
The struggle to protect a 
‘protected’ oak tree in Fareham

A local resident’s perspective on the challenge



Location



The Oaks
• House built 5.5m from tree 

in the mid 1980s
• Shrinkable clay 
• Tree owned by the Office for 

National Statistics
• Insurance company wants to 

fell the TPO tree to: “provide 
a lasting repair to the 
Insured’s property...there 
will be no further 
information forthcoming on 
how we have arrived at this 
decision.”

• Lack o f t ransp are ncy



“A fool sees not the 
same tree that a wise 

man sees.”

― William Blake



Replanting 
• Himalayan Birch

• Can’t compare the ecological 
value of a Himalayan Birch 
with an Oak  

• This won’t have high amenity 
value for the whole 
community to enjoy



Wider influence

Learn More

• Felt confused, powerless, shocked, 
frustrated, angry, upset. 

• Trees have a much wider influence 
on the local ecosystem, 
community, heritage and tree 
canopy than I think is often 
appreciated by some insurance 
companies.



Conclusion

01

RSA - the Local Authority 
has approved the felling 
they’re happy for its 
removal

02

The local authority has 
approved the felling - 
can’t afford to refuse 
and pay compensation

We need to retain mature 
urban trees but how do we 
square the circle so that all 
parties are on the same page?

03

ONS - saying they’ll do 
what the local authority 
says to do



Calls for change
01 Reinstate Article 5 Certificates 

02 Better funding for local 
authorities by central 
government 

03
The ecological and social value of the 
tree (CAVAT) should be considered by 
insurers in their assessments along with 
a full carbon cost/benefit calculation. 
Transparency of site specific repair 
costs.



laura.ancelll@yahoo.co
m
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