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Note 
 
It is important to understand that as with all things in nature, trees are subject to unpredictable environmental 
factors such as extreme weather, pathogen infection, and human influence upon them.  To reach a conclusion of 
the level of risk a tree poses, Daniel James Tree Services investigates all available evidence on a trees structure 
and its surroundings.  Where applicable, these conclusions and recommendations aim to reduce the risk level as 
low as reasonably practicable given the location of the tree, the use of the site, the owners’ acceptance of the 
level of risk and the perception of its aesthetic value.  
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1.0   SCOPE OF REPORT 
 
1.1 Survey brief 
 
Daniel James Tree Services has been asked to carry out a tree health survey for the trees on 
the site of Jubilee Gardens in Baldwins Gate and to provide recommendations for these trees 
and the gardens with the aim to create an area in keeping with a native British woodland 
garden. 
 
 
2.0   LIMITATIONS 
 
2.1   This report is restricted to the trees listed within the survey on the date the trees were 
inspected; it does not consider any factors that may have changed the condition of the trees 
after the date of the survey for example: extreme weather incidences, poor tree works, 
vandalism, changes to the environment surrounding the trees including soil level changes, 
root disturbance, building works etc. 
 
2.2   Daniel James Tree Services does not accept responsibility for any of the factors listed 
above, nor will there be any acceptance of liability for any tree work recommendation not 
carried out by professional arboriculturists to the British standard relating to tree work 
(BS3998) within the specified time scale. 
 
2.3   A detailed tree health inspection is carried out on specified trees using visual assessment 
techniques on the trees as well as the surrounding site; this involves examination from the 
ground (including soil and roots) to the tips of the canopy for any signs of ill health. Tree 
dimensions are recorded using a tape measure and cavities are measured using a graduated 
probe to give an estimated percentage of remaining sound wood; crown inspections are 
carried out visually as well as with the use of binoculars. 
 
2.4   It must be understood that trees are dynamic biological organisms and are therefore 
subject to change with: age, biotic stress factors such as fungi, bacteria and viruses and abiotic 
factors such as extreme weather conditions, mechanical and human interference. These 
factors reinforce the need for regular tree health inspections. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 
3.0   LEGAL CONSTRAINTS 
 
3.1   This report is not a mandate to undertake any recommended tree works. Under the town 
and country planning regulation 2012, no tree works may be carried out on protected trees 
without first obtaining formal written permission form the local planning authority. A 1APP 
(TPO application) form to seek approval for the proposed works must be submitted to the 
local council, no works may be carried out until full formal permission from local planning 
authority is given. 
 
3.2   Some exceptions to this rule do apply to trees posing an imminent danger to persons or 
property, for example dead or dangerous trees, in these cases the local authority must be 
issued with a ‘five-day notice’ on the specific works needed to be carried out to make the trees 
safe. 
 
3.3   The tree owner is liable for damage/injury caused by their trees to other people or 
property provided the potential for damage is reasonably foreseeable. Owners have a 
common-law Duty of Care to have their trees inspected on a regular basis, this is generally at 
least once a year, and to seek advice from a suitably experienced/qualified arboriculturists at 
suitable intervals (this may be five years) unless more frequent re-inspections are advised. 
Trees should still be monitored during the interim period. 
 
 
4.0   INTRODUCTION 
 
4.1    When discussing the use of trees within the landscape the aims and long-term objectives 
for a site should be considered; trees are beneficial in many ways including visual amenity, 
softening urban environments and adding a sense of maturity to sites of new development. 
They provide habitat for wildlife in urban areas, add colour to the environment with their 
foliage during seasonal change and provide shelter, shade and screening.  
 
4.2 Problems occur when they are not utilized correctly, for example; planting to close to 
infrastructure and not considering the space required for them to grow to full height and 
spread, or building to close to trees then having them maintained regularly to keep them away 
from structures. Trees are self-optimizing organisms capable of adapting to their 
surroundings, but they take many decades to achieve this and can be irreparably damaged 
within minutes by willful, unwitting or negligent actions. 
 
4.3 Tree work may be required by people to accommodate the land surrounding a tree, but 
any work that exposes the internal woody tissue is damage and can have detrimental effects 
by introducing pathogens (such as fungus and bacteria) that accelerate the decay process. 
Compartmentalization is a trees form of defense that involves sealing decay in attempt to 
prevent it spreading but a tree can only achieve this efficiently if energy stores are adequate. If 
trees are to be retained, the objective with regards to adjacent buildings should be a sustained 
long-term harmonious relationship. 
 



 

 

 
 
 
 
4.2   Classification of tree quality 
 
 
Age Class 
 
RP:  Recently planted – Planted or self-seeded saplings up to approximately 5 years old. 
Y:     Young – Established and up to 1\3rd of its expected height. 
SM: Semi-mature – Between 1/3rd and 2/3rd of expected ultimate height. 
M:    Mature – more of less full height but still increasing in girth. 
LM:  Late mature – Full height and girth, girth increments increasing only slowly. 
A:   Ancient – Very old, low vigor; liable to decline. May include important veteran trees. 
 
 
Condition 
            
Category U: Trees that are unsuitable for retention due to irremediable structural condition. 
Category A: Trees that are high quality with a life expectancy of at least 40 years. 
Category B: Trees that are of moderate quality with a life expectancy of at least 20 years. 
Category C: Trees that are of low quality and have an estimated life expectancy of at least 10 
years, or young trees that have a stem diameter below 150mm. 
 
1: Mainly arboricultural qualities (Trees that are good examples of their species, rare or 
unusual.) 
2: Mainly landscape qualities (Trees of visual importance to the landscape) 
3: Mainly cultural values including conservation (Trees that have conservation, historical or 
commemorative value) 
 
 
Recommendation Priority 
 
Priority 1 – Immediately (As soon as reasonably practicable)  
Priority 2 – Within 3 months 
Priority 3 – Within 6 months 
Priority 4 – Within 12 months 
Priority 5 – Within 2 years 
Priority 6 – Recommended but not essential 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



5.0 Tree Survey Undertaken at Jubilee gardens, Baldwins Gate 
 

Tree 

No 

Species Height D.B.H  Canopy spread First branch Age Category Observations and recommendations 

H01 Hazel 7m 95mm N2m E3.5m S5.5m 

W5.5m 

Ground level M C2 Monitor tree growth. No action required within 2 

years. 

SB02 Silver Birch 18m 605mm 

334mm 

296mm 

N5m E6m S8m 

W7m 

3m E M B1 Tree appears healthy, no major cavities. 

Recommended re-inspect in 2 years to maintain 

clearance from house. 

H03 Hazel 7m 98mm N1m E3m S3m 

W0m 

Ground level Y C2 Poor quality specimen, removal & replacement 

with Thuja plicata. 

H04 Hazel 7m 136mm N3.5m E3.5m S2m 

W2.5m 

Ground level Y C2 Poor quality specimen, Remove & replace with a 

Thuja plicata.  

SB05 Silver Birch 10m 226mm N3m E2m S2m 

W4m 

4m W Y C3 Tree in poor state of health, Cavities/flaking bark 

up to a height of 1.5m some deadwood within 

canopy. Removal & replacement with Prunus 

avium. 

H06 Hazel 5m 130mm N3.5m E2m S3m 

W3m 

Ground level Y C2 Multi-stemmed, poor quality specimen growing 

through fence. Remove & replace with a more 

suitable species due to poor aesthetics and to 

prevent further damage to fence. 

R07 Rowan 4m 124mm N1.5m E1.5m 

S1.5m W1.5m 

2m N Y A2 Healthy specimen. No action required. 

W08 White beam 6m 184mm N3m E3m S3m 

W3m 

1m S Y A1 Healthy Specimen. No action required. 

R09 Rowan 5m 95mm N2m E2m S1m 

W2m 

2m E Y A2 Healthy specimen. No action required. 

SB10 Silver birch 12m 222mm N0m E3m S3m 

W3m 

1m E Y A2 Healthy specimen. No action required. 

H11 Hawthorn 6m 7.79mm N0m E1m S3m 

W1.56m 

5m W Y B2 Healthy specimen. No action required. 

A13 Ash 11.5m 291mm N2.5m E2.5m 

S4.5m W3m 

1.5m S SM A1 Healthy specimen, small amount of deadwood. 

No action required. 



 

 

S14 Sorbus 10m 207mm N1.5m E2m S4m 

W2m 

1m S Y B1 Healthy specimen. No action required. 

S15 Sorbus 9m 159mm N1m E1.5m S3m 

W1.5m 

1.5m S Y B1 Healthy specimen. No action required. 

C16 Cherry 10m 254mm N0m E3.5m S3.5m 

W2.5m 

2m S SM B2 Co-dominant leader at 2m. No action required. 

H17 Hazel 7m 145mm N3m E2m S2.5m 

W2.5m 

Ground level Y B1 Healthy specimen. No action required. 

SB18 Silver birch 10m 191mm N2m E2.5m S2 W2 1.5m E Y A2 Tree appears healthy. No action required. 

GW19 Goat willow 7.5m 222mm N4m E3m S4m 

W7m 

0.5m W M B2 Some bulging on stem, remove epicormic 

growth, crown thin and remove drooping branch 

on south side of stem. 

A20 Alder 11m 238mm N3m E2.5m S3m 

W3m 

6m W SM B2 Healthy specimen. No action required. 

GW21 Goat willow 7.5m 334mm 

191mm 

N3m E2m S8.5m 

W4m 

0.5m N M C2 Fungus (Daedaleopsis confragosa) around base 

up to 1m, decay around base up to 2m, leaning 

heavily. Remove and replace with Oak standard. 

GW22 Goat willow 12m 350mm N4m E5m S5.5m 

W5m 

0.5m E M B2 Cavity on north side at base. Cavity south side at 

1m. Excessive deadwood within crown. Remove 

eastward leaning stem. (Gradual 

reduction/removal) to be replace with Oak. 

S23 Sycamore 6m 205mm N1m E2m S2m 

W2m 

2.5m E Y A1 Healthy specimen. No action required. 

GW24 Goat willow 12m 350mm N7.5 E6m S8.5 

W10m 

Ground level M B1 Fungus at base (Daedaleopsis confragosa), 

excessive deadwood, reduce westward leaning 

limb by 3m.  Recommended fell at later date. 

GW25 Goat willow 10m 203mm N5m E2m S2.5 

W6m 

Ground level M B2 Small east side stem is dead with fungus 

(Daedaleopsis confragosa) present. 

Recommended reduction of dead limb by 50% 

leaving the rest for habitat. 



 

 

GW26 Goat willow 10m 318mm 

162mm 

N3.5 E3.5 S3.5 

W3.5 

0.5 E SM B2 Small east side stem is dead, excessive deadwood 

in canopy within crown. Cavity on north side at 

3.5m. Recommended reduction of dead limb by 

50% leaving the rest for habitat. 

A27 Alder 10m 159mm 

165mm 

179mm 

N3.5m E2m S2.5m 

W5.5m 

Ground level Y B2 Healthy specimen. No action required. 

GW28 Goat willow 10m 187mm 

average 

N5m E6m S5.5m 

W5.5m 

Ground level M B2 Southeast stem is dead, excessive dead wood 

within crown, North side branch is contacting 

floor over railway fence. Low target area, leave 

deadwood for habitat. No action required. 

SB29 Silver birch 14m 334mm 

146mm 

191mm 

N3m E6m S4.5m 

W2m 

Ground level SM B2 Tree leaning heavily eastwards. No action 

required. 

A30 Alder 14m 222mm N4m E5m S2.5m 

W2m 

Ground level SM A2 Some deadwood but tree appears healthy. No 

action required 

AS31 Stand of Ash 

tree in north 

east corner. 

12m  North-South 7m 

East-West 8.5m 

 Y A2 Small amount of dead wood, some minor animal 

damage at the base of some trees. All trees 

appear healthy. No action required 

L32 Small leylandii 

trees 

2m  05m all round.  Y A2 Small leylandii trees along south perimeter, all 

young and appear heathy. No action required. 

H33 Hawthorn 

hedge 

 (south side) 

2.5m  1m wide  M B2 Hedge appears healthy. No action required. 

C34 Cotoneaster 

hedge 

East boundary 

3m  2m wide  M B2 Appears healthy. No action required. 

MB35 Mixed Boarder 

North side 

2.5-5m  3m wide  M  Appears healthy. Poor aesthetic quality due to 

previous pruning. Review replanting in 2 years. 



6.0 Map 
 
 
 
 

 
 



7.0 Report and Recommendations 
 
 7.1 The environmental benefits of trees and plants within the landscape are vast, these 
benefits include: oxygen production; effects on the climate, such as influencing rainfall, 
reducing temperature in hot weather and raising it in cold; they provide important wildlife 
habitat; establishment of shade, shelter, protection and the root networks reduce soil 
erosion. Trees process environmental pollution and recycle organic matter, dissipate noise, 
give height, scale and depth to the landscape, conceal unsightly views and soften urban 
environments. 
 
Jubilee gardens is situated adjacent to a railway track running along the north perimeter 
and the A53 running along the west perimeter, the site itself is a small well-kept garden 
area that is used by pedestrians and dog walkers as a cut trough from Fairgreen road to the 
A53. There is a mixture of planted and self-set trees on the site, most of which are relatively 
healthy but offer little aesthetical value. The site would benefit from the removal of certain 
species and replanting of species more in keeping with a British woodland garden. At 
present, large areas of the garden are dominated by poor quality species such as the Goat 
Willows to the East of the site. Recommendations have been given to begin the staggered 
removal of the poorest quality specimens of this group to create adequate open space to 
allow the replanting of native Oak trees (Quercus robur) for the establishment of a more 
dominant, high quality main canopy.  
 
To preserve the theme of the garden and to maintain colour throughout the winter months 
a suitable replacement for the removed hazel trees would be a (Thuja plicata) Western Red 
Cedar; this species would coincide with the small leylandii cypress already planted there 
along the south boarder and are a good species for hedging as well as a standalone tree, 
they prune well compared to leylandii and give off a pleasant aroma. To enhance the 
gardens further additional cherry trees (Prunus avium) could be planted along the pathway 
on the open grassed area, (final position to be confirmed with parish council members on 
site.) 
 

 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
The appropriate tree size to be planted on this site would be a light standard, which are a 
larger nursery stock and provide immediate visual benefit compared to seedlings or whips 
which could easily be overlooked and suffer accidental damage. It is important to have a re-
inspection of newly planted trees to check their establishment and to inspect for any 
damage caused by tightening tree ties, this re-inspection should be completed 
approximately 12 months after planting. 
 
Due to the time scales and costs involved with altering an established wooded area such as 
Jubilee Gardens, the recommendations made in this report are in no way the only works 
required to achieve the end aim of creating a Native British woodland garden. They are 
however the beginning of a plan to reduce dominance of Willow and Hazel species withing 
the gardens and introduce more color and height with the replanting of the Oaks, Thujas 
and Cherry trees . 
 
 
Tree ID Recommendation Priority 
GW21 Removal due to heavy lean, decay and fungus around base of tree. 2 
GW22 Multiple cavities on tree, Remove eastward leaning stem. 2 
GW24 Reduce westward leaning stem by 3m 2 
GW25 Remove dead eastside stem. 2 
H01 Re-inspect in 2 years. 6 
H03 Remove due to poor aesthetics and replant a more suitable species. 6 
H04 Remove due to poor aesthetics and replant a more suitable species. 6 
SB05 Tree in poor health. Remove and replant a more suitable species. 3 
H06 Poor quality specimen. Remove and replant a more suitable species. 6 
MB35 Poor quality aesthetics. Review replanting in 2 years  5 

 
 
 

 
 
 
Recommendation Priority 
 
Priority 1 – Immediately (As soon as reasonably practicable)  
Priority 2 – Within 3 months 
Priority 3 – Within 6 months 
Priority 4 – Within 12 months 
Priority 5 – Within 2 years 
Priority 6 – Recommended but not essential 
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