
From: 
Sent August 2Q14 11;18 
To: Planning 
Subject Application 2014/4332/P Dam works Hampstead  Heath 

I am aibjeeting to the application for dam works on Hampstead Heath Mr the following 

,tafi„„s, 

I. My husband, George H i l t  was a great supporter o f  the Heath ponds and especially o f  the 
boating pond which is now greatly under threa t  I paid for a bench to b e  erected in his 

memory alter he died in 1907. He died by the boating pond and his bench is the last one 
before the wild bird pond. The bench was guaranteed by the Heath Management to be 
retained there anal maintained for ever. I [Ibis application is approved, the bench will be 
threatened will removal therefore breaking the Mims o f  the Heath Management's Guarantee. 
I, and ninny o f  my friends, frequently sit on the bench enjoying the view, the peace and 
memories o f  George. All this will disappear should this application be appmved. 

2. 'There is absolutely no proof  that a huge downPill o f  rain will cause the present ponds to 
overflow and endanger the lives o f  residents living below the ponds, as has been asserted. A 
great deal o f  water fell last winter and none o f  the ponds overflowed. When the ponds did 
overflow as few yeam ago the cause was /Wind to b e  blocked drains. Clearly proper 
management o f  the drains will ovemoina this problem. 

3. The ponds area o f  the Heath will be permanently disfigured by the proposed works. The 
Hampstead Heath Act o f  1871 requites the City o f  London to preserve the Heath in its 
"natural state and aspect". The proposed works would create a very unnatural aspect in this 
part o f  the Heath. 

4. The works will take at least 2 years and many ntone ycars wi It elapse beim' 
disappear. The area is at present full o f  wildlife and wonda• nfnn lances and all Its 
terribly harmed. 

I f  the application is recommended for approval by officers, I 
Development Connnittee. 

skiing tItan t be heart by the 

Please acknowledge my email anal keep Ind informed about the progr 

Yours 

C a r o l i n e  Hill 



From: Hill, Teresa 
Sent: 07 August 2010 11,35 
To: Planning 
Subject: Hampstead Heath Dams and Ponds Project Ref 2014/4332/P 

Dear Camden Council, 

I am writing to abject no this planning application. It would seem from the information available that 
the proposed works are simply unnecessary as the risk of flooding from the ponds is extremely low. 
In my opinion the proposed works would 

- have an adverse effect on the natural surroundings and character of the Heath 

- the visual impact would be adverse as it would completely change the existing structure and open 
spaces of the land surrounding the ponds 

- prevent the public from enjoying open air swimming far an extended period 

I ask that you do not grant planning permission for this application. 

thank you 

Teresa 

Dr Tnrnua Hill 

.“Please note that as MRCCTU,s now wItMn Insntute of Climcal Trials and Methoeldogy at LICL, my ernaii address. 
nova Ati5s1h110.441M.A for both the MR< and the Royal Free's" 



prom, Ben Rust 
Sent  07 

Augusillill 

To: Planning 
Subject Hampstead Heath 

last  very concerned about the plans to develop the ponds to reduce potential flood 
reel the scheme will imevoeably alter the Heath to the detriment o f  the users o f  the park assd 
also it's wildlife. 

Ben Rims 



From: Yvonne fisher 
Sent  07 August 2014 12:13 
To: Planning 
Subject attn: Jonathan Markwell 

For the attention of Jonathan Markwell from Yvonne Fisher, 27 Oak Village 

As a resident of Oak Village/Elaine Grove/Julia Street I firmly support the City of London's Planning 
Applicatton No 2014/4332/P (and the Assoclated AppItcations) Refs-- 2014/2149/PRE, 2013/7231/P, 
2014/0320P) 

I believe it complies with Camden's Core Strategy, Development Policy 23 and will provide increased 
protection against footling for much of our community and other downstream communities in certain 
circumstances 



Mn* aunty 
07 Aeon 

201. 

Reim% 
Areliceam Rumen 2014/4332/e 

Foliar. Up Flag: roaow up 
Flag Status: COOI0MIted 

Dear Camden Council. 

I noun lee 10 appeal agent  the above eternity applIcagon. I have been a u s  of 
the Hew, and in pankular the Kanwood Ladles' Pond for mons t e n  SO y e n  I 
would be heerlfirobin If the City of London Corporation's planned myor changes lo 
the Heath were dosed to proceed. The Corporation d i e m  theA the Wolk ft peapOees 
is necessary 10 save Yves. but le IpriOcing kidependenl n e t t s  who say that the 
Naos are unnecessary end excesake. The Corixradon hoe bead Its plans an 
unrealistic computer modeling thal eletiumed he canapes 0404 existing deI no 
warning and no emergency services: and the very want Wad of storm aver possible - 
rxemeted to happen Gray once in 400.000 wean. 

Independent experts have made recurwnendattone whIdI COuld ballet protect hornet 
and Woo, but these M N ,  been ignored by Ihe Corporation. 

The damage done to the Heath. an area loved end veined by people all over London. 
and Indeed 'he *odd. would be W o n s a n  and the work in progress 
Heath tor those. like me. who vIeft It daily. far many yen 

I appeal to you not to grant des planning application. 

Anne Burley 
96 Highgate Hit 
London a16 SHE 

Sent from my lead 

the 



The Heath et Hampstead Sotie 
The taDelY examMes at  Planning Applications relating to Hampstead. and assesses them 
for their impact on conservation and on the local environment. 

To Deinatopmem 

Manning Reference 2014/4132/P 
Address Hampstead and Highgate chains of pOndt 

Hampstead Heath. London 
Description Dam engineering works etc. as described 
Case OfI i ce  Jonathan Marmveil Date 6 August 2014 

OBJECTION 

The Heath & Hampstead Society the Society) has already been engaged in discussions and 
nelloliations of these proposals with the amalgams, the City of London Corporation the 
O M  for more than thief  years. a process which has received widespread publicity. The 
Society is one of a large number of amenity societies, residents associations. sports and 
swimming asuiciations. community groups, and Mdividual local residents and Heath users 
who, without exception. vehemently oppose these proposals. 

Despite many suggestions on our pan for substantial modification of the approach and 
prepOSIN. the Dry has remained immovable. We therefore have no alternative but to 
o p e n  to the application, on the grounds set out below. The Society is also pursuing the 
metier in the High Court a s .  separate process. The c o m a  has been notified of this as an 
Interested party. 

5, The gesarsolts Act 1975 and A n d e l  beak a t  the peekeala 

W e  say that the basic caked§ used to Justify the worts. Interpreted from the Reservoirs Act 
191$, are unrealistic and out of all proportion to the threat. If indeed, threat can be 
cleaned to exist at all. 

These criteria can be suminanwd as the greatest theoretically possible rainfall in the area. 
leading to failure by collapse of the existing dams, with consequent Hooding and potential 
loss of life; the socalled Probable Maximum Flood CPMF). The City are advised by Atkins, 
one of the largest firms of consulting engineers in the country, who predict the annual 
probability of such an event as ' i n  400,000. 

The Reservoirs Act 1975 was plainly dratted with much larger, commercial water supply 
elletIVOirt in mind. These Structures are typiCally raised above the surrounding land and 
the largest certain UP to 200 billion litres of water. 

The Heath pangs, although originally COMMXtee Of extended in the 17th and 18th 
centuries as water s u m *  reservoits, ate lb 0 longer used as such, and are on a minute scale 

Feld& 



by comparison. Their current functions are solely as elements In the landscape of 
Hampstead Heath, and as public amenities for swimming and recreation. They resembk 
natural Ponds, and it Is noteworthy that, had they been entirely Of natural origin, the 
Reienwirs Act would not have applied to them, inspect* .  of any danger of flooding. 

The Act does not rein** that action must be taken other than for the assu since of 
reasonable public safety. It does not specify the statistical basis on whkh safeguaiding 
won should be calculated. This appears to have been set by the City on the evidence of 
flooding k o o k  assessed by a number (we believe no less than Orel successive hydrology 
repots, all omit t ing so far as the statistical probability of dam failures and consequent 
flooding. 

We say Mal. however the assessment is r i v e d  at. It is on a common sense view 
unreasonable. disproportionate and. in Its 'Heat through the proposed engtheerere 
worics. highly damaging to the character and appearance of Hampstead Heath. 

We alsO Say that the public safety haranis implicit in the proposals, which are said to arise 
from the powisions of this Act, are rosily exaggerated. as follows:. 

a. it is sell-evidently dIspemeroonete, Indeed abased. to take such elaborate 
precautions against an event with a probablety of I In 400,000. No ordinary civil 
engineering project is predicated on anything Mee this remote possthrety. the Thames 
Barrier for instance being said lobe designed tocope with a t in 1000 contingenck 
while prior to the Adikis study. the Camden Rood Risk Management Strategy noted 
that even a 1ln 10.000 contingency vas %grey unlikely'. the significance of thele 
disparities becomes clear when the probaWNty of flooding arising horn other more 
likely causes Is considered in the following paragraphs. 

I,. the scenario outlined Is one of darn collapse whit Hooding on an apocalyptic scale 
eneangeremthhablted areas to the south and castes causing loss of ble. Long before 
fre went happened, Serious flooding arising from exceptional rainfall, would have 

occurred throughout the m a  - V not most of London - arising from other causes. 
These are principally surface water runciff from the land following exceptional rainfall; 
consequent overflowing of the public sewerage system; and overtopping le. 
overflowing of ponds and watercourses. 

It is important to make clear Mat these elaborate. expensive and In our view 
unnecessary repeat& art confined to preventing daM c .  and will do nothing to 
Prevent flooding due to Other causes including ovefte001ntwhIth hyoid Wrereve much 
greater rlsk to Ilk and stonily. are much more Wily, and would mere first The 
consulting engineers themselves have stated that OW Is net 0 Sod OileVIOSO Shelia 

c. the nem Implied by the propinalt would not be instantaneous. even If It happened 
at al. Long before collapse, probably several days. local and national authorities would 
have taken emergency action which might Include evacuation, and would already be 
dealing with flooding arising from the other muses identified above. 

d. in August 1975 a severe storm with torrential rain occurred In Hanmsteed. It was the 
most severe morn since records lot the area began with ISO own of raln talky In two 
and a hie hours. Even In these extreme circumstances, the flooding which ensued was 



caused by rainwater runuff exceeding the Capacity of the public sewerage system. 
None of the flood water came from the Heatl . no dams collapsed and most 
importantly of all, no lives were lost. 'Ms demonstrates that the °Ailing pond 
enclosures - unlike other int tasinicture - vat sal ely cope with even these extreme 
Conditions. 

e . 
flood events within the bounds of reasonable probability Can and Should be dealt 

with by dam modillunion work on a much smaller scale. complemented by IwoherlY 
designed and functioning storm drainage systems In the downstream inhabited areas. 

m e  Hanipstrad Heath N A  I g n r a i d  the preservation of the n a t a l  aspect and stet* 
of We Heath 

The Hampstead Heath h a  vas enacted to save Hampstead Heath. at the time under threat 
from development, and to protect It one permanent basis, the provisions of the Act were 
designed to ensure that the Heath Is preserved in perpetuity In I s  natural aspect and state 
(see Section 1604 the Act). In today's language, tills also meara that Its ecosystems are 
PrOteCted. 

Heath Is u n b a r  both within London and ettewhere In Britaii 
. 

for its 
preservationof vara natural countryside. with ks w k i l f e  habitat. Mute  heart of a high. 
densky urban area. It Is esransted that over sawn million people risk it every year, drawn 
by Its natural beauty and Character exemplified by the ponds and their surroundings. It It 
unrivalled as a space whelk' Mora*  can enjoy natural countryside wbbin a major cky, and 
is s social asset of inestimable value. 

The Heath has existed in this loon for several centuries and has been contrnemorated Is 

art and literature by. among others. John Constable. Sir Arthur Conan Doyle and Wade 
Collins. As well as being by far the largest and most ImpOrtant Open space In Camden, It Is 
a national, indeed internarional. asset which mull be preserved unharmed. 

We say that the construWon or enlargerneM of these dams. and Other associated 
elements or the project would damage the wild and h a l m l  character and appearance of 
the Heath seriously and Irreparably. This damage would he most apparent in the vicinity of 
the won't. but would also affect views Into and W O W  the Heath. which are one of in 
notable Qualities. 

The introductionof modern dam construction techniques and materials. replacing or 
modifying the earth dam constnmtion or the existing sing-tures. would destroy the present 
natural character permanently. It is clear that many of the proposed interventions would 
result in the ponds appearing as manmade reServiail. rather than natural features. We 
say this notwithstanding the landscaping measures p l u m e d  by the City they would be no 
Subilitule for the natural environment of the ponds as it exists at the moment, a 
characierbik which is myth admired, and indeed loved by all visitors. 

We appreciate that the scheme needs to be consideied as a whole, and that all the 
detailed elements of the scheme are Interdependent. but there are pankularly 
objectionable aspects of it that must he highlighted,. 

net  inl a 



A new raised dam 2_5 metres higher than the existing earth dam. tidally deicing 
both long and shore News of the pond surface, the pathway across It and Use 
surrounding landscape. 

hatte_lIgibloaPorI 
Anew concrete dam one metre higher and, again. altering the landscape of the area. 

5 New Catcholt close to the Mired Bathing Pond 
ThiS enormous 'city dam' Is over 100 metres long with a new SA metre high earth dam 
and spillway. This is the largest of the proposed interwMfons and would form a 
particularly bleak new feature. gravely damaging the altraoive natural appearance of 
thh part of the Heath. The catchpit vAll not even contakt water: except that is. In the I 
in 400.000 contingency for which the City and its advisers are designing. 

There are Other INOVOSaLS, smaller in scope, which we all* oppose. Amongst these is the 
loss of trees, assessed by the City at around 160. The Cilys suggestions - and they are no 
more than that - for replacement planting are extremely vague. We do not need to 
emphasise how Important trees are to the character of Hampstead Heath, and this Is an 
enormous minter to lose. 

Hampstead Heath is classified as Metropolitan Open Land (MOL), and The London Plan 
(2013 :salon Incorporating HEMS( is specific as to the protection to be accorded to 
London's MOL Policy 7.17 states that:. 

The sfrortont protection should be given to London's MeropoRton Open Land and 
inappropriate OlVt1OOTtIll rtfurta, except in very special circumstances 

In 2006, the Society took a case Involving development on Metropolitan Open land to the 
Court of Appeal. This case Involved the Garden House in the Vale of Health, overlooking 
one of the ponds (Heath and Hampstead Society: London Borough of Camden, tel 
C0/14S4/2006) where Use Court found In favour of the Society In a Judicial Review. We Say 
Mal the present proposals - not on the fringes of M01., but at lts heart - are not 
developnient appropriate or acceptable on Metropolitan Open Land, and requite /tinsel 

The Society's view is further supported by the Statement of Significance for Hampstead 
Heath - Meddled b i d *  City Itself. The Statement begins as foltows:• 

Hampstead Heath hot been shaped aver the alftlififS by the way humans 
haw Wed on 11, format &Si ted one earned I t  DeWitt these pressures 
the Heath has r a t e d  Its ' n a m e  ChOlDdit Ond fOrtStItSt of hrtokiesst 
01.104004111111St IOW Iltien/0•11 Mecentre4 London; o piece of 

countryside In the dry. The Heath's S A M S  landscape has 
become notlanoapnnowne4 Immortased la the pointing, of Constable 
and Mctonth' recorked as one of the prbelpal open spans A, London, 

The Statement Wilton*, by highlighting the importance of the Heath for Its diverse 
mosaic of habitats that encompass Ancient Woodland and Ulf BAP habitats. and Rs 

reedit 



estimated 800 veteran trees. These habitats suppon European and UK protected species 
as well as national. regional and local rarites Including bats, beetles. spiders, birth. lungi 
and invertebrates; and the Heath is designated Yi the London Plan M a  Site 
of MetropOlitan importance for nature conservation. Much of this habitat will be 
threatened by these proposals. 

The Statement goes on confer to the ponds specifically as follows (our emphasis):. 

The strings o f N o d e  o n .  sighrcont hØrWogIcoI eesauci and collealvelY f r o '  on 
essential p o r t a /  the eltoroebtr g i f t  M e e k  The ponds seise a wide m o o t  functions 
inekoOng W i n g  as resenoks, 4:cabbala° to the Heath's oherskyoboOdlio 
* * O n  Woo Woobiln0 a M O M  N O W * ,  end notl000ly renowned recreotkowil resource. 
MP natural S W I M  Ponca have been enjoyed for centuries e n d o w  the only Olo• 
guarded opennvoter swimming tadlities is the UK open to the pub& every defy o f  the 
n e t  The P o n e  kre i t .  fltdortwiffy yetsedfor M S  n o *  for trample as 
the sw ing  pet i te  Grade II Lived viaduct Bridge. 

3. PriMeMadon a d m  iwaposab by the appIesne ellalare- and ' A f t e r  Mews 

The Society is extremely concerned at the misleading nature of the -before' and 'after 
photographs provided by the City ki connection with the pLouting application. In many II 
not most cases these photographs are taken at a meat distance from the site of the actual 
engineering works and so have the e l l n i  of concealing the scale of the 'unnatural' 
changes which are proposed. 

We have produced 'before' and ' a f t e r  photographs In respect of. 

1. The dam at the Model Seeing 

2. The dam at the Mess Meng 

3. The d y  darn at the Catch Pit; 

4. The dam at the hiked Pond 

The otiotographs In respect of 1 and 4 were prepared by KeanlanyOn The Photographs ki 
respect of? and 3 were prepared by Warne  Geornatics. These images ma  be forwarded to 
the council separately along with a copy ol Wilma< G e e r , *  'Pk. reknit 

you wi lsee Mat, In relation to the dam at We l iens Bathing Pond. the ' a l t e r  picture 
Subnlitged by the City ANS not dearly l a n k l y  the one metre high C O M M .  wall proposed 
to be bolt along the top of that darn. You will abo note that the - a f t e r  pictures prepared 
by the City in respect of Me Catch Pit effectively conceal the sire of the new day dam which 
will be 100 metres long. 40 m e t r e  wide. 5.6 metres high and have a slope of 14n4. 

We therefore Insist that Camden require the production of proper Beans& 
by a non experienced in d e  type of work and which are hilly w id ish* .  Only such knages 
will show the true extent of the disfigurement of the Heath. as we have already done for 
the instance eked. It should be for the applicant, and not us, to produce these for every 
location. 

Palatal 



COnStwattiOn operations and collateral environmental damage 

The disruption due  to construction operations IS recog 'LW(' as a planning issue aro 
c o w e d  l a t h e  I.DF and supplementary planning guidance. There Deitch% &Wit  were 
written Orlinarily for w a d s  in already developed areas. become even  more important 
w h e n  t h e  level of disruption t o  the Heath. Its landscape and ecosystems is considered. 

Thh h a  M e t a  Prefect  t h e  construction t o i l  of which a l o n e . .  eStImated e l  more than 117 
million. Although the w o r i s  themselves will IWO Plate at W O W . ) ,  OWL We Minket* that 

a far larger area of  t h e  Heath M a  be blighted by these  operations with surrounding 
residential areas also being * t e r s e l y  affected. The operations w i t  indude heavy goods 
vehicle movements  to  remove excavated spoil and to  del lo' ,  plant and bulk meterials and 
heavy plant movements  to  and frorn t h e  s e e  and while operaling, all e n h  associated noise, 
fumes anddust as well as damage t o  t h e  landscape. This will result in loss of amenity; 
restrictions On ember access and m e  for recna i ion  and other purposes: and collateral 
damage to  habitats and ecosystems. In particular, swimmesp l a t h e  ponds - a w i t  popotar 
Pastime at all times of year - will b e  Interrupted for an extended period. 

W e  have looked at one  instance b e  way of  example. n a m e q  the dry dam at t h e  Catch Pit 
( see  section 2c above) which is to  b e  formed as an earth bank. W e  calculate that this 
f e m m e  r i g  require well In excess  of  3 .500 cubic metres of e a n h  requiring more than SOO 

heavy goods vehicle (HMI movements  t o  bring it to  site. One movement  Is o n e  journey hi 
and out. so  this is more than 1,000 HOYjourneys along local residential roads and across 
the Heath t o  construct N s  teatime alone. 

in conjunction with the Highgate SOChtly, w e  have made considerable enCels to  prevent 
damage to  t h e  Heath from construction traffic in cases  such as Fitzroy r a n t  where our 
position w a s  supported by the ensuing plangent decisions. Hence w e  find it panKularly 
regrettable that construction access a s  a far more damaging scale is now proposed by the 
Heath's guardians. Me  M y  Itself. In pursuit of  this misconceived proposal. 

S. Planning p e a s e .  guidance and other material considerations 

The b a t w i n g  e lements  o f  national and local planning policy support our e l g e c t o n  (this 
list is not exhaustive). W e  have not quoted these  policies In full h e m  s i n c e t h e e  are a 
matter of  record, and will be r e a d y  avallable t o  t h e  planning authority. 

o Nat ions  Planning Policy Framework. especially Section 9 ,  Protecting green belt 
;Section 11. ConseMng and enhancing the natural environment; and 
ConservIng and enhancing t h e  historic emhonment. 

o ThetoundOn Plan (2013). especially policy 2 .104 Green infrestnxture; 7.17 
Meiropol ion Open Land: 1.21 TieeS and Woodlands. 

o Camden Local Development Framework. 

Cone Strategy kurodualon, especially paragraphs h a n d  22 

Cote Policies C515. Protecting and improving our parks and One^ V a a l  and 
encouraging biodivenityi especially CS IS (k) (p) which refer specifically to 

samotweim Open t a w  is the . . . w a n t  ci Green OW lied 
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Hampstead Heath and its MOL designation. 
Core policy C516. improving Camden's health and well-being. 

A. harm I Policy 0P26. Managing the impact of development on occupiers 
and neighbours. 
Development Polity DP31. Provssion of and improvements to public open space 
and outdoor sport and recreation facilities. 

o Supplementary Planning Guidance: 
0 6 3  kalabiability: especially Season 13. BicalwervitY 
0 6  6 AmeMy. especially Section 8, Construction nsanagensent plans and Section 
11, Open Space. outdoor sport and recreation facilities 

e Statement of Significance (Corporation of London), especially Natural Undue 
Hydrology. and Public Open Space d r  Kee also Section 2 above) 

'man 
We have said, in discussions with Die City. that the proportionate reSOOnie 10 pagef I 
public safety called for In the Reservoirs Act, could be implemented with substantially less 
environmental harm 'OEM Heath, if a more rational approach to risk was adopted. 
Negotiations between us and the City to achieve such mitigation have been unsuccessful, 
and this is an important factor in the challenge we are currently mounting in the High 
Court. 

We attach with this abjectly. the Society. KOCHI Review pre.action protocol letter dated 
30 lure 3014 addressed to Me City which seeks rescission of the City's decision to proceed 
with these proposals on the following pfincyal grounds:. 

O That the city's Interpretation of its duties under Die Reservoirs Act 1975 is flawed 
and must be read as Sublet, to and twined by the 01./5 statutory duties under the 
Hampstead Heath Act 1871 and M e  environmental conseauences for Me Heath 
generally. 

o That the City is U M %  an irrational and unlawful approach to ink in view of the 
eaVeme koonsbabillty of an event causing dam w e e p y  and the likeltheed of 
flooding due ha other causes occurring first. 

tit addling% we say that even if the Coy were rktit in us Interomation of Me Reservoirs 
Act, the balance of the arguments calls for refusal, inasmuch as the h a y  in planning 
terms, Is simply too great given the remote possibility of the risk Identified situ* 
eventuating. 

CORSI;  the DWlem..aewapa. 

The public crab:bra of these praPasaki troth in tlimItY and auanttlY. is veil, nearly without 
precedent In the Society's long hhitory, and Is Indicative of the alarm with which the.. 
M O W S  are viewed by the voting Publk. This is evidenced by the overwhelming support 
Oren by thousands to the DamNomense campaign WOYOred by us (See 
11=11.010111itainggsgEgJa), and the generous financial support it has received from many 
IrdvIduals. This public response Is In spite ol a persuasively presented public retatiOnS 

rrsr role 



campaign mounted by the City. 

We draw particular attention to the articles by Richard Mended in The times in binary 
2014. and by Sir Simon Jenkins,. pehon of the Society, who wrote In the Evening Standard 
in f440h 2014 asking 'Mflyspog a l  des W bold done that nobody will need?' 

a. Timing of derision on panning application; prornaturtly 

lathe &commixes of the current Judicial Review instigated by us, and now In progress. 
we consider that a decisbn on this planning application would be premature. and that k 
should be postponed accordingly. In particular. the City seeks t o p s *  the enormous harm 
In planning remts that these proposals would cause by reference to what R believes to be 
Its duties pursuant to the Reservoirs Act 197$. It would therefore be premalum for 
Camden to determine the application until the Court has ruled on the meaning of the 
statute. 

We NV! to Worm the Council that, subject to legal sekAce, If eventually a decision is taken 
togrant abasing permission, we must reserve our position mailing a second Pucka, 
Review In relation to that derision. 

The grave and kreversible damage that would be caused to the Heath by these proposals 
b too Important a matter for us to Ignore, given that OW adman, object as a Registered 
Charity is the puttection of Hampstead Heath In Its veld and natural state. having rtgard to 
the provisions of Section 160 the 1871 Act. 

I .  &Madura with this objection 

Letter dated 30 lune 2014 Worn Scott Fowler, the Society's solidters, to the a y  of London 
Corporation. 
The limes 17 January 2014 Ks Meath (st) ond kiefygone mod In Horptpsteod. 
London Evening Standard 4 March 2014 Wayspolla Mb fo boaddorns that nobody will 
need? 

To blow 

Before and After images I. 2. hand 4 and report by Warms Geornatus ref erred to in 
section 3 above. 

for The Heath 12 Hampstead Society 

The Nam& Nampfleed barn. PO Box 38214. tendon 553 IXD oleleiteadt•Sarneund one tst 
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Simon Jenkins: Why spoilaM this t o  build 
darns that nobody wig Men 
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Scott Fowler 
SOI.IC/TORS 

Oil (100 O r a n .  21.21 M a e M I M E .  M M f m a t i o a p r o u r  Sill 

t u r a .  wwwweiro imam, Wen ht. iocorthion 
Min ikdo Canaan ) assawsgrasessai 

Dm A l t a  a n  tc0 OIl nw nor 
Cum umsamasemisionese. 

0 0  of London Corpontlion 
0 0  Mr Michael eosins 
Compfitillts and Cits Solicitor 
PO Hot 270. fouildball 
London 112C2P 21H 

BY ' M A O  lolthoolooltWaVIXIBOSIRRav00% AND PEALSOVAI SERVICE 
Des Sir 

/ S l a t l  m i n t  ore•aciin mount loner reolarbe l o s  ontofioo 
Re: Rea lm 119.116.2014 to proceed with • ( b . . . .  Ontioar for "Pardo Rooker 

landnds 

1. We ore lammed by thc Hach & I Immulead Society rthe Society)inchallenge the decision of 
thc City o f  I soden annotation Otte (ity-). acting MMIMh COMMRWC. takti on 09.062014. 
the drall minuses of width were published no 1706.2014, that the City appmve and pnweed with 
specific -Chosen Optimor Inv flood defence marks to ami associated with the ponds rthe 
Ponds") on Hwripmead I lath. London (-the Detision'),Iiw City has wowed du entirety of the 
%souks proposed use Ponds Project". We will mkt to ilw wicks as the Pmpossh-. 

2 Tlw Proposals are intended to address what the City believes ore its legal obligations under the 
Rescreens Act 1975 f I l w  RA 1975'). as regards the risk dial one or more of the Pond dorm 
might be Sochai through overtopping generating erosion sufficient to cause die awn to fail am 
utter to escape swoon/k i t  landing to a (kW affecting residents downstream. Proposals 
will result in the heath king siducet to significant nominating nets ,  including the COCOMICIMM 
o f .  new dry dams, .1 lialWal known a -the Catchpir. the raisins ol dw tenting diens on 
four of the Ponds and MC CM:M3MCM of sizeebk rcinfaced spillways. 11 will midi in drawn-out 
Antiphon 1011w I kmb It will also of e o n .  involve ilw expendilme o f  lase sunu of rmincy 
by tlw City. the nevem budget being in excess of C17.000.000. 

7. The Society haw as the City will be well aware. ken contented for some line as to Muller the 
Proposals are being promoted on a sound local hash. in particular on o coma wsden,anJing Of 
the RA 1975. 

4 laving taken ethice from counsel. Mr Stephen T h a w  VC and Mr lames Konen Of !bay 
Nino F a n  Sired Clutmkets. we consider that the Ikchion is unlawlul on a FlOMMT o f  groMMda 

I n d  I v . .  J O N e n e . 1 . 1 1 . 1 • 0 0 . •  li.10111,1•1••••1.144.411.11S1••••••••••••11.41.100 
m c m a I n e r c m c o P m C c M C M I : M  fe4500ilige1.411.11. 
mi nalmm•OcalMam • • 4 1 . 1 1 1 . •  S i  a r y i n . M 1 4 . 4 . .  S t o r t e . . . .  t i l e .  g a r b  LIP um• 
0 , 4  -,.*•11,VPIEW 

• . • •  a m c m .  I s w a m  HMLIMOM COM 

n m . m m m .  m w m .  m a i  HMS in +mammas 

r o m e n t m a l o m m i l a m f a c e m  ms imam 
n o m  M o m  1MM: 
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( Decision Is hosed cm an erroneous mtertheimion of the woods in the intermix 
of smithy' in section In of the RA 1975. 

(2) The Decision is heed an en 'mimed a t  tudersful approach to risk. 
(3) 1 he Decteam in dw result era process that oughi to haw been subject to 

sennesk environmental assessment in accordance with Ihrectise 20011421it 
r a w  SEA Diremive-y.bui hen WI been 

we miring to the City now to invite it to rescind the 1)eciston and to take thy funher 
doastions regarding the Ponds end its duties under line RA 1975 on tlw correct legal basis. If the 
t it,. declines to rescind the lXv.ksicm then. subject to anything the City may say in respray that 
materially sheets our understanding of the position. we will advise our client to institute 
iamcedings for judkial review >eeking a queshing older and declarniusy relief. 

he Claimant 

6 our 'Akin is llw heath & liampnicad `Woo). a aharily lotinded in 1(97 MilMIC 1:111111.1h1Coblei:U1 
iuiclt.khe PP...n.11106 01 the I bails iii is wild and natiand Ante intl he punk,. ..... and 
nia101egdinta of the onwnities and ChM& 111711,1µ, of hi. CIP.1100, oil he ilcath 

7 • Cunha information rcgauding the . including Minn, and so mciabo. 
available m www kalliAMINIMPWOnl act ok 

Iba Wr i the  soder clothe/use 

S line ikcision under challenge is Ow City's decision of 09.06.2014. which the than Minutes 
indicate was taken on the City's behalf by in  Hampsand Heath. Highgate Wood i t  Queen's Path 
Committee (-the Heath Managemem (onuninoc). In 

tly Approve -Chosen Options- ittocumendal by the City's officers for dw l'OndS 
grojecC. namely 'Option f r  for the H i p p i e  Chain and -Option M" for the 
Hampstead Chain. together comprisingMs Proposals: and 

I2s Authmise the submismim oral planning application to Camden I olden Borough 
Council for those Prqrsnalt. 

9. Ow Decision also made provision for ateociaaw bothedao m e m  said m i l e "  ordekPlinn-10. 
We undentand that the reasoning for the Decision is that found within the joim report of the 
Ci ty.  DifecIDI o f  Bulk lanviromnent and Director of Open Sport peeping 1 he sneering ol 
the Heeds Manthromil Cammillee on 09.06.2014 Cilia Joint gnome). 

Mutparread Haab dad die tone 

I i .  The I leath is a unique men of natural open optic within Ulna tendon. enjoyed by million> of 
visitors r a y  year. h is  a stretch of varied mimes) >ale min w ins within sine of the l o w  urban 
arena of the wOdd. a flu HI "the, prosMing quiet mussy moo and contact with w i th .  I he Math% 
variation. both in dorm and fauna, demean from is  mood cession and subsoil. Ii sir/diem ilw 
I Lainthasbllighlwe ridge of Ranthlua Sand. Own patsy; acing> a strata of Claygme Hob as it 
demsoch. onus London Chw. fetch type of subsoil Isas poduced lit own ecology and many 
t i n * .  anw whcic waict ally divining through 11w sand, encounters the clay The Heath's 
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qualities on such thw a m oil national nopotisnee Ii emends beyond Spaniards Rom] to Sandy 
Moth. the West Heath and the Ikalh islension Kcnotsal Holm and grounds is not tonally 
pan of the Ileadi Mooch in mown the s solos percent the two an a cohere %hole 

12. l lw  Ponds are mei. Ina& vomeoctol comma o n  (in the latter pan of the i t  «awn and sakoathantlY) and 'Moan) sets ed as renos . n .  i n  the W W I  of mow to the metropolis Their 
memoir use cased long ago (ending altogether in the 19" emery) and the Ponds function 
since has been aesthetic. ro r romal  and ecological. three of the Ponds ve in  active and regular 
ow fie sssimmonv. one rns a bin) one is used lin model booing. several we for tithing. 
and all r o m a n  wide rangc ot M a  and New I lie Ponds see an integral pan of the heath and a 
Itcy element m Ii. mural n o m  aml beams 

IX. l ist  Proposals are coliccrileil " j ib  the It Ponds on the "main" Hea t  Mich we splio bases 
two Pond "dens". the Hamm:ad Chain on the SCSI side of the Haab said the Highgate Chain 
on the a n  side of the Heath. The too chum are I S  by • amthinettom of mural worm nein 
on the Ileath and surface water run-off from rainfall (together. M e  Cochineal. The Ore Ponds 
Oil the Hampstead Chain Mich are the subject of the Proposals are hose known as Vale of 
Health. Viaduct. Mixed Bathing. Hampstead leo.2 and Hampaced No.1 I he newel valley 
knonca at the Cerebra is upstream from the Mixed Bathing Pond. The us Pooh on the I ligbgate 
Chain Mich n o  the subject of the Proposals are thee known an Stock. Kenwood Indies' 
Dating. BIM Sannuary. Model Boating. Mena Bathing and Highgate Nod. Ike Ponds on both 
chins arc linked by °meow pipe. and the lag Pond in each Mein (Hempstead No 1 on the 
Ilampstead Chain ard Ilighoth No.1 on the I lighpre Chain) diodUrges into the colveried Riser 
I-lee t %inanely. the& the anise Caicitineni is drained thin the WWCIUII...0 C., mere 

ie Soo tar as the Society is stair. none ol the Pond slam has ever been Nestled Oomph 
overtopping generating erosion sufficient to came the S i  to fail and woes to escape 
uncomrolkd (the risk that Ow City believes the Proposals are required to address) in their 
ecotone of existence 

/be I Impaired Moab des 18'1 
IS. The Heath enjoys wawa) prows-ow pursuant to its proprietary Act of Parliament. the 

Hampstead Heath Act 1871 C M  Heath MC). which Act followed decades of lobbying io 
!WWI and preserve the bleat. 11w arca of kind protected by the Ileeth Act has expanded over 
time 

16. By session IQ the Heath Act has et its COM the requirement that the body in whom the the dme 
being the Heath is wsted (at the time the Heath Act eas passed the Metropolitan Board of 
Works. presently the (tiy): 

...shall m all limes preserve. as far at may be. the natural aspect and saw of the Heath 
and to dim end M R  m i c a  the tug g e m  heather. timber and other tree, shrubs. and 
hnuthomal thereon. 

17. We now that it is common r a n d  that the That ... . 1 epee and maw" rof the Hcath includes the 
Pont 

IX. !action 16 of the Heath Act is supported by maim 12, whkh requires that the City. 
—shall for ever keep the heath open. window:I end unborn on. except as regards such 
pans thereof as use at the passing MMus Au inclosed or Wilt on. and shall by all lawful 
means present sewn and abate all encroachments and attempted encroachments i n  the 
Hoak and protect the Heath. and preserve n i x  an open mac. and rsitini all proms...Imp 
tending to the incloquie or appropriation for any pothole army the thereof. 

19 There are other thus-rem anion the Muth Au that counpkmem sodium 12 and 16. hut they we 
the must tmptteiant lot " Q S  purpOsta. 

20. lIne Heath also enjoys protective designations under other mimes. Tor instance. Hampstead 
Iles* Woods is a designated site of special sciemifie interest (-a S8S1-1. and the l imb  as u 
whole is Metropolitan Open Land. 
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M r  Reservoirs An IV'S 
21 The Decision lies wane allow bromic the (My belkves dun the Fromels me required by die RA 

197$. as presently in force to amended by the Flood and Water Mariagemerrt Act 7010 Ink 
FNMA 2010-2 

22 The RA 1975 pro.-Ws Iota safely regime for -large raised 'anemone. It repealed the firn web 
slating. the R a m o n  (Safety Pcovisionts) A d  1970 Section A l  I n  the RA 1975 prnently 
defines 'large raised reseneirs" as follow.: 

Al l a t e  raised ressenroir: Engloal and tt 
( I )  In dm Act 'large rained reservoir Man 

(a)e large. raised Slibenire designed or used for colkcting and 'Coring water .  and 

(b) a I m p ,  S e e d  lake or t o n  urn evade of meow water which wet envied or 
enlarged by rutifkkd memo. 

(2)A tames= or urea is ' n o w t  ii ills tannic 'sr hold ing  e a t e r  abenc  the natural level 
of any pan of the statounding land. 
(.1). raised a n y t i m e  ar ensi ty -lame' Ira is capalsk of bolding I 25.1/1111 cubic mem. oi 
water above the amoral level 'deny pan of the surrounding land.' 

21. RA 1975, suction 1 define "andenakers' for ihc purposes of the Ad: 
1. - Angel of An end intently:laden. 

1411n M a l l o n  i n  any o n i o n  o i l  - u n d e r t a k e n '  means for mimeses of this Act..-(a) 
in the ease of a memoir that is or ,  w h e n  wintrueted. is to he managed and 

operated by the itntironmem Agency. the Natural Retalfun Roth for Wale. Ow 
"NRRW-)ra a tuna undeniger. he lincireemem A g e n c y .  Ihe  NRBW or. as the 
cane may be, the warn underuger. and 
(Min any other ease 

(i) if the reservoir is n a l  or intended to he used for the mupsses of any 
undawking. the persons fee the lime being carrying on that undeviating. 
or 
(ii) if the reservoir is nm so used or intended its he used. the a n n .  or 
lessees of the reservoir. 

(4A) -arm- of the Environmmu Agency. in its cannily es a Metro authority for 
purposes of this Act. is the obi& of Wand_ 

24. Although the Roods hese no use is tommewial rewmoirs and Man no pan of a commercial 
enterprise. the City is their -Undalliker by Armedsection 1(40)00 

25. Large raised resennin most he registered lib ihe Environment Agency by the urdenaker (see 
section 21215)). 

26. Section 4 of the RA 1975 cstablithes a panel of civil engineers for the ranpown of the an rthe 
Rand Engineers-I. to be appointed by the Seeman of Start for Me Unnamed thin 
consultation with the 'enhance of Civil Engineers Oho ICE'S. 

• 17. onwer75.090m 414"0010010•00 13/ a s  iepbeed by • M a r e  a t  10.000na l a w  30117 10110de n e  elued a/1May 
M a y a y e n t  A d  2010 02anmenciater• No. 2. Vancanaal  are C r a w  M t e a n y a  itayman onto 2013 I 1.0.  A n t  l a d  41 
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27. &v isa  7.11 and 9 of tlw RA 1475 make pro. wion for cornrow-imp or alwration ol large renal 
reservoirs. and thai such works we 101w "unified by a codified eivilenpricer ("he toonninion 
enginca") 

211 Section l o o t  the KA 1975 provides for inspection or Loge 1.1.4d resenroirs by- a qualified civil 
engineer. the 'inspecting engineer, who shall wpm and whthe ;von shall he acted upon by the 
undenakcr. In no far as that anion include. works. Moth works arc to he surevised by a qualified civil engineer rthe supervising thrower": I he nithi wt.-vent pens of smith 10 are as follows: 

Periodical inspection of lame rafted rewrites. 
( I )  I l e  'intruders shall have any hie I icthnoir inspected from time to lime 6, Jo 
independeni qualified civil engineer r a w  Inspecting enaincee) and obtain from 1 
nivel of the mull  of his mention. 

(3) As won as practicableafter. an inspection i n k (  this seine. the molicsoivo 
shall mine a report o f  the result oldie m a g a * .  including in it an imompol1111111011, hc 

See, lit to make as to -(a) 
ihe time o f  the nem inspection: 

(b) 11w mitimennnee of the remtvoir. 

1c) any measures required in the imerens of safety and the period w i t h i n  olmh 

MOW plenum" must be taken. 

141 An inspecting engineer shall consider the mums l i f  anylihar need to be welched by 
the supervising engineer during the paled before the next inspxsios of the ressavuir 
under dm section, and shall M S G  I hie m o n  a note of any with mein 
(5) An inspeetins engineer, wise he maker los report. shalt also gist a eatillesis wining 
that the repon does or 6ses net 'whale meomniendeliMU as to moaneros to he taken its 
doe lliternb o fS i l ty  a r e  to dm maintenance of the rcsavou. uI ii ineludn a 
recommendation au to the lbw of the "eel i n i p e c l o m ,  M a t i n s  a l s o  the period within 
*hai l  he recommmds list inspedion should he mole. 
(5A) I l e  uncicriaker maxi comply with • recomrnaidiumn mule under subsection O)eh). 
unless Ow recommendadon is the subject of a reference under section 19 and the 
referenth her not been detenninal 
nil Where an inspeming engineer includes in his report aro recommendmion as to 
measure, to be taken in tbz Kaman of wifely. then subjea to an references of ilw ironer 
tel a referee in athordanee with this Act thsuridenalen shall, nithin the period specified 
in the repo, tarry the recommendation Into Mien width the supenision of a qualified 
chill engineer and that engineer shall sive a mirwith.c. no soon as he is 'aliened lien.. 
that the recommendation has been edified into effect 

19)  For purposes of : h i ,  : 1 0  Independem- when oved of a eked ° W e e r  in Madan la • 
reservoir means 

(a) that he us nor in The employmeni 01 ihe undertakers otherwbe thim ins 
c o n s u l t a n t  a a p a c i o :  and 

thl than he was not the engineer roper:gas ter the revavolr or ray energies to it 
as tonsuuction engineer. not Is gametal with.ny such w a x e r  es his portlier, 
c l n p l o y e r .  e m p l o y e e  Of  fellow employee in • civil englmerhig balsam 

l lw  reference in this subsea-dim to •eonstmedca =Ejecer includes m wieners sedan 
tourer section 8 or 9 abate 
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29. Swam 19 makes ision for an undertaker to refer disputed memanicrida ...... aside by de i 
engineer w reface. 

30. The Ponds mere lam inspected by an inspecting engineer in 2007. at obeli time nn 
meommendmions were made in the S e n s  of safety. let Mom for the Propiesals in any thing 
similar to the Promnds. 

31. Section 12 makes provision for the supenision of large raised ressmoirs by a 'erosions 
engineer. mho shall i f  appropriate recommend to the unelentdta NM a section 10 inspection bc 
canied out (sot section 12131). 

32. The City hos presemly appointed Dr Andy Hughes as supervising engineer for the P O l k l ,  ‘1, 

Hughes is an minimise of Atkins. the engineers who the City has appointed to demen and 
supervise the Proposal.. Dr Realms may athat he tonsidend the comemettnn engines., hri ihe 
purposes o f  the Propands 

33 Session 12A to the It.' 197S empooem the Smattmy ol Side to direct that m ondenaker prepay 
a 'loud plan r a n  large falwd irenvir. 

34 By section 16 t h e  icic,..111 . :11111ft tn i t i l l  authority may omen cite in the e•cm a large raised 
reservoir is °meth and immediate ',aim is numired to muted persons or property- from an 
escape o f  owe?. and ironer the toms from the undertaker: 

16.— E I D e r g a I C )  Dona. 

( I )  Whem it appears to the enforcement authority. in the ease of any large raised 
men-um that the is-,ct 'nit n, unlade and dui immediate action is needed to protect 
persons or property against an escape of a n  front the reservoir. they mth take at the 
ic,cngbit math intamaivr 0 tho consider pmper to remove or reduce the risk or to 

the 

(6)%k noc an o t i o n . c a t t l i t  a u i h .  i n s  c u l l a v e  the p o e n  mmiened by ti, h memo the 
undenalcia ahall pay them the altansin o f  ihe expense,. invariably ineumsd by item in 
the exercise o f  those power: 

35. By section 22. breach of rennin of the requirements 0111w RA 1975. and of the regulations mode 
under it. is a criminal offence. 

36. Various provisions of the FWMA 2010 that Cunha amend the RA 1975 haw yet to Lorne imu 
race. 

The earl Contingdondes Act 1004 

37. By the Cicil Contingencies Act 2(104 (-the ( V A  M C I  certain bodies. 'minims the Cit)-. the 
lotalm Borough Councils mid the poke, nitril plan appropmeely for uneowneini. By section 
2(11 o f  the CCA 2004. they man. amongst other things: 

(penance lot the publication of all or pan of assessments vide and plans maintained 
undo tovistaplu (a)to (d) in se far as Nblicattim IS necraar, or deviled& he the 
purpose oi-(i) 

firevanintl an erne/Jitney. 
Iii) reducing, controlling or mitigating the effects of an one, mney . tie 
(iii)eableng alba onion so he taken in connection with an m a n t a ° .  and 

(g) maintain .utarigements to num the public, and to itho ok unionisation and 
*shim to the public. i t s ,  emergency is likely to °win oi has ,..soind 

IS 'fhe CCA 2004 define, "eillerlIFM., I I I .  Nam 

1 Meaning of -ernagency 
W i n  this Pan 'emergency- means. 
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(man CIII o f  M o m  w h a  threaten(vo lose. Manage lo human welfare 
in a pliwti ii the United Kingdom. 
N a n  mem or Manion which threaten( iCtiOttS damage to the 
cairorunan of a place in the United Kingdoont or 

wie. m terraria which threatens serious damage 1011w security of the 
United Kingdom. 

(2)ForIhrpwpdaofsic1ion(lX.)antveataiUntiontIuaiensdurnagclo 
human welfare only if it invokes. mums or may one 

(a) In to  human life. 
lb/human illness or injury. 
lc/ homelessness. 
Ith damage am property. 
(e) disruption of a supply of money. food. WOW!. energy 01 ha 
(1) disruption of .  system of commtmication. 
(g) diaptinn of facilities for Ramon- Of 
t h i  disruption of services relating to hadth. 

(3) Few the aurora of subsection (I Jib) an them or shuanon threatens damage 10 
Ow environment only if ii ntokes. cams or may cause 

tan contamination of land, water or 011 With  biological themical or ria 
active matter. or 
(b)dimption an demotion of p a t  life en ...... 1141 uSc 

39. Schedule Ito the CO% 2004 identifies the persons and bodies caged with preparing 
plans. including Camden London Borough Council and the Common Council of the City of 
London. 
11'opouth a l i k e  Der Idiom 

40. fly the Proposals. the Cig will effect arks the core of which will be the amnion of a new dry 
dam across the C o a t .  the raising of the dams around four of the Ponds by one or mote more. 
die reinforcement of the darns elsewhere and the o n i o n  of spillways al all but one of die 
Nods in the ili8hPhi Chain a u  Bird tharetuary) and Malt o r  the P011aS in the Hampstead 
Chain. lit addition. the City predicts dim the Proposals will cause dm l a  id up to 70 trees on the 
Highgate Chain and up tot!  trees on die Hampstead Chain. 

41. The new dry don in the Caliph natal talky in the I hunpmead Chain will be up to 56m high 
and 40rn wide. the darn in dic Model Boating Pond in the I liglth,the Chain will be raised by 
2.5m. 11th etawanal spillway, will range in site. with some op to 25m wide at their base rand 
a lop of the thilloys will inevitably he wider than their bum the to the incline of the tide 
elopeity a n o n  poo on the Heath mu abo proptmed. though thew hicadione have ym to he 
identified 

43. I he Proposal have been designed on the basis Mau she system must be a -pasthre" one, with no 
reliance on an/ mechanical m o m  or human inthourion the understand this is because Dr 
Hughes ...odefl that the City lack Apra/arch ipoldicd m emulated miff in anage a 
' y a m  mummy 11110 W011011 ( f a t  A M  Report paragraph 5, fourth bullet and parthmph 6). The 
remit is a highly 0114114VICd W I  111 Pomade 
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C .  In addiiion its the Mud enemeettor piopooxi. ceitain on ‘cuing measures it. improve biudivershy 
and water quality arc proposed 

44. Some o f  Ihe blekpound to and. As MU a m i n e : t a d  I t  o i l ' s  the reasons the the Decision am on 
out In the John Rape°. As the Joon Repai Mains within i l l  gaming surathalY and at 
p r i s m &  1 and 4 o f  its main both 

Seminary 
...h Is imporum 0 tutdentand dm the Ponds Project is a impact to the Cm's riattnory 
duties wake tests-on McMahon. and i i i ,  specifically concerned with preventing dam 
breach u t  primary comma is gut inn Good event. wale: conk) overtop the dams 
catrang enqion and u l t i m o *  Shure. lo proem overtopping a combination Or 
inucosul dam !weftsand the 'nonchalant' of reinforced ,pillwap is 
proposed. the wheme i i  vonumted with l e n  breach milm dun peumone surface 
oaths flooding. 

Main repel' 
I.. N M  aims on ly  Ponds Project as set out in July 2011 are its reduce the tisk of RS 
overtopping. embankment erosion and failure: to comply %tit the Remnoirs Ad 1973 
and the Flood and Water Management Act 2010; and to improve outer quality...It has in 
addition always hem cecognised that the City has StatiA01) obliptions under the 
Ihunraead Heath ACI 1371 den are relevant to die Ponds Project 

4....it is important*, nele gm fundamentally the Ponds Project is contemn) uith 
protecting rimie downineam from the potential thr dun breach - - i i i ,m i  a flood 
alkeitaiun scheme The City is acting in in capacity ass memoir undenaker whereas 
the London Racmgh uf Camden is the Lead Local Flood Aulikilil) lot the area with 
gitutory responsibilides in relation to surface name flooding. 

45. M W  summary to the Joint Report also explains 

Al the very sum of the design process it oindetenninul that ihedmigns should satisfy 
the indunty standard cogincenng requirements set can in Floods and fristsvoir der/ 
whilst minimising as fat as pnniMe my negative b a w l  on the !lead(' landscape. 
amenity and ecology in <Omni's= with thellampstoad Heath Ari 1871. 

eh. M t  decision that the Proposals should satisfy the engineering requirements set out in the 1CL's 
Mode anti Reservoir Soh" rube ICE Guidance) means that the t h y  is inlay:ming its duties 
under WC RA 1975 as requiring ii to 'virtually eliminate the probability of daneembiutkmem 
failure. As Dr Hughes explained in his Position Paper Reciading Quantitative R i s k  ASSC$Snitill 

for the Hampden' Heath Pundit Project. pupated in/amend Aural  2013 (-the Posilion Papers: 
Currently in LIK the risk presented by dams is messed in accordance with Flood and 
Rest-nous Safety: An Engineering Guide. 1996, which acts as supporting guidance to the 
Reservoirs Act 1975. Dams are categorised into four types (Coleco.) A to D). depending 
on the likelihood of a breach causing damage andtor *Mongering life. with Category A 
darns having the highest consequence of failure. Dm assessment of population at rink. 
made by the Inspecting lingottai under Section 10 of the 1975 Am. is Mien based tm 
histher judgmem succorer.) is the guidance and any inundation mapping that may be 
available Where I o n  in a vommonity 'generally -erstrideredio he mu less than allow 

p r n i n t e l  M e  c o n s i d e r e d  k i  I s  endangered. e m e r y  A darns are requited to be able to 
vilely pass the design flood. I be design flood for Category A N u m b s  is the Probable 
Maximum flood 11941-) and the darn is requited to pass the routed outflow of the FMK 

01 ,004 .4 .11 inenv i r  f u s k i  C r  ° M o n .  i }mammon O W  Entmean 

Pep I of II 



It should be noted that the recently implemented gen of the flood and Wain 
Management Aci. 2010 has imbed thecamnsiaion of reservoirs to 'high risk" and 
"not high tisk". I ligh risk resemoirs are Mow which endanger the lik of at least one 
Krum 

ika vundedk bated approach: if Mete are lives which can reasonably b a n  to be 
endangered the dams should be designed or modified to —vinosity eliminate the 
teobahday el collapse. Jo amid failure. the e n  w a r  titich dm dam 001001 main in 
a flood moo be pamed solely by a spillway. or over and wound t h e n .  ',idiom causing 
Me dam to collapse. To knell)  eliminate probability of collapse, the Palk has teen used 
as he bendanark for Category A dams 011Co 111111, m i n e  low pubebtlity mem own he 
solely accommodated it is reasoosble to sole Mat ptobabiliry of collapse has been 
kindly eliminated. 
We all live with risk all the time in ow normal lives. In some other was of life a more 
oak hosed approach hat been adopted. where an explicit balance, or tratluolt is made 
between the pobability of endangering life and the coat which may he inured to radiate 
Of remove dial risk. llic concept of a tolerable level of rksk implies dun such a Sac-can 

he asked ai Currant, the Inspecting Ingjoect is relied upon to use hivberjudgment 
as to die tusks nut lit make as expicit trade-MT 

The City of [Radon, as dm owno 0.110911011T 031' the 101101%.113. Now •,1' who I, tut 
curreatly covered by the 1975 Am. and all of which may be covered by the Mood and 
Water Management Act 201a needs to vimially eliminate the probability of kollmw. 
noted I S  eliminating the probability of collame will not eliminate flooding t10011111100111 
from °napping during extreme menu, which could in such omits lead to loss of life.' 

47. Comm> in that final sentence quoted from Dr Hughes' Dation Paper. the greater tisk presented 
by he kind of nether ti-em dew might contably rtoull in dam b e n  ik in km the risk. 
which wotdd eventuate long before any dam breach, of flooding Iron the tocredielming ol dm 
wattage y i n  by surface 031C1 That flooding. which mond include Iva me he limited to 
surface water from the Catchment filming nff 1k Hcah. would inundate Itiltk110 dounsatim 
of the Ponds long before any darn breach. It is our undokhesling Mg the sewerage ontartoket 
Thames Water. S Aspired to build its system to M i n o t  no mow Mot I 70 year polobito) 

48. I he Joint Report knber explains Dr Hughes' dyke and Oa ICI (sedan a parepaphs 10u-107 
Ak Om Mint Repot acknowledges. the City hitt estimated she 1/nIballill5 of 11w MAE dun 

dm Progomle are tkanoted h.counter as 1-400.009 tears tscc paragraph 10$ orate Joint Repent 
49. The ammo of much 61 the dispne between ilw Surto> au) the ('oy. which has been 

csiensivaly !tailed, is winnutrocd at paragraph 98 of the) Roost 

Simla* 

J. Flawed Ialeroreiation at hie lb. hdereses of safety" la smiles 10 oldie R o m a n  Art PM 
511 the Decision is based on a nand Inerpretamon of words I n  the interests of ,a1C1)" 111 

set1100 10 of the RA 1975.11 is the Society's view Mai, m a n  to the intonation &domed IA 
the City and lb utter& in winder  Dr I lushes. section I Oof the RA 1975 

(a) is concerned with maionable wkly. nm a n k l e  safety: 
(b) to be read as subject to and qualified by the eity's memory dudes to temente 

the natural aspect and stoic of the Death 1:111111111111 to the !tempts.' Heath AC1 
1871; 
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doe, or edlnde consideration of safely measures in place iSazeijmaaher 
than the i '075 itself. It sat MINIM considennioa of the Ithlorleal. 
edologwil ant/ I t ,  en economic value of the Heath d H I S  dianabtd or 'tanned 
I') the dollimilt 

51. As with ant data . ,  language. the wool "%ditty- in section lo is to bear its ordinary mewing 
tubas a 1.0111/61/) intention is apparent on the face of the salute. I to  ordinary locating of 
'Wifely- is not absolute safety bit -thasonable- safety, What it reatantahh: will depend cm the full 
range of eirdintoances 

52. It is entity!, rumble that lore commercial memoir wilt. hunted amino and ecological heath 
011 engineered othdion that -yinually eliminate.- that risk will peptides' ' reavtrubk Wayland 
the titan Rol application of the ICE Guidance will be appropriate. lite to the caw of a 
rdeninf tt how ininnyic t a u  to London residems and to the nation lies m wand beauty and 
lintallth.111111 boot mum to wished in 11w balance when deciding upon what is requited in the 
inwreeu of rafts> I he Ponds eft the panaligm of reservoirs valued for their natural bawdy. and 
in their twe the mechanistic applkation of ibe ICI: Guidance by the City and io. nowniong 
engineer Dr Hughes miscellanies the caul° by going S o y  an a w a i t  and inflexible 
meaning. 'I he decisionwaking proven should not exclude, when assessing -reasonable safety'. 
circumstanca which fall °dal& Ow ambit of Ur Hughes' professional Paining. and go beyond 
the ICE Guidance. 

53. Punkt. the bylkin 10 to,' and what is awaited in 11w -interests of safely- c u m  he construed in 
notation hum die City's statutory obligation to preserve the natural aped and ore of the Ilea& 
including ilth Ponds. pursues' to section 16 of the Heath Ad. Them is no doubt that the 
Proposals will affect the m a i l  aspect and are  ol the Hank The batten 16 Heath Ad they is 
not one to be considered slier Dr Hughes sal the City have decided upon the steps to be taken 
111 the interest, uf safety-. which is the approach the City has taken na date. but ta Ihe maw tithe 
and as pan and parcel of the section 10 ILA 1975 wah Contrary to Ow City's appmach. w a i n  16 
of the "bah Ad podded) informt shad it required i n  the Mono; of w h i r  wider seetlan 10 
RA 1975 

54. One possible example of the effect the rectum In I l e a  Act duty might hew on the City's 
&vision making under the RA 1973 in that it might haw cane to reconsider Dr Hughes' 
111thltthICO upon a lamoid- system, in so far as - p a i d  system- results ins greater tante of 
engineding that disturbs the a u n t  sweet and suet of the Math than a *MOM that  lateen 

some suitably trained human intervention. 
55 Further. there is nothing in section 10 of the RA 1975 to suggest that hotly muta to Mould 

ignore other mamas that would help to anwintica at n I I =  then iodide outside the 
physical engineering envisaged by Ow ICE Cruidatwe when ccadtkcIng whit is requited -in the 
imams of alloy- The City's own Strategic Kok I (ammo& autalms a risk numbered -sRIr 
that addresses the rig of flooding from dons breach a 11w Heath. SRI' lies controls that include 
• lalerneUT Sys= enabling early wanting. which the notes to SR II shwa ha been successfully 
tested. along with liaison with dw adkomy 'Camden London Borough Council' If alas 
for other meowed. -h early g od tKo411011. are or should be in plat undo such as 
the ('CA 2004 or 0411MOSC. dun they mon lw taken into account when deciding whether hard 
physical measures are felleite(1. at all 

2„ Inotional and W e s  l'ul anoromb I .  nth 

56. I he Decision is based on an irrational appntach to rig which approach, antonym other examples 
of imuionality autime. ihtm rankles downweam of the Ponds would have no warning in the 
etem of dam acerb at one OF M e e  0111w Ponds.' This appouch unlawfully disregards a numbef 
itt movie uthaiddatiod. including: 

It••• A F nerni • n i n t h  Fenn:- r i e p s o f  Co iheCil )  201 , . . 1  11.orre 5 lapl chum-hoc 
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(1) the w. ....... mihNhanrom atc and illua he in place breading under the (TA 
2001. ahich iimchicitho will /amide wean's: of possible tlood and dam breach 
log in eitetta of the Sio iunic II sale ilial has led the City to proceed on she 
basis 01 -no 

(2) that the Ciry's own assessmeni less Meath will not stew omixqiidely bus will 
lake sacral boon! said 

(3) the the Shot in the es or rainfall milkiest to cam dam 4,11:a II. Mll,kr water 
would have already Oscm-hewed the sentrage mean. causing witkniread 
IltKitling. at would run olf from the Cerement ann whole. Ibex <sem would 
occur sitthilicastly before any dam breach as the Ponds and arouhl e m  all equal 
or grader risk so life Is is imonecimble the this prior flooding mould nos itself 
have o h m *  rammed wowing and evacuation measures. long before any dam 
biea-hatilwPunda. 

57. As regards ( I )  above. the Cis) idenolle5 such nwehanions as 'connote aphid the risk 
identified as SRI' within us cisme *mesa  Kok I iainesook. ye ignores than when 
eonsickring its duties under the RA 1975 

51I A .  regards (3) abuse. Dr Hughes has hinvell as least pernally seknoo ledge" the poim we make 
as accurate in his Position Paper (we base mewed she relesaro aurae allows huu despise that 
acknowledgement this fact has teen excluded from his and the thy 's approach to the risk of dais 

h. 

59. Further. and as indicated under Ground I Move. the City's approach to risk and lb approach to 
die aseenmem of risk also has no regard for the intrinsic qualities of the Hatch dui will be 
allieled Ski boomed by the Proposes 

I. Faller. CO tarn- ountrasethe Las iniamcgral Morning 

60 Direefive 2001/421EC r d w  SEA Direcnve-i is aimed at prosidmg "a high lem-1 of pont:Mon of 
the envinsonenr. ansirdwaing in -she integraiion of envinmmental w o o d e n * *  into she 
prepandion and adoption of plans and programmes with a View lo promoting sustainable 
developmem- by = th ing  that 'an environmental assessment i carried ous of amen a i m  and 
programmes which are likely so have significant effects on she environment" (An IS 

61. The UK has transposed she SEA Dnerawc through she Environments' Assessmenl of Nam and 
Programmes Regulations 2004 Cam s t A  Regulations,. The SPA Regulations apply to plans 
and programmes that relate to Implant either solely or sootier wish any other pan of the UK 
Crenerolly. though. it in maxims to look so ibe wads of the Dinah.: alone. 

62. Dy An.2(a) die SliA Deceive provides that -plans and progranine.- nmew plas. asl 
programmes which we 

- subject w prepatMion undies adoption by AA S t a r "  al noncom'. moot.' Ics.d Sews 
or which we prepared by an authany for adoplion.tIMMIN I legislative lbesdare 
(and) 

.. which o r  required by legielsiive. inulmory or admIniurative prov • 

65. In she ame of the Decision. the City has mode dear that it is pursuing the Proposal. Itt.saw ii 
believes shey zee -requircd- by the RA 1975 

64. Amick RI )  provides that an environenemal assaminent he ivied ta fr -plam sad Wag/anion 
relined loin purogiaphs 2,04 which are likely mi have significant environmetsil O w . -  I in. 
wins. ' Ias i  and inothamme" are nos defined in the Directive. but will he soca hosid and 
fsii,sosssrsnicspltlatiisn As the Advoesta Caned arplained In Joined Cane c• 11/5 09 and I 

%a- Ow thwiliaing Rua Alwianoall "alleimil moor. p n. 'Sin, A a 



11009. Terre Ins M i l  Wallonne and Inter. bosireftneepent , 
Rion.  Walhmne. the imm shorild l a m a ! ,  be on wham the measures in question may have 
significant environmental enema and.' lanai appro.% is necessary Ifl 11w light 01 the Maury mid 
aims 0( 1115 Vitality" 

65. So tir er:In Ail An t a r  n o t  kkkk that initecal in An. 3(3). an mammas:a teorrament 
"shalt' Ix...Aired nat I.iallplaihandlto,sanhllkI 

fat w kw h are twepand for an rename. (onus>. Contra. m a w .  industry. transport 
name inanagcmcm. wain rikmagonne. mar:mama ra tan .  tonna, a m  and 
country planning or land um and which eel the framework for Mae developmng 
comma af projecu limed in Annan land II *1(11w LIM Directive).. 

66. The Propane!s are cuiamed vvith bah wain 111.1th1cnbeill and town and canny planning. at 
least. They will also have significant environmemal effects Subject to dm quesion of whether 
the Decision Seth ihe lanewori for Marc development consent of paean listed in.. (the HA 
Direfther.11th lacitonn plainly falls within A0.3(2). 

67. As to thm final quesion in /cm' Wallenne i v y  shove). Advocate General Kann noted that ii 
was unclear hith simnel) 1th rtniaintem. of plans end programmes muss influence inlo idual 
projects in w a r  or Mow mparemertu to sn 0 framework. and thai they may ienlitthe he 
development 5mani elte.en ill many diffacm ways: COInthryCD11) the coma. n ten land 
and m a  he contuutd flexibly Al lassie there vane programmes k i r k  management at nitrogen 
in 28fliddlidci 119 A d a n a  ° M a n  emplunised that anion pograinines on ninatts will be 
relevant lo the provision of stooge faciliiies f a  manwe on illlefthiVe livestock insiallations mei 
the disposal of such mama. which must be considered as rain of the development 'saint 
pmcms hodi in terms of the operating tadit iom of such insuillenum and their location. The 
action programmes did accordingly set a framework in SEA Directive knelt file Coal of 
Justice endorsed that reasoning. 

NI In the caw ot the Proposals the fan MA the City has tamed them collectively ltre Ponds 
Projat" cannot disguise the fact dial ihe Ikeision sets the framework for future development 
°omen, for a series of extensive Pood,rreilic w a s  to the I I  individual Ponds end the 
Caichph. Many i f  no. all of mow 1501 Lt would of themselves be E1A &Adornment 'Mc Decision 
Isis "Inunewurk" plan or programa Sal the purses of the SEA Directive. and at is subject to 

69 By An 5111.11w SEA Directive requiim prepandaro An environmental repeal Oat include. die 
Wendt-scam. deseiption and evaluation cr ib.  namable alternatives` anthill is gaposed. 

7U In the can of the Decision. no such environmental iepon NIS heal prepared 'this n o f  wiener 
signiliaume given the reasonable H a m a n "  mad. and vv.- amides Aould haw included 
full range of non-pkysical interventions. inch as ithei'd111111 and 11 nedrodr? Mendel kkkkk 
qualified staff and early waning matins. 

71. The City 's Anita to comply with the SEA Directive is a foram reason the f iecimon Is imlam ful 

Anhui theCltv baated l .  oak/ 

72. the City is asked to rescind be Decision, to undenake ier m a m a  its obligations node' thc KA 
1975 in accordance with ow interpretation i t ,  out above and m pay ow client.. cams 

73. I f  the City will me c a n a l  Men gains 1ii .18) thing said in 1110 (51,,  moon, .  we anticipate we 
will be instated to pursue *claim for judicial sevww of Ms Decision In dm leg:W.0w lIny is 
nskdlQIodI.S%1KIIW,I!J9!4.WCC Its st.cls a cam hang 14‘PC1iiitii And & d i  with t` 
Qf 111,(Pliedietthithipteltithlitengiviiiit of per m a n n  Aid the .irlwarianc hearing Jean ...Ilk 41 



74. We confirm thai our elks wield not vet+ expedition niche adorer or the maildnlity ofdw 
Cu) N meferred k p l  repremmation. his in the event the Coy will not concede the claim we 
nosh! invite Ow Coy to provide detail of its legal semmentanon. and an) known dons of non-availability 

Inr the person (non whom with dotes moi be obtained) in no swank 

POWS el then lonoton kind nonsentarlea 

75 ibis lino is daylong with our r Ilene sclaim. with Ow ciotocuot al tunnel. Mr SWIM, 
QC and Mr hones Rune o i l  tiny Nine Lien Sweet Clambers. 1 within. WC2R IM 

76 This (inn'saddress and reference is.' the healer to this leuer. 

igtereried Pude 

77 We consider that Camden I ondon llonitigh Council a, dw local planning anahenty may be an 
iiiimeitm pan) am' arc also seri mg DI FRA and the Fin Inningill Agency on the haus that they 
nso roxmlay bush roWd punts 

Jarannalion south, 

7A We do not hchne any limbo nclonnahan is Iwo:scaly at present but in remonding in this Icier 
Mishkin Uw Cu> will monk an) bIllies maitscd Ouch it regards in relent and wine. to 
dmw to the ! h a i r .  allention 

A t o m  and mon 

71. lbw us mi .‘athus Convention claim within CPR r. 45.41(2). AmordiNdii it s subject le the 
tins I . . .  meieribed by CPR rA5A3. en out in Ole Practice Direction to Pan 45., 5 1 and 5.2. 

SO. A i n &  our client's expiate to adverse costs will be capped at 410.000. 

I I .  Please coolion Mai you agree. 

Addeo, for rink aid sank* ° i n e r t  decants 

$2. TO thm fin* id the aldress at the header in this Mier. 

Time for reels 

El. We myna that Ow City reply substantively within 14 days. so before 4pm on Monday 
14.07.2014. We believe thin the City Re had ample 'Tenoning d o t ,  d i n t  s aigumenw and 
inn that this tinw period will not cause the thy diMmilty. We oho believe dva it will be in both 
e n  clients interests not die legal disputes between them we brought to a speedy moolalion 
thniugh the Couns. and hope Mat ifthe City does decide resat the claim it will bee. the 
of congetotion moan:ling corm expedition and • rolkdiup hearing at outlined shove. 
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D i N i b s  retki 

$ t  it would owe hC lit..StitC1).• MICI111011 I..I‘CCk MICIICO cube( al Ihn hinity ( 0  log IhC 
io decide i l k  It Nubian and p u n t s  a planning e m i s s i o n  ob ie l i lhc  SuCICI) 
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times2 
rustic charm, ruin landscapes beloved 
of painters through the ages and 
make them "look like municipal 
waterworks". Apart from the long-term 

damage, the scale of the building i 
treat 

work would blight the ponds for years. ar4. 
t le So why is the scheme being 

d Safety City of London Corporation, the 
proposed? The answer is that the 

an Since devot 
local authority that owns and runs week's coin 

gorte mad in the new embankments there is a risk added to all 
Hampstead Heath, claims that without clothing I h 

of the ancient reservoir walls unlikely e-4 

Hampstead collapsing in a flood, leading to Girls andb( 
potentially catastrophic loss of life in PR industr: 

• - Kentish Town and Gospel Oak. What's I gently bre 

Richard more, the City maintains that the devastating 
health and safety requirements of the I'm not vet": 

40 Reservoirs Act 1975 allow it no legal in fashion? 
option except to build new dams. may seem s 

The objectors say this is, well, but we just 
dam nonsense. They claim that live with it. 
although there is occasional flooding On the oi 
in those salubrious streets below the I was fascin 
Heath, it has nothing to do with the learn of an 
ponds. It is caused, they maintain, by a compa 
by sewers unable to cope with Selfridges, 
torrential downpours. In their I believe ru 
300-year history, the ponds' dams departmen 
have never been breached. Festival of! 

. They also accuse the City of which start 
stoking up irrational public fears by yesterday, i 
postulating ludicrous worst-case emporia wi 
scenarios: a once-in-400,000-years and other c 
storm probability, for instance, in showcasirq 
which every dam round the ponds social corm 

am nonsense! is breached simultaneously and a and scienti 
No, that's not biblical flood drowns 1,400 people. , 

Admirable. 
a lamentable Far better, cheaper and less disruptive and learn! 
misspelling. It's the than this huge project, they argue, The Man 
name of a website would be an upgrade to early-warning programmi 
(damnonsense.org.uk, and civil emergency procedures. particularb 
to be specific) set up I hesitate to be too critical of the because it ( 
to object to a scheme City. It gamely took on the Heath with the cli 

that would radically alter and (in the when the Greater London Council was the city's 11 
view of many critics) disfigure the abolished, even though the verdant Art Gallen 
greatest open space in London. - vales of Hampstead lie well outside the a £15 millic 
Namely, Hampstead Heath. And yes, Square Mile. And it has hitherto been transforma 
the title is literally apt. At the heart a model custodian. At a time when a move tha 
of the proposed scheme is a series of cash-strapped local authorities across true imagic 
hefty new dams, as high as 5.6 metres. Britain have allowed many parks of the Whi 

They would enclose the much-loved to become overgrown, the Heath's greatest in 
chain of ponds on the Highgate side of 900-odd acres have been scrupulously including 2 
the Heath. These lakes aren't natural; tended. Of course, with most of the Picasso, Ti 
they were created as reservoirs capital's lawyers, bankers and media Tracey Ern 
300 years ago to store the water of grandees living around its borders, and Epstei 
the River Fleet for drinking purposes that doesn't come as a total surprise, 
while it was still relatively pure. Yet but at least millions of ordinary 
they have a wonderfully natural look, Londoners also benefit. 
fringed by trees and grassy banks. This overblown dam scheme, 

Morrison 

In-sh 

gone on di 
Selfridges] 
Square. Sh 

I just hiss! 
Swimming and picnicking there is one however, strikes me as being an the Whitw 
of the perennial joys of the London example of a local authority being led in the autu 
summer, and thousands flock there i up the garden path — rather literally, i don't find t 

in this case — by engineers and a recrprou 
planners intent on creating years it is stuffed 
of lucrative work for their own furnishing 

and frocks 

every warm weekend. 
Quite a few hardy souls also swim 

there in midwinter, though my own 
masochistic urges don't extend that profession. The 1871 Hampstead 
far. And though the segregation of the Heath Act requires its guardians 
sexes may seem quaint in 2014 (there to maintain its "natural aspect and 
are still separate men's and women's i state". If you feel that tbe new dams 
ponds) it is surprisingly popular, I contravene this stipulation — or 
especially with the gay community, even if you think they will be a 

The ponds won't disappear if the marvellous addition to London's 
proposed scheme goes ahead, but the rus in urbe — go to the City's website 
objectors — led by the formidable I (cityoflondon.gov.uk/pondsproject). 
Heath and Hampstead Society — say You have until February 17 to state 
that the dams would destroy their your view. 

1111111111.11111.11.1111 The excellent ' year, of course. But Schumann 
klaia- • - bachinekrum, there'sbleak news 1896. Still, 



From: Blackwell, Theo {Councillor) 
Sent: 12 August 2014 13:56 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: RE: Support for Planning Application No: 2014 4332 P 

Many thanks for you email - ' t o o  support the strengthening of the dams and will ensure your 
representations are heard. 
Best wishes, 
Theo 

Clg.111e0 Blackwell 
Cabinet member for Finance and Technology Policy 
LB Camden, Gospel Oak ward (Lab) 
Winner LGIU Digital Innovator o f  the Year 2014 

.11SAJAntl in to,-(at 
Surgery on 1st Saturday of each month - 10-11am Queens Crescent Community Gentre 
nagi6.46:44m - isa ISM Skype surgeries available, please email an arrange a time 
Discuss local issues online 
We Are came. -loin Carnaen's online opmr.mry to get regular updates about Reighbsuelmal and temugh wide issun 
swan 
voThp - voaup is a localty developed 3-.._,oBroa which Inn, yo, all yob, napmsentatves what nuttus to - join here 

From: Sarah Allen 
jlla 

Sent: 08 August 25,', 
To: Planning 

Subject: Support for Manning Application No: 2014/4332/P 

For the attention o f  Jonathan Markwell 

(press nuny support thor this Planning Apph n No: 2014/4332/P and the 
Aptnlicauiota, Roth:- 201412149:PRE, 2013/723 LP, 2014/0320P 

I applaud the City o f  London Corporation for having the foresight to strengthen the dams in 
order to safeguard the well-being o f  citizens and civic infrasinictum. 

I have . . c r y  confidence that the City o f  London Corpointion wi l l  implement the works with 
sensitivity: and as little dist uption as possible 

I believe it complies with Caindenis Core Strategy, Development Policy 23 and ' t i l t  provide 
increased protection against Roo:cling Ibr  much o f  our community and other dowiwircam 
communities in certain circumstances 

Thank you. 



Yours s 

Sarah Allen 
9 Elaine Grose 
London 
MN'S 4QG 



From: Blackwell, Theo {Councillor) 
Sent: 12 August 2014 13:57 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: RE: City of  London's Planning Application No: 2014/4332/P 

Many thanks for you email - I support the strengthening of the dams and mill ensure your 
representations are heard. 
Best wanes, 
Theo 

Cut Theo Blackwell 
Cabinet member for Finance and Technology Policy 
LB Camden, Gospel Oak ward (Lab) 
Winner LGIU Digital annotator o f  the Year 2014 

klanoSliaith 
Surgery on 1st Saturday of each month - 10-ham Queens Crescent Community Centre 
oayhm•mlophone - 020 99641069 Skype surgerFes available. please email to arrange a time 
Discuss local issues online 
WeArecam/len loin Carnaen's online onlmmry to get regular updates about Reighbsuelmal and temugh wide loose 

voXup- v000p is a loca69 developed 99,09ro: 9.10991619 909 9211 yo. 02pmuntatves what matters to 909 - join her, 
9600000x9p co 99 

F rom Ruth Jackson 
Sent: 07 August oxo,ss 
To: Planning 
Cc: Revah, Larraine (Councilor); Blackwell, Theo (Councilor); philipdjonesSgmail.00m; Gimson, Sally 
(Councillor) 
Subject: City of London's Planning Application No: 2014/43.32R 

For the attention of Jonathan Markwell 

As a resident of Oak Village/Elaine Grove/Julia Street I firmly support the City of London's Planning 
ApplicatEon Na 2014/4332/P (and the Associated Applications, Refs- 201.412149/PRE, 2013/7231/P, 
201410320P) 

I believe it complies with Camden's Core Strategy, Development Policy 23 and will provide increased 
protection against flooding for much of our community and other downstream communities in certain 
circumstances 
I fully support the City of London's proposals to strengthen the dams associated with Hampstead 
Heath Ponds and since I live downstream of these ponds beneve there is a significant dsk of flooding 
as was the case in 1975 when Oak Village was submerged under 5 ft of water and sewage. 

Yours faithfully, 
Ruth Jackson (45 Oak Village) 



From: Amanda Lebus 
Sent: 07 August 2014 13:24 
To: Planning 
Subject: objection tonpplication 2014/4332/P 

To whom it may con rn: I oppose the planning application 2014/4332/P on the fol 'owl ng 
grounds: 

Financial: we are i n a t i m e  o f  cuts to public services - in this climate part icular ly th 
cost o f  this proposal is unjustified and scandalous. 

E in f ronmentak  The damage to the landscape dur ing  the works is not just i f iable -recent 
floods showed that O D  was unnecessary 

Detrimental to the physical and mental well being o f  the hundreds or  pond users while 
the pond is dosed. The pond contributes to the health and wellbeing o f  all its users both 
physically and mentally. One year wi thout  it w i l l  impact  the health o f  people in this part 
o f  Nor th London. 

None of  it makes sense. It is not needed. I object to the above application. 

Yours, 

Amanda Lehus 



M _ _  anew 
• Deo. plaarna wila4/e312/P 

ANTHONY H. KAY LLB. 
SOLICITOR 

too nano 

VIA EMAIL 

nacho  Markwell 
Ds ethnical Contol Tan. 
London Borough °remodel 
Town Hall 
Judd Sweet 
London Wel H leND 

Ikat 

26 Cnntickl Rod 
Hanotuml 
London NW 4NT 

Augus1 2014 

Hantmlead Heath Nos 
Planniag ref.3114143I2/P 

Having only manned Mon abroad Ltsi night. Inn, slat*  to respond earlier yo aso non 
nailing to expos nty oppratinon unto no donne 10 ihe application Rom the City of 
London few am c o s m o s ,  %orb on thr I Linwood I leath Pont. 

Living in walking distance. bath my wife and I ere tb.brrent b Allem on Haroptaind Heath. 
and wish to repeat our oppositiat. which we Honey typnowil in 00900% 10 !lit Cily of 
London's own intesultadal. that it is seuentely doubtful nal works of ibis scale we leplly 
required, and modelling on the haida or .  I in 400.000 year probability is outeno. 

The goody lodged doodled Planning Applwaiion wadies mutt dearer dot before the 
aionnous sole oflhe proposed concoction awL, with the dionstion of 160 urea. and 
Sage pars of the Heath being closed lbe Iwo years with goo damage being cowed by the 
heavy engineering plant and the thousands of HGV nworinsity. Accordingly even if them is 
a red risk of flooding. the many other alternaiimy to o n  a oh day coml be properly 
essidened baths cordernplating approving the conics applksion 

Vous faithfully, 

All. Ka' 



senni remen 
07Avar4i 

20111 

aeon{ 
Ottechon: mamma. Woos*  20ta/0k21P 

This Is 10 object to the proposed building of the dams on Hampstead Heath. 

Mewing Reference 201414332/P 

Ass Hampstead rosoont veho walks regularly On Hampstead Heath I select on the 
following 

Legality 

Work of this sae Ono scale is not achody legally requited (FleselvOirl Ant 1075) 

Unrealistic inadeling 

The 'giant storm' on which the proposed plans is based on an extreme and 
hypothetical 1 In 400.000 years was-case scenario (There has been no 
uncontrolled escape of water and no deaths in any slams in the Pond's 300 year 
history) 

• Flooding in South End Green. Gospel Oak and Kentish Town has never been 
caused by the Heath Ponds. Ills officially recorded as being due to torrential 
rainstorms and the fakes of the sewers to cope. These works on the ponds will not 
slop that Booing from happening again. 

C) The medals do not lake into account weather forecesUng. early warning systems. 
evacuation procedures. Or any Preventative emergency Sen4CeS or MOChlineCal or 
electrical equipment 

The kneed On the Heath Landscape 

The huge excavation and the unnatural looking proposed eanhworks to caste 
the 5.6 metre darn will ruln the natural appearance of exerting landeCape ot the 
Heath at the Catchall and Model Sealing POnd (this is in breath of the 1871 
Hampstead Heath AO) 

The huge concrete walls at the Men% Bathing Pond and Highgate No.1 Pond eV 
diminish and restrict Vedas. araling a s o r e  of claustrophobia r a t  erMronment 
S t .  ts supposed to be open 

- In addition to the felling 04 160 trees. many large and makes. a eMniecent number 
of trees will need to be rel'ed to make the tilant weeny at Mock Pend. 11 hike 
decades. if not hell-centuries for tree, to get to Maturity. 



Closure and rassuplion 

" i n  " mean thal for two years rent POPuler pans of the Heath win he 

• The works MN mean that the Penang ponds wM have le be dosed 

• The works will mean heavy engineering plant velades and many. many tiGV 
movements bringing unwanted noise to this peaceful part cif Me Heath (and the 
',Sanborn tv, roads as they gain access and axons) 

• T h e  consequent Oisiuttence ana teenage to viddlife and their habitats 

Yews sincerely 

A I M  Lehman 
New Court 

Lunen Terrace 
London 11W3 IND 



(dean ?Afton 
Sent 07 August 2014 

Planning 
Cc : Madmen. Jonathan 
Subject Planning Application 2014/4337P 

Woolmme Road. 
London MW5 I ItZ. 

ST w r i u m o g T  a OAST MTN Waal and not specifically as a member of die DPCAAC. 

I haw In ed In ilia lkommith Pan, amo since 1967 and have witnessed the flooding both in 
York Rite and I Mmel Oak Olnitnnly I haw m i n e s  itgaiding probable thane flooding in 
our wets especially as raw notate is int Aral 

1 sppreosie what Ow ol Lomita, (Lomond= is proposing to do to alleviate flooding on 
Me Womb and do van alma. in principle. to the w o t  being smiled out. Fume 
and the Heath will benefit aml hots and vegetation would soon re-grow. 

However.1 do foal that that should be input. nOI only from the City of London. biii alm 
from Thames Water, to theven; on future overflow from inadequate stewet, Mob 
nonuniona need to PatlThlialt 61.1111 plan Co p e r m  any Rowe flooding. hath an ilw I leath 
and espoeilly the aitas to the soothe( iL 

You. 

Eileen 



hetes, 
Sent 07 Au 
Tat Planning 
Cc: !Wiens 
Subject. Planning Application number Is 2014/1332/P 

the pleasing applIcalloll.b) Ike Os) ( g l e a n  emponninat m tarry eel decn marl, oa 
/Ismp.tend Moth 

• arc &ter )  troubled Ia. thin proposal la a r i l  agsc S o o  work, a .  Ilssneurad 

• then err unneertur) 
• / b n  nook' bone !ends% impact. oath. Heath. nhkb I. se Incrtellhls syllable zed tptclul 
Piece 
• I here are alterasthn tothe plan that art fur k n  nail)  sail I t t t t t  radaela. Nutt 
enhancing the f in i le •  cupid.) to olhorb niter 

In lam up: ITS project I. oexecrsbk  and * a v i d  OS be a n t e d  to en &tend. 

A prnloes tetholonamt thews  • st•Orig, grossed In ghr Pint 
lbw tolaltba carncd dm lonntal eacicir,c 3013- Febreasy 
no huf h I aVandai In APPureall) Ind Math ol reesocatenb nave donatt.fied with all of dm dam 
on,pomh. I hmmer. the tly 01 london Ins, s p a *  fadcd I A c  this ilia SCCOWIL 

far  toter el  Ilempttead nenith 
Joe to leap on the value of Ilantrosead !lath: h balances so m a y  things: thousands we it m a y  day 
lie nallong. armialins naming. being with people. being alone. It m a n o r  10 1•11* SI these deep 

demi, %amebae...tat though it so small and g a i l y  wed. I s  height above London and Im ages 
hme mmie a m n i o n  for PeOPle *Sting a p e  from the city Coral l e a  200 y e n  The ponds 
l i r e  <mord intl beamilul pan of h. adding 'rosily '*1w a w a y  in l a n d a  and its bknomeal 
dnattn. Where cl,e coold women (spading From my own exegeses:e) swim m l  Ford sag 
. . .eclair .  * m a w &  >owns Canada geese and ducts. with men an occawonal kingfisher llSSgbyi 

So lor ps pen.arolly this it &Vila KAM and has been on en die )oes lIe knon many Other people 
“ho feel the a way. We love the veteran nem oak and use aho sna(u, thi Mr °Mina nada to 
enrotone * M i k a n . ,  thai Wing butterflies. 

And we know this liamposeed Heath b o l a s  m a y  W a y  in order to provide all the man) thIngt 
does. 

radio serkenly anislanelagthee intelons a w a i t  a d  n a m l a t a s  Ilmainteed •▪ 
a as a whale 

The Comeradon of Lanky. s e a  p a r e d  to compromise il wish a m i c a  atm apowenth addre..r. 
a risk model of a I in 400.000 yaw maximum Rood risk at dm eon of L17 &Ikon I hoz pnecei %rum 
inevitably amps st*Wiltill O l t  Heath the M a n &  for a inimillian a 2 yfira and 'de mapca 
S u  M S S  I a  sorb I o t a  than that. hceathe nab twopech often m a m a  and coy much 11111111V than 
planned 

It aloe has dm patersial to permarenny dislipre the nerds and neighbouring parts of the Heath 

We would remind Camden Conned the be Corporation of London is m a  to be the caltan 
liampatad H a &  while theCin. of London is remthed under the Itampelead l I e S  Act at I a n  In 
p r a t  it in its -natural sue arid aspen". l imps:ad Ilesth b e .  ettwatedimarib valuable .p.we It., 
had wbodthsdod o v a t e  yam and was finally s o o n  an open n e e  la the mane 



'The main poi of the Heath was acquired k r  the people by the Bond alWatIo. 
Parlismcni I loll ma., purchased for dm public for C300.000 and S Y S  is the pub l •  I S  a i d e s  NM 
w t  S l e d  m I svx a t  X tattoo! Howe arid grounds w a r  adtkcIls I92r 
t110-cn 11,4cau"ILYikialKOOSINIUICINA 
also toe blip num bnush.luttosv sr ukimeannvobeetid, 

T S  Pees  S e c  M s  S i  n e t  W a n  es set 
I n  2004 tbe Ciry or Laudon Corporation which memos the / les& aied to clout die ponds en Mc 
grounds M u  they n i t  an u m =  &able accent and pined heath risk lo ntirnracnAlw airnmen 
chalkated this and won in ilw High omr 
husrassikialiaandkiliaroosorLUNO 

IIeICIIa Pal 



Renate Faber 
Smit 07 August 

20111111 

To: Planning 
M N =  objection to the Dam proposals on Hampstead Heath 

Dear Camden Planning. 

nth *thing lb °Wm, in the mangos ponible iemes, to the Dam pacalalltat 
Hampstead Heath. Their impact on the Head. will be damaging and desiniaire • in 
both the 

shim and the long eme. Importantly. I consider the propoeakt do not take into 
comidennion the manly I S  the assumed floods are highly unlikely to happen. I 
helm.: the 

rimmed -.chime is a sorbed, had Mar foe milord,. rooms. below: 

I. The plans have hem modelled on hypalbowal flooding • highly unlach to occur • 
non wish thawing washer pestern,. The scale of the putponls an therelorc. 

both disproporlionow and cm mmincinaly damaging in miaoiso in the grablem 
r.tinmeh *for usual puhIn * r a t  fin is hurl. Camiko is accoantahli: • a 
must% c CO million • hk:h coal  bc tar Nth" spam, and used for 
CaV10011Mallal Obltaanalmil nol iksimelion 
lacking any renoor comiihnsion o(allcnuoscs that are less easily. in nee 
minimum hi meth, and len en‘inimomitally damaging 

2. The impact on the whole lli.nih cm wombat and us will he seriously 
&DeWitt; 

I. will We many many- yean to ' ra ther  than the nadir • and I do not believe it will 
fully. became an much of Ow Heath's ‘aluable mannst rewurces will be 1014. such as 
wand 130 mann° non inetarthk• and Ione) inkfamble loss - and replaced 
with 1111111C141 

3. The impact of the works. on all men " l i l t  Heath and on Mote living 'working 
neesby, will he stemma> communising and detrunenial. 

T w o  will be massivelt reduced access for all heath sen lee two years. with none 
pollution, diesel pdlimon. dusapliuin and nok), unsightly dosmicdai. 

The Heath is an exiennely flOplalala 'freA air 'pace • not only foe north Londoners in 
use and enjoy. but for nom, many more pimple nho find i t  natural smug 



on‘aluahle -(bps "wane that health and well-being u ill he ad% titely clthcfrd dunng 
works. 

And this is not to menthe, the impact on local mane a( a huge martini of mitts and 
plain exiting and athving II the Heath dad>. 

4. The wider impact on health sal well being includes the many pond swimmers wi 
will not be able to meats the pen t -  notably the Ladies pond the at least nine mom 
and when they eon. it will be say limited, increasing health and safety oisb. 

s 

5. And the effect on monde must not be left unconsidered -the ' lo th b a !feline for 
many. many people who depend on its uplifting cot isoninent 10 keep thcm feeling well 
on all levels. ins city and in a marld w i t r  too mob is being rnatntl end destroyed. 

In the ligth t i the satlitalthead o f .  major flooding c‘ a happatin&I do wonder for 
whom and for what the massive and detrimental scale of these uvula is imposed. 

F a  all the masers above. I °them to the payout in the stommen pniteible bans 

I sal t ou nom so 'Inoue or terlotolt damage this wonderful natural snow ad 
In reconOder the propood on all let els. 

Your tinowely 

Morose falwr 



From: pauline ferry 
Sent 07 August 2014 21:26 
To: Planning 
Subject 2014/4332/P 

We who love the Heath and the unique bathing ponds urge you to refuse 
planning permission to construct dams which would only be necessary in 
extremely unlikely circumstances. 
The large machinery involved would cause terrible damage to the 
natural environment, and noise and disruption for a longtime, wrecking 
the tranquillity so treasured by many. 
We cannot really believe that the City of London Corporation is intending 
to spend so much money on a scheme which is totally over the top. 

Yours in hope Pauline Wong 



'-Ilea 
07 a d m i t  2011 MOS 
Now% 
H u m a n e  H u t h  Dams sea Ponds linden Ref 2014/4332/e 

I Objet t  10 MIS a p p l I t a l i d i  because the expected benefit  horn the Protect is nel 
commensurate wi th the C a  both in terms of  money  and  In t a m s  o f  the 

r e a d .  Moreover. there i s n o  statutory obligation to carry out the 
understanding. there has not been severe  f looding caused by the 

ponds In theIr M a b r y  and  n o  e v i d e r a  that t he  darns a m  dencWnt. Yet  the proposed 
w o r k s c a n n o t  guarantee that potential future S w a n n  wou ld  be averted and  we 
Inor lMed on a n  unl ikely 1 al 400.000 years event. Against  t h e  uncertain benefit. the 
COMB M S  M a m m a :  both f o r  tumayans  end the environment Regarding the latter. 
f11010 than 180 M i n  w i  b e  Mead. p a w l s  reinodOPed and extensive eannworkS 
C a n e d  WA. I Object 10 the M o n a c a n  daduptition CaoSed clunr.g t ie au ls t ruebon for 
people enthying the  Heath and  Its ponds a s  wee as the sanitised look mei m e t  of 
the Heath W e  M V O  OfiCa c o n f l h i o n  IS c o m p e t e d  I no c o n o u c t i o n .  In particular 
the m o w e d  d a m s  a i d  coni t int  m i l s ,  appears  to destroy the natural 1001( of  seeded 
pane o f  the Heath. being out o f  f ine w i th  t h e  rest of  the heath, considerably reducing 
enjoyment of  M O W  p a l s .  In addit ion, t h e  S l e e t s  on wildlife during and after 
Construction are unacceptable with trees b l e d  and  ponds drained. Cla ims 10 the 
contrary. no that t in works M i l  he lp  bbdIvara l ty  are un0OnvincIng in the lace of  the 
diSrUelion generated 

I would b e  grateful if you considered m y  Objedions. 

Yours sincerely. 



From: Catherine Shelley 
Sent: 08 August 2010 08.12 
To: Planning 
Subject: Application Number 2014/4312/P - Hampstead Heath 

I would like to lodge an objection to the above planning application. 
Catherine Shelley 



From: Sarah Allen 
Sent: 08 August 2014 09:33 
To: Planning 
Cc: 

Subject: Support for  Planning Application No: 2014/4332/P 

For  the attention of  Jonathan Mailmen 

I wish to express my support Mar this Planning Application No: 2014/4332/P and the 
Associated Applications, Refs:- 2014/2149/PRE, 2013/723 PP, 2.01411320P. 

I applaud the City o f  London Corporation for having the tbresight to strontium the dams in 
order to safeguard the well-being o f  citizens and civic infrastructure. 

I have every confidence that the City o f  London Commation wil l  implement the works with 
sensMvity and as Mile disruption as possible. 

I believe it complies with Camden's Core Strategy, Development Policy 23 and wil l  provide 
increased protection against flooding for much o f  our community and ( a n t  downstream 
communities en certain circumstances 

Thank you. 

Tours sincerely, 

Sarah Allen 
9 Elaine Grove 
London 
MX'S 4()C3 



From: 
Sent 
To: 
Subject 

Dear Camden Planning 

Annie Soothers 
CD August 2014 11.44 

jection to planned dams at Hampstead Heath Ref 
2014/4332/P 

I would like to register my ohjeedon to the proposedI:Iampstead Heath dates d pc nd. 
project ref  2014/4132/P 

c a m  dc this fahatloats 
b 

ent 
I also t r o t  den flhisi 

Don't do it! 

Please!! 

Annie Southerst (regular Weapons pond user 



From: simon marcus 
Sent: 08 

August2011111 

To: 
Cc: 

Subject: Objection to Application 2014/4332P Construction of  Dams by 
Highgate ponds 

Dear Committee, 

I am writing to object to the above application. 

I also write as a local councillor and resident who has used the Heath and Parliament Hai all my 
Ida. 

Hampstead Heath is wodd famous, freely available to all Londoners and visitors. It is used daily 
by a diverse community of people of all backgrounds; walkers, runners, swimmers, the elderly 
and families with children. It provides many benefits to physical and mental health and wider 
economic benefit. The proposed works would take at least 2 years and cause massive 
disruption to the Heath, with large areas inaccessible during works followed by permanent 
disfigurement. wildlife will be disrupted and a sensitive natural environment damaged by traffic 
and heavy machinery. 

I regard the plans to build dams by the ponds on Hampstead Heath to be deeply hawed and 
based on unsound evidence. The idea that a 'biblical' level flood from a downpour could kill up to 
300 people in Gospel Oak lacks credibility. The figure of a 1 in 400,000 chance of this event 
happening has been mentioned. As a result many realise this application is totally unnecessary. 

I object to this plan for the following reasons: 

Legality 

The Reservoirs Act t a l e  does legally not legally require works to be carried out on this huge 
scale. The question of Usk' is misinterpreted. There is no requirement to eliminate risk 100% and 
there appears to be no precedent for this 

However the City of London is required under the Hampstead Heath Act of 1871 to preserve it in 
its Matumi state and aspect' and the proposed works will breach this legislator in the opinion of 
some Deal experts 

Scale of works and Disfigurement of Heath landscape 



The woSicsweld eleilgure the Heath pennenenay end r e f  bit • t e e t h  o i l s  Caly's T h e  b 
p a n n e  Hoe 

The new and w a i l e d  e i l v i v a l l s  a i d  e , a n  ei Catelmil Veiny  w i  a n n u m  S e a ,  ha 
up b 40m deep M bens and Warn long The own by Me PAWS Illasarg Pond la seaposed M to 
2.5m high Ma W S W *  I l  Pond *id m e  a .25m dam end Ma Moadd 8•11*sp Pond III dein 
I b i s  and the c a t e l e  w a s  s t  the Man's B a t s %  Pond and Sighgale No. I Patel w e l d  al 
d a m e  Me Quaky c l u e  that the Heath often and W e a n  M S s  i o n  mom* 

Over 160 irem t r i o  be toned m a t *  f l y .  M o n  Pond b a w l s  • Mard spilleny. 
Whirr Me mentnsumin Verne would m e i  [ M a l i a n  oltleh is w o w  teflon could he bedew 
WWI/ elaawlaws. 

Untoellaila reed•Illog 

Some al the models for • g e m  n o o n  *taunted. I Is t e n e t  • I In 400.000 
staled s t o v e  In ouch an avant pans ot Landon would be undenaelar. Why e the Themes 
rinbanarnani not increased by 5 maim' 

The modeeng  e g o  assumes no warnsip and no emergency a w e s  or procedures duo Camden 
Council a Thames Water S m o w e d  ha have rn pima r a w naurnees Me 300 people o n o  mord 
d e  et h o c . t  n i n o n  in thew horns and lake no a a n n  In S h e  In t *  ° W C  maakag If w e  aalln 
W a w a  e e l  Me Coy of tension Comoraban must ormnan, posubolity inel modems  It 
Gomel  Oalt would t i eerdably  t w a i n  In Mao minas. :kg on; a two 

? i m e  Is no tesserett I t  d i g s  Iremitutems m o t h  w a k e  Tel w o w  than h e  current pond ea 
end b e d  ho l e e d n g  and t e a  T h e  and w a n  s o s i s  al Me l i e r n .  in eves  300  
e s s e n c e  the H M S  Panda g m  nal ao l l eped  or c a n e d  any m i n  l o a d s  W e  hove just 
had w e n n '  m e . . ,  m o r d  ISM i s  I a m b  b a ponds. Both S p  nary therelate be 
o m e n  on Moab c i  conl•elore M a g a  r u t  act 

Such an appoints. end  W S  S d i c e i m M e n , l l s  r idul lon  dimesamilni 
and not a requoarnera of Ma 11175Rmintal•PeL R O M A  flierambla l i k e n  M v .  nal 
Peen 

O m e n  and dIseuplim 

The o a k s  w e  h i s  2 g m  S l o s s l a n d  m i t e  g m  d o m e  a l p o p I s t  w e b  o l  Ms S e t h  and 
ponds. T h e ,  t d  b e  o v a =  h a y  mmlnesdrg holdalis m a m a &  of HMV 
Inme d i s m s *  In h a n t  a s  a d i m p l e  v a n  I sok Condon O l k e n  mid ream 
Coursame b U r n S n p p l k e l i t  dais 



F r o m :  M i k e  Conneely 

S e n t  O R  A u g u s t  2 0 1 4  'tue 

T o :  Planning 

S u b j e c t  H a m p s t e a d  H e a t h  D a m s  a n d  P o n d s  P r o j e c t  R e f  2014/4332/P 

D e a r  Sir 

=slieTZV"' 

rhe t . e . d a i n a  Mat are le becr.ted,10..iener.,ithanpe 
w e . <  wess ths H e a t  s area rine 

1 . 1 . S . m p l e l e i v t h a n n e  t n e r t n o . . . o r N . o f  b.arc,:nth 
1 to link P .  nffe. p w . e d , r 1 h e  Catchnit 

i n v . - a w n &  adus d o e µ , , , m p a n a  P . n . %  m Sial,,as 
H p l y e d , . . . . .  b p ,  t h r r r e , r  svpiexp Mat x u p p o s . l . s h o w  e x . . s  t . y p s .  the n a , s  are ,ervia 
f r a a r e a e n . R . s , l i  p r A d l n , , T h e  rfaNsaanea 

I he s h r e r a n . n 9  d a n .  ,N? lamest .3..,:crn high and br in ie r  a I to 1 . f e . P o n f  a 1 2 n 1 h . g h a y , O n e n , 5 3 . 1 i n n r i r m d e  . . . r e . .  The nea 
r h e . , . . , n e r b e a n n o  oeit, an .meen i reM i l l a t  . . c o r a m v .  de .p r ,M  miinx m a n w a . s . , ,  al as 
m o n . p n e ,  Some , a i t o B l e t h e n e a t i , c r o n t e a . e t h s V . L u r a i  Me,  I r m . m m , u p o n .  Heath i h s  t h e m . ,  illus.', 

I he n e n . h a . l u n w  Wen , t r n  hea,  Ncal,Lenacn X , n r i n w o l d w p , n  C c m G r v a i o n . . d f i d e r  m a w  J . . ,  A S  ...id 
, r t a u , : / f m r 2 n . d . ) , . . , 3 p D s v a  by 

Sincerely 

M i t e  Conneely 



•% hail II Ina, C0114.1.1T/ 

Helen Manus 
11 Augum 
Planning 
Oblation: Planning Application 2014/4331/P Case Office, 
tOnith.n Markviell 

OtHetilon 
Planning application 2014 4332 P Hampstead and Highgate chains of ponds 
Hampstead Ileath London 
Applicant Cii nr London °insomnia. Agent Atkins 
Camden ( *se dither Jonathan Markoell Eau Arms Tmun mite. 

1mile to objea in the strongest potable knits to the show application to build duns and 
a n n u m  on Hampstead Haab 

It ovoid be in dimet commutation of the 1871 Hampstead I Imth Act and dtat is nothing in 
dic Raervnits Act 1975 that sequins iL 

The Ant great casservathm bible essitherit ISa 
The Hampstead Heath Ad of 1871 nnn she culmination of a an ymr campaign wsged by 
genamion alter generation of I lammicad remiloth Iii sin< Hampstead I tenth. India prtsave 

lean do cloPmem ii. penmen> . This campaign is considered It, hi., e been he lint arca 
omen-anon hank of modem limes. Qua of it same The Commons Pr...enanon Society. set 
up by the Hampstead campaancrs in 1865. Britain's oldna 11111101131 caw:nation body (now 
Mt Open SWAIN)). ( k w , /  Hill and Sir Robert HOMO% u ho oda on to found the 
National Ting were am involved. The campaign cannoned albs I s71. adding yet more land 
to the edgiest Heath. 
I lanthicad Heeds is unique Ihr its prio kion era piece orcowitHiade in Ow hean ore major 
city.11 is unrivalled is a meet where people can enjoy natural countryside n ithin a high 
density whin area and S .  social asset of inestimable value. II, lwaun and eturacwr an: 
enemphfied by the ponds and their sionnindinp. It is,, national and IIIICrI161140111. anal 
%%Nth must bepretened unharmed 

TIM applicable should he reread forth. fogewitag reasons: 

I. The wa> In welch the ell>'s whiter+ are Interpreting the Itmeneks Ad 1875 b 
intsmildest. 
The Ad napiires math too...noble robh• w t . *  Ii does ant specify the Nankai or any other 
bor. on Much such safety moth should hc calculated. It is therefore wrong to claim list, 
d o w n  oohs on his huge *ale Ia be visaed oat. 

2.11. propmed plans are m a r t *  Investkes acempster P a n d a *  *ming any 
C' ideate that conindide the &sired doenme. They are comphicly unrealistic. based on a 
supposed imal and 111144111131/041} dant collapse will, hooding on an apocalyptic scale cawing 
Ions of 111c. The. fa ani ol 411 ploptwoon to an possible Ounal 
Tbe 300 sear old dams sank Heath ponds have never C01111e14: mantle has Met bed' killed 
by oaken' adammg from the ponds in any of doe tonendal rainnorms. and certainly not in 
the 1413 116.(11. N1116 iscastaitily (mated. 



Camden and GLC imams of flooding menu m a  MOT) years (all in Cainden's an:hives). 
mot  it quite dear that the flooding lathe sum:ending streets has beat due to the Were of 
the sewers to cope with these tontatial min moms. Gm wrens POW mention Hammeni 
Head., list ponds or nu:khans as being In may way Involved. Nor® they facelift any 
finalities as they could have been sisMorily obliged to& 

3. Them sinsteurts w a l l .  maths to prevent n a n d *  The consulting engineers 
dimities, Noe staled that these elabonneexpenaith and IIMMX(V41) proposals ate not • 
flood silks moon scheme. They are confined solely to preventing a hypothetical darn colbpse. 
and will do nothing to prevent flooding that mother causes nlisb rimy wan before any dam 
erallathe. 
The City self admix: storms will mill cause floods in 'he arm ithiansucam after the 
work compthe- -Owe narks will not pastel asnocialed flooding fmin iiecumith." 
With I lammed,' I leads Management COMMIIIIX Repono 

4. Coollinitht •thlte Amin Sodomy modern Wm Imola 
The probanimal guidance behind thew moreine calculations is aill being quenkined 'thin 
the monsoon. 
No Mutiny coil engineering prosy is pfteuathl on such a mime probability of I m 
400.000 in bang used here. In such an a an it Is pnibable thm the %thole of London womdd 
in any caw he floothe. The Thames llama for &MINIM is said to be &signed to cope with a 
1 in 1.000 comingency: the Camden Cload Risk Management Strategy wind that even a I in 
10.00o omongcney was 'highly unlikely': nuclear mum MOOS me a l in 10.000 year 
contingency. 

S. Feadamental essatimideas Ot te  models mestlimed 
Peer review nmons on these immosals commissioned by the City Itself, quosioned ses teal of 
the mom ftindasnental atamtipdan. 
For esairiple the Review by ABCOM Technology Comormion, November 2010. 'doled: 

• "The dains nidwood ownopping during the 1975 Hood mem the 
embankments may he mese (miming In ovenopping than march figures auggint". 
• 'The &mammy of ihe schen) and liming of the breath Rood peaks is ompountkd 
by the software used for modelling'. 
In parlicalar: 
• hdo specific concerns about the condition of the dams are noted in the inspeakin 
omens that might explain such an merest IN the Mutual Probability of Darn Frillier 

li.Conthellag rbk assetemene advice 
The MS le the public haii been delderaiely tolled up by gime Nimmons MOM plam in order 
wheal& them mai to ihe porn! al Inaking wroubsimusS end misleading statements. 
The City** Audii & Risk ?dynamism Contininee (Strangle Rkik Roped I I .  Hampstead 
Heath Hydrology) Amount 
"The likelihood inscumem has been neisewl from Likely to Possible following a 
reamminnou This MAXCOOKM1 reflects that In some menthes. the dam will 
have the capacity to wen< %sagas 4Ithui breath and Heading downstream." 
Thew i wide vannion in the figures Nan COI ilifkient repo& 
I'mhohle Minimum Flood (PAM: Rifts Moors mimed in reperft vary from I:400.000th 
storm failure thing pis forwent down to a I:2X year probability and even a I in 5 year mann 
mammoth. 



A mudy * M e  1975 flood bas indiesied diet ii had a mum period in the order or 16.000 
(CARES flood risk siudy on Hanthslead Pont) Moe note 0 
SU:Ward resennir overflow requimeenli rosy Ilan 1100 year to 1:10.000 
Eb*meoJjlwJlicgnue-qff used by the City in successive hydrology r e p a  conflict 
each other as io the sauna& probability of dam Silures and camequent flooelng. 

7. Irrepacabk damage Is A t  charmer a d  appearaste of file Heath 
The plans for these building uorks. w hick I S  1871 Ibmw.wil Heath Act prulubils. .o,'l4 
impishly t o n n e  the chancier and appearance of the Heath. with t o w  oerthwork, and 
m a n t a s  including the coolion ors gime vino/ay, concrete walls and the demaino 
of over 160 iron nuns of whith aft gtOltded by wee preservation Was. 
The City ascii adnuo char -The w a s  will reads in low tam dwiges to the appearance of 
the anhankman" I Report I lasnracad I lath. Hafting Wood and Thicees Park 
Manrocarom (main. o n  flood Management a d  Water Quality si Hampstead Heath - 
Evalismion Repro 14 July 20111 
They would affect views imo and scow. ilie Heath, whiro are oneof its notable (ponies. 
They would w i l t  in die prods Luanne  an manmade ropervoirs, rather than mond 
rearts. The Widowing ITIOGAM:g proposed by the City would to no abet gute for the 
moral ow urornent o f  the wadi as II e* si the manta 

The applicant% 'berme and 'slier" photographs provided in commies, with die plan PPPPP g 
application are mielading and do nob give a isue irnpusion orthe Wages that proposals 
will mike us the landscape. 

& Pharos* w a l e s ,  proamte and W e e  material 
Officers and Councillor. will he well aware o f  nadavd and local planning policy, lthe 
Mroorml Planning Pons F r o m m &  The London Plan (2013). the C a n t  Local 
Invelopmere Frainewieki thai win be broached by these p r a w n  I do not r o w e r s .  Wu 
M e  since they Ore a nailer of record, and will be w a n  available Co the planning authority. 

9. Flamed lablatlaa - S t . !  'warmth& athletes. 
Carndeo Councillors should be await of the following facts about the r o m a  wIdth raise. 
questions about its away. 
The govermaeres w o n t e d  Panel of Data Enp.kxni. who have s w a y  powers in 
input  dans and make wommendsrions. inwly wort for die flons who will do the work 
din recommend 
Thc gond cap aead.iaing die City on Hanround heath Ponds is Dinner o f  Dont and 
Itcronoirs at Alkmns i t  have designed ihe nov. duos proposal for i n  1 Inds Ponds The 
sane engineer has alsonen on Mvisor io 01.1&A. 
The lirkiyh Dam M a a s  in which most dam <throwers Moog km ban  closely involved in 
preparing a m n i a  legislation and thc iiationel guidance (which is used t o g a &  these 
proposals) and l a  actively l o a m  enrolment for ii. nee nab!) 
haII masa of record in ( w a s  and in the local p e a .  ilia the Panel t h n e e r  Ws 
mimosa, thc (Ws that lithe) do not proceed with the worth in q u a l m  d u e  we pews 
under the legislation so t o m  the worts through %Niggler the City or the p f l k  like it or no.. 
Such an all.ernlanchig p a v e  would *proem sebum due demande 

Camila should refine this application. 

Helen Marva 



121 Anson Road 
London NW2 4 AH 

( My apologies Pot not being ibis lo send this in by August 7 
1 hope ii an will be included) 

NOTES 

HUncerguntica associated w ith flood estimation 
CARES flood nit study on Ilaaçseead No I Pond, Highgate No I Pond and Swan Pond 
iSth iallti3ly 200m. 

1.4. Doss hugs and aumpions in model 
A tardy of the 197$ flood has indicated that it had a return period in the order of 16.000 
yeast It is interesting w coarse ibis with the en-at  Revitalised Rood Eseitnasion 
Handbook IREFElb. which gives a mum period *fatly 1.1157 years. This perhaps 
i l l a rah  the uneenamoth a:kicked with flood estimation. 

21 
I. Hash Dam Sokay lobbying 
Ian I lop:. (haw of the Itnnsh Dam Society (BDS)WFOIC I t  Members orate EDS 
At X it:ST 2o13: I have hem working with the ICE to bring preemie w tear on D a s  and the 
gins-anent for England w introduce the compkie planned changes to 6.120101 Am:. 

The amnion) lag 111ht press ream reveals that public srafey sisal the sole comas: -Tk 
delay is alio emoting uncertainty within the industry and the uhil.iy for both nwervois 
engineers and owners to make clear cm business dearione". 

a. Question raised in the peen 
Sir Simon Writim. Itsemng Standard Month 2014 
The 2010 act gnawed wish heavy lobbying by the dam industry. look. wiwkiouirly lite 
legislation to nuke wort for a profession long adept at winding public bodies round its link 
anger. Atkins may hose men the welhbeeled City of London as a son ithich. Is WS SM. 

Richard Morrison. The Times January 2014, 
i l d s  ow:ablates dam scheme. however, strikes me asking St eurample ors local authorii 
being led up the garden path radwr literally. in dtis ease by engineen and planners 
intent on owing years of Immure work tot their own prokasion: 



UAW'S 

T o :  Snitg 

S a i n t  1240121es t o  O r d  M O O S &  ON H a N 3 S t e a d  Heath 

Deer  C l o n e s .  Pinsk. 

I s m  w i l i n g  to m o r a y  & N o t  M h o  O n  p i c o o u b  on  Nemostoed Heath T h e  M i l t e l t i  I e t  ONCOntl 

N o s s  MO= 

I The o h n e  have been m e d a l  4 w  I , d . u l c e  floothne sranano  Out  ts % M N  wary* 
c h g  w e s t e r  M i m s  a i d  n a s e s e d  l a n a i  T h e  scale d u e  w o o s *  we 

Nalsike lo the problem 

• a r e  o h m  use  o f  3.340' I S I S  I N  % t o n  C o r d o n  s s c o s n a l i s  • hugo y a w  o f  >nap. 

h e w n  con t o  lex W a y  w e r e  011003:10301•10 water  m e r e g e m e n i  o l e r s  a i d  used led 

o r n o n m e n t s 1  ccosonshon  nol destowlion 

• h a v e  Ate when  Into s o u s  c o n s • f s t 3 h . . . i N t w o b v e s  r o l  are i n s  on .con• ru t te  sns 
ennonmenstily 

2 T M  n o w  a l  the environment a n d  S i d e  win hv sotniosly .sti r a t  n u m ,  owe 
M r s  lo m o o s  k a t  b e  h a d a .  ISO = I w o  n o s  w a  h e  o w  a t l h s i s o I C  stavosib lo  and 
ndelenslie 

3 The smsect a .  a t a d  M s  H a t t  N B  t o  d e r n s s n o  l a n s . t h  reduced a c c s s t o f  s l i m  2 veers 
mese p a e a n  d e a l  W S W .  M s  M S  • s n  grootiont hats 10. N O M  Locklecers and M e a t  mots  • 

thee h e a t h  e n d  a m i a b l e  a b e  S e w *  two 

illa0111811.4 

N i l s  o f  uses oda•Ses pond s,......Thers s i l o  w e  not t o  s a e  to s o w s  the 
L o d e s  panel i x  9 M a t h *  • o b i  ih ry  4101 t o  s o m a  i t e n t w i l  b e  w r y  lotted 

des 

Plea 

• l i n e n  to v o w  contests 

• D u d s  sidsion the Green  s w K i e  w e l  o r e  II le nal • t o n s d i n g  b day  Pp u n t o  t o o .  11 s 
p i n  of eneyone3.  y a w n s  not P I N  el N a t h l a M b n  S 1 8 1  3s1sod 

• P l e a s  l o b o  c e r s k a y  on  t o  n o  o e s c i c o s  M i t  you maws 

P l e s s e  d o  not  N E E D L E S S L Y  destroy this w o n d • r h d  spec*. 



From: Helen Parker 
Sent  11 August 2014 i5.Z5 
To: Planning 
Subject Hampstead Heath Dams and Ponds Project Ref 2014/4332/P 

Hello 

Please take this em 
Heath Dams Sr Pont 

Thanks 

Helen 
Helen Parker 
fredir Peridita 

\ 

Pt 

As-LA-ROMER 

PRODUCTION 

Meetissg to the planned 'vet 

ttc,:tt t ittclutst tttct tittri tic), i ( 1 , 1  11 
1.1.1.+C55 



o. 

Mannven. Jonathan 
August 201409:49 

Planning 
FW: Proposed entreedng WOKS to the Hampstead and 
Hchgate chains ol ponds 

Please log the attained & e m s  baba doted 30,07/2014 as an objection to 
201414332th from David Italy or Royal National Institute of Blind People. 103 Judd 
Strew, London. Well '  9NE 

Telephone: 0207 974 2453 

P e a t a r e s  Kourcebel 
Netb 31 Arty 2014 20:a 
BP O p t  ure+Sune 
SulSet FW: Prorated ennewern9 wens to Pe 1.19MpSISKI end I v r e a  emirs at ponds 

Can you odd this to nw ML pees* and the a n a t . .  as last noistIul omen have not rano into 

lhanb 
larrabw 

Principal Planning Officer 
Regeneration and Manning 
C a s e  and Environment 
London BOOMIN Of Camden 

Telephone: 0207 974 2453 
0207 974 1600 
CIERSIOn 

Extension (Development Management) 
Argyle Street 
London WC1H 81D 

prating ale /mat 



Received: Thursday, 31 Jul 2014, 13:43 
To: 
S u b j .  e: croposeu engineering works to One s ea an “ a t e  chains of ponds 
Thank you Lorraine, 

It makes one feel very sad at what 'we might lose. 
The ponds are one o f  doe few places in London you see orthodox lees s tl 
single sex hashing ponds 

... 
it is a place that reminds us () lour human 

I really appreciate your support 

Here's a view you (probably) won't see ... 
from the Men's changing rooms. 

Best start to the day! 

Best wishes 

David 

On 30 July 20 14 18:32; Larraine (Councillor) 
wrtne: 
Dear David 
will pass on your objections I n :  relevant officers 

I live reletivaly close to the park myself, and can only agree with you as to what a precious place we 
have 
Its a unique area, with different ponds, allowing local or non local to swim or fish 
It is a natural beauty spot, which I love visiting myself 
I dont sit on the planning committee, but by passing on your concerns and objections, this is the first 
way forward 
If you know anybody else feeling as you do, please get them to contact me and I will do my best to 
help 
Regards 
Larraine 

Jonathan Markwell 
Principal Planning Officer 
Regeneration and Planning 
Culture and Environment 
London Borough of  Camden 

Telephone: 0207 974 2453 
Fax: 0207 974 1680 
Web: camden ov uk 

6th Floor 
Town Hall Extension (Development Management) 
Argyle Street 
London W C 1 H  8ND 

Please consider the envi ronment before printing this email. 
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Commiromi if thni aonliemioa should be tamed. 

Alter all the ram of the 1314 year. dm unrralisiic 111004:11ing is new 3o111 palsolly wrong. ills 
unedy ntliCe00.0. 

There is a gra c rid al huge dnlipecinem iii) leath land:wane. Mew tasi carihworks and 
taCoalions Calehoit and litodel lmoanng Pond. 

Ian appalled ii he proved ol ammo: nalln ml Mem'. loathing Pond and iligh8ste Hal 

The Heath in a scrod place and am is a menage. 
To lose O M  160 Imes is an act of ‘andalisni. 
The proposed Waal spillway is. slab across the face of mon London 



I can guatnntee that the Closure d truption with heat 
s t iHei te  movements will cause huge protest if it is ins plemetted. 
The way in which this application has been pushed through will onl 
resentment R h  by all the useig o f  the Heath. 

PI 

exacerbateic 

The inevitable protests will rechtire a huge amount o f  security and policing and the costs will 

soar. This dispute will rage throughout this, until commonsense prevails and some enhanced 
maitilonance and increased vigilance resolves a problem that doesnt exits outside the dubious 
suggestions o f  construction companies wanting a fat contract. 

This year  I t sa tched the swans and they make a beautiful sight, but there are no cygnets. The 
heath in its vastness is still a small eragile eco system w e t n e s s  with it at our peril. 
This is a dreadful application for the worst o f  reasons ... It is an abomination and I don't just 
object to it, I could curse it. 

orge you to oppose it 

Best wishes 

David 

David Kelly 

(Judd St. Th 

Royal National Ittsti tee ut Blind People 

105 Judd Street 

London 

W e I I I  9NE 
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From: Ron Lam 
Sent  12 August Z014 To: Planning 
Cc: 
Subject: objection to planning permission regarding Hampstead Ponds 

As a visitor and former resident of Hampstead, I am horrified to learn of this proposal and wish to 
object strongly. 
1. it does not seem to be justified, in temis of the major works involved in relation to the risk of 
flooding 
2 The Heath is a historic landscape of which the ponds are an essential part, and a current oasis for 
the ever growing conurbation. The works proposed would irrevocably alter the natural, rural character 
of the Heath 

Yours faithfully 
Res Lam 
I Copse Edge Avenue 
Epsom KTI7 4HT 



From: sheila banks 
Sent  15 August 2014 14:49 
To: Planning 
Subject objection to major construction hampstead ponds 

Sheila Banks 
56 Parliament Hill N 

I object on grounds of 
destruction to parrs o f  the Heath 
the disturbance caused by such umlauts d major 

construction plan 
devastation o f  this unique environment - hiacssrscaiiv 
valuable - 

Sheila Banks 



thathrian Id Onnma N a k a n o  2011/13311/a 

Dear Sirs 

l a i n  objecting to planning application 2014143322P proposed building of large 
Dams on Hampstead Heath ponds. My reason lo object M D  these: The works 
proposed will devastate this unique Heath ponds environment. Mere w e  be loss of 
Trees, the banks of the ponds will be forever destroyed together with a Mee of 
Althaal (or many M e d e a  of migreling birds. The unique wed natural and picturesque 
appearance 01 'he ponds are also very enjoyable 10 bolt  a t  and provide a view lot 
Heath users. including children who have a r o e  of a rare eight of natural ponds 
enthromient These unnecessary works threaten this 888111811C and educational 
aspect 01 the existence of the Heath ponds 
It has neer, rth1111lAY PrODDSed that softer m a m m a  such ae minor kaprovements to 
existing dsms would nthre any potential Mune  floods on Hempstead Hsieh ponds. 

Pleaseconsider Mese  points of my ObjeClibri. 

Vows  faithfully 

Lanka Alexander 
Swimmer Al Ladies pond 



Camden Council Customer feedback and enquiries 
Comments on a current Planning Application - Ref. 9585760 

Pkiming Application Mails 

Year 2010 

Number 4332 

Letter 

Plannmg apphcation address 

TrtIe 

Your First Name 

Last Name 

Dvanoation 

Comment Type 

Postcode 

Address line I 

Address line 2 

Address line 3 

Postcode 

E-rnad 

Confirm e-mad 

Contact number 

hampsted seats bathing ponds 

Ms 

Fiona 

HartnoIl 

object 

46 offccl mad 

London 

NI 1EB 

Your comments on the planmng I would lice to Object to this plannmg appIicat,on The ladies 

appbcation pond ,s an unique and treasured site whch should he 

protected s p a  veservation order and is park of our heritage 

There are o t h .  ways to improve the heaths capacity to 
absorb water 

' I r k '  WO, to upload a n t  containing your common% then use the link below 

Na g e t  attached 

Page 1 



Camden Council Customer feedback and enquiries 
Comments on a current Planning Application - Ref. 9585760 

About this orm 

Issued by Camden Council 
Customer feedback and enquiries 
Camden Town Hall 
Judd Street 
London WC1H 9JE 

Form reference 9585760 

Page 2 



ute▪ Camden Council and Democracy 
Complaints - Ref. 9587616 

Timing OtIt 

TrtIe Par. 

Forename -I Robert 

Forename 2 Edward 

Forename 3 Robert 

Surname Rulkowsk 

Any other name you may be known by Robert Rutkowski 

Address 2527 Faxon Court 

Town Topeka 

County USA 

Postcode 86605,2086 

Emedl address 

Phone number 

Directorate complaint 

VOL,' complaint is Camden Council should repot ale plannmg appkat ion from 
the City of London which seeks permission to build and 

enlarge dams on Hampsieed Heath 

The City of London's proposed dam works on Hampstead 
Heath soiL 

Permanently disfigure the Heath 

Not eliminate the nsk of downstream ficeding or loss of life 

which the City of London claims these proposals 
will address-The 

proposed wodas specify massive dams, spillways 

concrete walls and embankments They mclude 

Construd2on of a huge born wide by 5.6m high embankment 

Page: 



e u t  C ‘ A r  amden Council and Democracy 
Complaints - Ref. 9587616 

Timing out 

in the Catchpit Valley 

Construction of a massme 2 5 m dam at end of the Model 
Boating Pond, 

Felling at least 160 trees 

Taking 2 yearsto complete 

Estimated costs of at least M £ 1 7  million 

Inevrtable and irreversible damage to the Heath and its 
wildlife 

The City's rationale for these works involves a dubious 

interpretation of the law 

It refers to a computer model of a 1 in 400,000 year 
"probable maximum flood" and works that would 'Virtually 

eliminate" the risk of dam collapse in the event of thisflood 

The works would contravene the Hampstead Heath Act of 

1871 which requires that Hampstead Heath be preserved in 
its "natural aspect and state" 

The City became custodian of the Heath in 1989 

It is now making a planning application to Camden Council 

to carry out the proposed works 

Thank you for the opportunity to bring these remarks to your 
attention 

Parking 

Car registration 

,h500rversty morutormg2h5>Rease answer the follomng qUEStIGTIS to hefrs us meet the changrng 
ueeduufuurcuutumeru.euuye frtformatron you grve us will be used rn the stactest confidence Your 

frtformatron will only be used for statrstrcal purposes <p>..-p> 

Page 2 



eutC 
‘ A r  amden Council and Democracy 

Complaints - Ref. 9587616 

Timing out 

Gender 

Disability 

Age 

Background 

Other 

Supporting documents 

No files attached 

About this orm 

Issued by 

Male 

Mate Other 

Council and Democracy 
Camden Town Hall 
Judd Street 
London WC1H 9JE 

Form reference 9587616 

Data Protection and Information Sharing 

No personal information you have gmen us will be passed on to third parties for commercial purposes 
The Council's policy is that all information will be shared among officers and other agencies where the 
legal framework allows it, if this will help to improve the service you receme and to develop other 
services If you do not wish certain information about you to be exchanged within the Council, you can 
request that this does not happen 
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