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TREE INSPECTION REPORT
Client:

London Borough of Sutton

Location:

6 Peaches Close Cheam SM2 7BJ

Date of inspection:

2 February 2018

Inspector:

N R Beardmore F.Arbor.A

Our reference:

TIR/1801/04

Instructions received:
I am instructed by Andrew Webber, Head of Development Management and Strategic
Planning on behalf of London Borough of Sutton [the ‘Council’] to carry out an inspection
of a Scots pine tree at 6 Peaches Close, Cheam and assess its suitability for inclusion in
a Tree Preservation Order [TPO]. A provisional TPO has been made by the Council and
is yet to be confirmed, I am aware that the owner of the property has raised an objection
In the event that I consider that the TPO is justified I am further required to advise on the
nature of any remedial works that may be appropriate.
Tree location:
6 Peaches Close is one of four maisonettes that form a two-storey building on the north
side of Peaches Close. The rear garden area is divided between the four units with the
north east quadrant of the garden being attached to number 6. The rear boundary of the
garden abuts Old Barn Close, a small cul-de-sac, managed by the local authority, which
comprises a number of residential properties on its northern side. The tree is growing on
a raised area of the garden immediately adjacent to the rear boundary and Old Barn
Close.
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Relevant legislation:
The power for a local planning authority to make a Tree Preservation Order [TPO] is
provided within Part VIII of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 as amended and in
the Town and Country Planning (Tree Preservation) (England) Regulations 2012. The
legislation and procedures for making a TPO are explained on the Ministry of Housing,
Communities & Local Government [MHCLG] website: www.gov.uk/guidance/treepreservation-orders-and-trees-in-conservation-areas#making-tree-preservation-orders .
Method of assessment:
I visited the site on 2 February 2018 and viewed the tree from within the garden and from
a number of positions in nearby roads. A visual inspection of the tree was carried out
from ground level with the aid of binoculars, this inspection was inhibited to some extent
by the presence of dense ivy that is growing on the stem and in the lower crown.
Despite the ivy I am satisfied that I am able to assess the tree adequately for the purpose
of determining its suitability for a TPO. A detailed examination of the tree’s condition by
such means as an aerial inspection or by the use of decay detection equipment is beyond
the scope of an assessment of this type.
To assist with my assessment I employed the evaluation process detailed in the Tree
Evaluation Method for Preservation Orders [TEMPO] (Forbes-Laird 2009
www.flac.uk.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/TEMPO-GN.pdf). TEMPO provides a
systematic tool for the assessment of a tree’s suitability for protection and is now widely
used by local authorities.
During my site visit I briefly met one of the tenants of 6 Peaches Close who mentioned
her concerns regarding the presence of the tree and specifically concerns regarding the
leaf litter and bird droppings that fall on her car.
General description:
The tree is a mature specimen, approximately 14.5 metres tall with an average crown
radius of around 6 metres. The crown is quite asymmetric, being biased to the south and
west. It is evident that at some stage in the past, probably in excess of 25 years ago, the
tree has either been topped or lost its main leading stem perhaps due to storm damage
at a height of 11 metres.
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The earlier loss of the leading stem has resulted in a branch structure and crown form
that is quite untypical of the species. In place of the usually more upright form, this
specimen has developed a broader, more rounded form with a heavier lateral branch
structure. The loss of the leading stem is also likely to have been a significant factor in
the asymmetry of the crown.
The crown appears quite healthy and displays normal vitality for the species. Whilst there
is some deadwood, this is not unusual in a tree of this size and maturity and does not
signify any decline in health. In terms of its overall condition I would describe the tree as
‘fair’.
Retention span:
The pine is fully mature and although it is rather smaller than is typical of the species, it
is probably nearing its ultimate size. Based on its current condition, I see no reason why
it should not survive for at least twenty years. This is a quite conservative estimation of
the tree’s possible remaining life.
Visibility:
Although not a particularly large tree, it is of sufficient size to be visible not only to the
occupiers of nearby properties within Peaches Close and Old Barn Close but also to
those that pass by number 6 to access other dwellings in the road and a sports club a
little to the west of the site. Furthermore, the tree is clearly visible to those travelling along
Burdon Lane to the east and to users of the railway line some 50 metres to the north.
(see photographs at Appendix 1).
TEMPO assessment:
Based on my visual assessment of the tree and its surroundings I have used the TEMPO
decision guide (see Appendix 2) to score the tree numerically.
The first part of the TEMPO assessment deals with the condition and landscape
contribution of the tree. Following the criteria and recommended values within the guide
I have awarded the pine a score of 10 points which qualifies its progression to part 2 of
the process which deals with the matter of expediency.
From my very brief conversation with the tenant it is clear to me that in the event that the
TPO is not confirmed there is a significant risk that the tree will be subject to inappropriate
pruning or even removal. For this reason, I consider that there is a foreseeble threat to
the tree that justifies the addition of 3 points to provide a total of 13.
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Conclusions:
Whilst the TEMPO assessment does not perhaps provide overwhelming justification for
the TPO its does, nonetheless, positively support its confirmation. The pine is not a
perfect specimen and, as a consequence, I have been quite pessimistic in terms of its
likely remaining life.
The tree does however make a useful contribution to the area and with appropriate, but
not overly burdensome, management this contribution can be expected to continue for
many years. I therefore consider that the confirmation of the TPO is defensible.
Preliminary maintenance recommendations:
To reduce the asymmetry in the tree’s crown I would recommend that the lateral
branches on the south and west sides of the canopy are reduced in length by
approximately 1.5m from around 7 metres (south) and 8 metres (west) to around 5.5 or
6 metres. The upper branches should be tapered in to leave a flowing canopy line that
blends in with the branches in the upper centre of the crown which should not be reduced
at this time. These works should not result in an overall reduction in height. Branches
shall be reduced to healthy secondary branches.
In addition, any deadwood over 5cm in diameter should be removed.
Irrespective of my suggestions for pruning, I strongly recommend that the ivy is severed
as near to ground level as possible and removed from the tree stem and crown. This will
not only benefit the tree by removing the competition for light and nutrients but also
enable the condition of the tree to be properly monitored. Removing ivy from a tree when
it is as established as this can be time consuming and great care will be required to avoid
damaging the tree in the process.
All works should be carried out in accordance with the principles set out in British
Standard 3998:2010 ‘Tree work – Recommendations’ and by a suitably qualified and
insured tree contractor.

N R Beardmore. F.Arbor.A

Signed:

Date:

12 February 2018
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Appendix 1 - Photographs

View from Old Barn Close

View from the south side of
Peaches Close

View from the junction of Burdon
Lane and Upper Mulgrave Road
to the east
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Appendix 2 TEMPO Decision Guide
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