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Our Ref:  268857 
 

Statement of Reasons for Tree Preservation Order Application to fell and treat 
stumps of three Oak trees (T2, T3 & T5) at: Land to rear of 64 Thistle Road, 
Hedge End, Southampton SO30 0TT in relation to a subsidence claim at 64 

Thistle Road SO30 0TT 
 

TPO Ref: 851-E 
 

1. The above tree works are proposed as a remedy to the differential foundation movement at 
the insured property and to ensure the long-term stability of the building. 

 
2. The above tree works are proposed to limit the extent and need for expensive and disruptive 

engineering repair works at the insured property. In this instance the estimated repair costs 
are likely to vary between £10,000 and £75,000, depending upon whether the tree/s can be 
removed or must remain.   

 
3. The above tree works are proposed to limit the extent and need for costly CO2e emissions 

relating to alternative engineering repair works at the insured property. A typical underpinning 
scheme can include a carbon cost of more than 6000 kg CO2e and soil stabilisation or root 
barriers more than 4000 kg CO2e. A typical tree might capture between 15-40kg CO2e per 
annum and would therefore take centuries to mitigate the cost in CO2e on any alternative. We 
also confirm that the applicant has included this scheme and application in its tree planting 
and carbon capture off-set scheme for trees causing subsidence to low rise buildings which 
has already seen some 11,000 trees planted and additionally 220 tonnes of carbon captured. 

 
4. The above tree works are proposed to limit the duration of any claim period and therefore 

allow the landowner their right to the peaceful enjoyment of their property. 
 
5. It is the case that an alternative to felling such as pruning or significant ‘pollarding’ of the tree 

would not provide a reliable or sustainable remedy to the subsidence in this case. We do not 
consider that any other potential means of mitigation, including root barriers, would be 
effective or appropriate in the circumstances. 

 
6. All the implicated Oak vegetation has been measured at less than 11m from the risk address. 

At this distance, a root barrier is not considered appropriate as the distances involved do not 
allow for installation with adequate area either side of the barrier, and this may entail the 
severance of significant roots. Reductions of the Oak vegetation have been considered and is 
also not viewed as appropriate. No level of acceptable pruning (without killing the tree) will 
limit the water use of these trees to an extent enough to resolve the subsidence.   

 
7.  There is a large volume of trees further behind the subject Oak trees, removal of these trees 

will only show more treeline, not leaving any large gaps in the landscape. We welcome 
discussion regarding replacement planting and believe there is scope for the replanting of 
native species more suitable for this site which also provide amenity value. We are willing to 
meet on site to discuss the related issues and in our experience, this is the best way to 
address these complex problems. 

 
8. Please note that both No.64 and 62 are experiencing issues caused by the implicated Oak 

trees, removal of selected trees will benefit not one, but two properties.  
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9. We are satisfied that the evidence obtained following completion of our Arboricultural 
Implication Assessment report completed 16/02/2023, clearly links the Oaks T2, T3 & T5 as 
the cause of damage to the risk address.  We confirm that T1 Elaeagnus was removed in 
February 2024. 

 
10. Insurers understanding the requirement to offer replacement planting in the event consent to 

fell is granted. 
 
11. Should you wish to visit the address or to discuss any technical matters your technical liaison 

in this instance is Henry Collings who can be contacted on 07740 737412. 
 We stress we would be happy to meet or to have any discussion if this allows the Council to 

fully understand our application and the issues surrounding this.  Your technical liaison can 
also handle any technical information or clarification regarding technical matters. 

 
Helen Klarner 
Senior Mitigation Co-Ordinator 
PRI Insurance Services 
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