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We write to request an Emergency Tree Preservation Order on a Holm Oak which is growing in 
the grounds of the Down View Flats on Ashley Down Road, BS7  (site code: DOWNVIFLAS, plot 
no: 10001). The tree is under imminent threat of felling by Bristol City Council Parks department 
which has issued a Felling Notice dated 25 January 2021 alleging property damage.  
 

 
 
The tree is one of three mature evergreen trees which grow in the site. They are probably 
around 100 years old and include the threatened Holm Oak, a Deodar Cedar (plot no. 100017) 
and another Holm Oak (plot no. 100016). Each of these trees would, in our opinion, merit a 
classification of A1 under BS 5837:2012 - Each has an exceptionally fine form and each forms a 
prominent feature of the local neighbourhood which is otherwise largely devoid of large trees. 
 
The two Holm Oaks, together with a Holly tree growing between them, several Holm Oak 
suckers growing in their understory and other nearby trees form a solid evergreen border along 
Ashley Down Road. They provide a year-round noise and pollution barrier between the flats 
behind and this busy road. 
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A notice has been put on the threatened tree stating it is causing property damage. No details 
are provided as to the nature of the alleged damage. The tree is too far away from the nearby 
buildings for its roots to interfere with their foundations. All we can see is a short section of 
recently constructed wall that is being displaced as the tree grow. It is clear from its 
construction that the wall is more recent than the walls it adjoins (to which is has not been 
tied) and looks like an earlier, failed attempt to deal with the constantly expanding tree. 
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We calculate that the CAVAT value of this tree is at least £110,553. It is hard to imagine that 
the cost of rebuilding this rather badly constructed section of wall will cost anything like this, 
in which case, rebuilding the wall would offer a better costs/benefit solution than felling the 
tree would. 
 
We note with interest that, when the wall was constructed close by the other nearby Holm Oak, 
a gap with railings was inserted, no doubt to accommodate the tree as it grew. We see no 
reason why the something similar cannot be done in this case. 
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Bristol City Council has agreed a policy of doubling tree canopy over the next 25 years.  Even if 
this tree is replaced, its canopy cannot be replaced within this timescale.  Decisions such as 
this will result in a substantial loss of canopy as well as the ecoservices the trees provide, with 
no Net Gain possible. At best the tree will be replaced only on a one-for-one, if at all. 
 
This tree satisfies the requirements for a TPO for the following reasons: 

1. Amenity Assessment:  this mature tree forms part of an important landmark group of 
trees which are easily visible to the public. 

2. Retention Span:  We understand that there are no safety reasons put forward for the 
removal of the tree.  We that believe it has a significant future life expectancy, with 
appropriate management, of at least another 300 years. 

3. Relative public visibility & suitability for TPO: This tree is an important feature of the 
local area. 

4. Other factors:  The tree is one of three prominent mature trees which form a cohesive 
whole and help provide year-round ecoservices to the local and the wider community. 

5. Expediency Assessment: there is an imminent threat to the tree from Bristol City Council 
because a notice to fell the tree has been published. 

We have done a TEMPO (Tree Evaluation Method for Preservation Orders) assessment (Annex 
1) as used by Council tree officers.  The score for the tree is the maximum value of 25.  Values 
of 15 or over definitely merit a TPO. Given the urgency we would appreciate an immediate 
reply. 
 
We also invite you to make a Group TPO to include the other trees growing nearby as these too 
may also under threat of removal given this frankly unbelievable decision.  
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Annex 1 

TREE EVALUATION METHOD FOR PRESERVATION ORDERS ‐ TEMPO 
 

SURVEY DATA SHEET & DECISION GUIDE 

Part 1: 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 

* 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 

*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 

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 

1) Trees not visible to the public  

 regardless of size Probably unsuitable 

Score & Notes 

 

5 

 

Score & Notes 

 

5 

 

Score & Notes 

 

5 

Date: 28 January 2021 Surveyor: Bristol Tree Forum (Sean Harding AA Tech Cert & MCD Ashdown) 

Tree Details 

Site code: DOWNVIFLAS Plot No. 100013 Species: Holm Oak 

Address: Down View Flats, Ashley Down Rd, Bristol BS7 Owner: Bristol City Council 
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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 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 (incl. those of indifferent form). 

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

Part 2: Expediency assessment 

Trees must have accrued 10 or more points to qualify 

5) Immediate threat to tree incl. s.211 Notice. 

3) Foreseeable threat to tree. 

2) Perceived threat to tree. 

1) Precautionary only. 

Part 3: Decision guide 

Any 0 score Do not apply TPO 

1‐6 TPO indefensible 

7‐11 Does not merit TPO 

12‐15 TPO defensible 

16+ Definitely merits TPO 

 

Decision: 

 

Definitely merits a TPO 

Add Scores for Total: 

 

25 

 

Score & Notes 

 

5 

 

Score & Notes 

 

5 
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