebecca.Aldam@stroud.gov.uk>
Subject: RE: New Tree Preservation Order 
  

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or 
clicking links, especially from unknown senders. 

Dear Justin, 
  
Brimscombe and Thrupp Parish Council considered the new Tree Preservation Order 
(S.22/1938/NEWTPO) at the Parish Council meeting on Tuesday 14th March 2023, and resolved to fully 
support the application (the minute reference for this is 14/03/2023, minute reference 8.5). 
  
Please could you let me know if you require any other information. 
  
With best wishes, 
Hannah 
Clerk and Responsible Financial Officer 
Brimscombe and Thrupp Parish Council 
Email: clerk@brimscombeandthrupp-pc.gov.uk 
Parish Council Telephone Number: 07421313599 
  
I work flexibly. If I’m sending this email outside of regular hours it is because it suits my work pattern just now, and, 
importantly, I don’t expect you to read, respond, or action it outside of your regular hours. 
The information included in this e-mail is of a confidential nature and is intended only for the addressee. If you are not the intended 
addressee, any disclosure, copying or distribution by you is prohibited and may be unlawful. Disclosure to any party other than the 
addressee, whether inadvertent or otherwise is not intended to waive privilege or confidentiality. 

  







































The Old Coach House,

Gunhouse Lane,

Stroud,

Glos.

GL5 2DB

28th July 2023

Att. Tree Officer

Planning Dept.,

Stroud District Council,

Ebley Mill,

Ebley Wharf,

Stroud,

GL5 4UB

Dear Tree Officer,

TPO – TPO 0587 – GUNHOUSE LANE

As residents, home and business owners of property bordering on the area labelled as ‘small
copse’ we wish to object to the proposed TPO for land off Gunhouse Lane.

The trees in this area have been allowed over many years to grow unmaintained.  We have
lived here for 26 years, during which time no maintenance has been done on these trees.
They have become over large encroaching on neighbouring properties, damaging  fencing and
blocking light.

Among the others, a main concern is the very large tree, described as Lawsons Cypress
(Chamaecyparis Lawsonia).  A tree not native to our country.   Reference on map – T1 – tree
in dotted black line.  Please find included photos of this tree.

We have raised concerns regarding this tree with the landowner many times, only to be
ignored.

The tree is unmaintained,  overgrown and full of ivy.  It has many boughs that are dangerously
hanging off and the tree itself is progressively leaning towards neighbouring properties.  The
inside of the tree is already looking dead.  This is obviously a concern as this path is regularly
used by local residents and school children.  We feel this is a legitimate risk to property and



potentially life.  Due to this we feel this tree should definitely not be included in the TPO, as
this tree is already dangerous.  By including this in a group TPO that includes many trees could
render SDC negligent if this were to fall.  As property owners next to this tree we are always
fearing it falling every time we experience high winds or gales.

The 6 lime trees, reference on map G1 and G2 , with a broken black line.   These trees again
have had no maintenance for at lease 26 years.  They are very overgrown and are pushing the
very old dry stone wall into Thrupp Lane.  There is not a pavement on Thrupp Lane and many
families and children use this route to the local school. Please also find included photographs
of the trees and the wall.

We trust that SDC and Thrupp Parish Council are aware that a recent survey has taken place
on the trees in this area, prior to this TPO application.  We feel it a shame that the original
applicant, who doesn’t live bordering this area, didn’t talk to the locals.

I will also be posting this objection.

We look forward to hearing from you,

Yours sincerely,


