
SV

SV

SV

SV

SV

SV

FH

FH

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM
WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

WM

RE

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

GY

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

RWP

Pipe

32.25

32.79

33.79

33.79

34.15

35.04

32.79

32.24

33.40

37.32

33.82

33.88

33.94

35.48
35.60

36.49

36.14

36.81

35.89

34.90

35.65

35.65

35.81

35.78

35.49

35.56

35.33

32.41

35.63

35.72

GY
34.12

P

P

CTV

CTV

CTV

CTV

CTV

CTV

CTV

GV

EXIT

CLEAR
KEEP

ENTRANCE

KE
EP CL
EA

R

S2

S1

S3

S2

S1

S3

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW
TW

TW

TW

TW
TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

TW

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC
IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC
IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

IC

VP

IC

34.055

32.283

35.804

35.69

35.71

35.49

35.39

32.82

32.40

35.61

34.46

34.51

32.68
32.58

32.56

32.62

33.89

33.98

33.93

33.95

34.34

35.17

35.72

37.70

37.44
37.33

35.83

35.84

34.71

34.21

33.00

32.99

35.72

35.75

35.65

35.62

35.71 35.76

35.62

35.34

35.71

34.74

33.24

35.64

37.02

33.03

IC
33.02

1
Norway Maple
C1

2
Beech
C1

Group A

Norway M
aple

C2

3
Norway Maple
C1

4
Norway Maple
C1

5
Box Elder
C1/C2

6
Box Elder
C1/C2

7
Cherry
C1

8
Elder
C1Group BPortugal Laurel,Elder,Myrobalan Plum

C2

9
Cherry
C1

10
Elder
C111

Juniper
C1

12
Winter Flowering Cherry
C1

13
Hawthorn
B1

14
Crab Apple
C1

15
Purple Leaf Plum
B1

16
Dogwood
B117

Crab Apple
B1

G
roup B

Portugal Laurel,Elder,M
yrobalan Plum

C
2

Low quality tree,
not worthy of
retention,
damaging wall

Neighbouring
tree, unlikely to
be allowed to
grow larger

Seedling trees,
not worthy of
retention.

Low quality trees, all previously
pruned such that their structure
is compromised.

Unlikely to be
suitable for retention

Not worthy of
retention

Both of these trees
are worthy of
retention, if they can
be incorporated

Unlikely to be
suitable for retention

Not suitable for
retention

Boundary planting could be cut
as a hedge to provide instant
screening.  The plants are
tolerant of hard pruning.  The
Elder should be removed.

Not
worthy of
retention

Only suitable for
short term retention

GRADE A TREES

GRADE B TREES

GRADE C TREES

GRADE U TREES

ROOT PROTECTION AREA

CANOPY OUTLINE - INDIVIDUAL TREE

CANOPY OUTLINE - GROUPS

CANOPY OUTLINE - FUTURE POTENTIAL

KEY

TREES THAT COULD BE REMOVED

INDICATIVE SHADE AREA

N
O

R
TH

5

METRES

0 10 20 2515 AMB ----

5925 1:200 A1

21/08/25

5925.Gravesend,RDT.TCP

Drawing Title

Drawn Checked Reviewed

Job No. Scale Sheet Size

Date

Revision

Drawing Number _

TREE CONSTRAINTS PLAN

Dene Holm, Hunt Road,
Northfleet, Gravesend

Planning

-- --

Description Date

Client

Purpose of Issue

Project

Building Construction Partnership

The Tree House, 1a First End
Station Road, Uppingham t: 01572 823637
Oakham LE15 9TX e: info@belsontreesurvey.co.uk

Rev

--

This drawing is the property of Andrew Belson Arboricultural
Consultant. Copyright is reserved by him and the drawing is
issued on the condition that it is not copied, reproduced,
retained or disclosed to any unauthorised person either wholly
or in part without the consent of Andrew Belson.

NOTES Based on survey drawing BES25201 Rev A

The original of this drawing was produced in colour - a
monochrome copy should not be relied upon.


	Sheets and Views
	5925.Gravesend,RDT.TCP-5925.TCP. A1 LS


