
From: David Drake 
Sent: 06 August 2014 20:07 
To: Planning 
Subject: PLANNING APPLICATION OBJECTION (2014/4332/8) 

When changes are propo.sed that would affect a beauty spot, it is easy to react with a knee-jerk 
gesture o f  opposition. 

My objections, on the other hand, are a result o f  having read and thought a lot about the 
proposed darns on Hampstead Heath and having looked at the arguments Mr and against. 

I have concluded that there is no legal requirement to engage on a project o f  this size itid that 
the minute risk o f  flooding is not a good enough rationale to justify the enormous upheaval and 
inconvenience to users o f  the Heath, the destruction o f  trees and wildlife habitats. and the 
disfugurment o f  the landscape that it would involve 

. 

I strongly urge you not to approve this expensive and unnecessary project. 

David Drake (Dr) 
73, Cheter Road 
London N19 5DH 



2014 2139 

umber 20I4/4332/P 

Dear Sir or Madam. 

I am writing to register wry horror and dbmay at the proposed plans for W e l %  dams on Hampstead 
Heath. The Heath is one of the few remaining truly whd places In London. anti Ns Steatite In this manner 
would saw not only to deprive current Heath N a m  of many of Its charms and attracbons, but also to 
rob future generations of Londoners of the chance lo enjoy this wonderful plme for themselves. 

As a child born and raised in Inner dly London. Wats to the Heath gave me oryottrAllties to experience 
nature in ways otherwise impossible In the m k t *  o f .  lily-the possibility of being surrounded by. 
natural and old eovironmeot, one that doe not need to submit to the will of people is the way seeks 
parks need to. Arid tormnd this • the oppoxtunIty to enter the habitat of birds and other creates on their 
terms: seeing nests made In those tad. mature trees; watching the ducks build their nests in the ponds. 
longing for food the way dude should, rather than being fattened and made ill by the white bread 
ubiquitous to other pert ponds. 

This semi-wilderness, so unique within London, has a psychological as well as Mithelk value. As an IN 
teenager. pardady housebound due to agoraphobia. the Heath was one of the very few places I could be 
persuaded to Wilt Its tranquillity traversesInto Its visitors, and touches and soothes • place aveachable 
to much of the city. I write passionately of my love of Hampstead Heath. and I know I arn not alone. This Is 

place to vAtIch people return year after year, decade after decade retracing steps they walked as • child 
with their own children and greadeliddren. And it holds such a place in the hearts of thousands beca.ae It 
Is different to otter parts the city MS to offer: It has retained some of its untouched 
feel tamed 

not 

The plan to build these dams was proposed with honourable intemions, of that' have no doubt But es 
fulfilment would be the least honourable thing that could possibly be done. It would result In the 
destruction of some of the few remaining arms of this city that are not moulded and sculpted beyond 
recognition of their neural and original form. It would deprive curter* and future Londoners of the 
indescribably wonderful experience of swimming in a natural etwironmeet. k would destroy the homes of 
countless birds and animals that are or such fascination and Intrigue Os toddlers. children and adults alike. 

Instead of balding upon this natural beauty. trying to bend It to hwnan purposes why not capilleiSe on its 
M i m i  advantages? Devise ways of enhancing Its water catchment capacities through the Pontine of 
more trees and other approaches which support the natural environment. Make improvements to existing 
dams, reducing the need for more to be built. Invest in early warning systems which would reduce Me 
impact future flooding may have. Follow the advice even by independent expels. 

My missal* it mainly contented with the impact these plans will have on Hampstead Meath. however, the 
plans themselves are representative of a dangerous approach to dealing with future weather and climate 
difficulties. Ala council. I implore you to take a stand and choose the rotate of sustainable, sensible 
planning, enhancing Me natural capacities of the wonderful awkoninents that remain to us Londoners. 

I hope the message reaches open and creative minds • the words are spoken from the heart. 



Yours sincerely. 

Naomi Wright 



sum wwro 
06 August 2011 MSS 

1140011.1.4114,11h Manning appw anon 

Dear sir or madam 

I am writing to ask you in the strongest possible terms to reconsider your Mans for water/flood control on 
Hampstead Heath and to choose the methods that will cause the least disruption to wildlife of all kinds 
and leave this wonderful place in Its natural state as far as possible. 
I have rolled and loved the Heath from my earliest childhood and warm in the Women's Pond for the last 
40 years. It is the place I have come to in order to recover from the stresses of We and work and, at times, 
to deal with more serious anxiety and depression. London i$ so crowded and fast-moving and the Heath 
offer, a place of tranquillity and nature that b i n  lathe big city. We need hi 

I understand that you have options that would make use of the lanes natural ability to absorb and direct 
water and that one of the proposals from your own consultants is considerably less disruptive than your 
current proposal, and would leave Me Heath much closer to its natural state. It would leave the ponds 
looking muds as they do now and Involve the minimum of benoss something we can Watford in this 
pohited thy. 

What you do to the Heath now will be the legacy we leave to future generations. Of course we need to 
protect people from the possibility of flooding but it seems as though this would be possible without the 
drastic and irreversible work you are proposing. Please think of the children of the future and their need 
for a natural environment In what is likely to be an Increasingly stressful and ovewcrowded city. 

I have signed the petition on-One but wanted to make this personal appeal to you because It Is so 
Important for me and many thousands of others that the Heath is left as far as postale In its current 
beautiful state. 

With best wishes for your decision 

Isabel Wright 



Living ains03100p0Stie the lower ponds  o n  Hamps tead  Heath /Or just On 30 years. a long  with 
Itly also having b e e n  familiar with this W i n d y  for over $O y e a r t  my hatband and 1 wIsh to 
o g e c t  strongly t o  thtS ndiCular5 proposal 10 instal these  (unnecessary) dams 

lust last week. delighting in the  natural beauty 01 these  p o n d t  o n  a w o n : P o p s y  beautiful 

summer  day. I b e c a m e  fully aware of  how destructive this proposal  would be 

The proposals. ludicrous orth being based one  I4100.000 chance of lamins  foe which 
no s a e  person - manilla not anyone inclined to betang • would put even a filtet on. The 
oatmeal:1y a n  beyomPtaltaward-probability torrential (and &prelatical) deluge 
many is not going to owe 

Yes. the Heath has complicated geology and is, due to the marry underground w a r  coteset 
m e n u *  on the move, but the deluge e a t  going to happen. Furthermore. the Heath 
does not sit new a vokeno. n o r  s i t  Satiated on en earthquake-prase fault line. 

Linseed and located flooding of nearby home, wlthn their bideniefeLS and sutotesements. 
does irafeed occur. but very lampaintly, p a  once r a y  tan or so rars. being due to home-owners 

having over 'extended b e  properties at ground a i d  to the increased usage of 
water warn our hOrneS t h e  S a y  to our aging drains and sewers not being able to cope, 
and with far too MIMI nraraubtrarman basements having been buil t  besides Me 
concreting over of r a m p  g r a m  co that hard surfaces nave replaced ground through 
m a t  samfall could be absorbed. 

To destroy a mmunesmid landscape to fell beautiful mature trees hang  with thee ability 10 
absorb Co2.1 and m destroy w a d e  so vnIfully. Should not be matted 

b goes without Saying that the a m u s e d  steaks would mean not p a  < H a m a n  and 
disrunnort with countless lorry movements during the time of the proposed carom/coon. 
mus t  nog be avowed to eventuate 

HampSlead Heath belOngS- 10 peOPle, h f  people. and should be retained i n n s  cunerti 
form for their M a m e  enjoyment and benefit 

We must, therefore. ask you to mien to us and hem us to see off the ndtailcsin and 
nonsensical proposal. 



From: Melissa Fairbanks 
Sent: 07 August 2014 00:02 
To: Planning 
Subject: re 2014/4332/P Hampstead Heath Darns 

You have already received many letters from people far more knowledgeable then myse l f  - o n  the legality 
(or not) and the efficacy o f  these planned works on Hampstead Heath I will not need to repeat all the 

reasons why this plan is not only illegal but also erroneous in ids presumptions. 
So I am writing from ono who has lived most o f  my life on or  near the Heath I know all the pathways. the 
trees, the woods and the ponds. I am nearing 70 years old and I have never known a pond to be anywhere 

near dangerously overflowing. 
That is my experience - and I reiteude that you have had many  experts giving you: good reason why this is 
s o - a n d  whys :  is so unlikely that it should ever flood in the prepostefous proportions that your computer 
model suggests. 
I want to tell you that t h e w  plans will devastate one  o f  the most ext iwordinary o f  London. Them is no 
wheie  else with the mixture o f  wildness and yet beautiful order - a natural and most perfect idyll. The 
ponds are home to so much wonderful wildlife - I have followed the families o f  swans on the ponds for 

many  y e a r s - a n d  before them, all the other ducks and geese and moorhens. I am appalled that in your 
masoning you do not show any care about this. You say you am improving the natural environment - but 
that is extremely unlikely. 
The trees that are due to be felled - Col_ says they are just  immatthe UnthIportant trees...this remark could 
only be made by someone trig: y e w  little care for the Heath itself. 
The bottom line is that this is going to DEVASTATE the Heath 
Is that what you wand? 
I for one, will most ccputinly have to 1110‘C away. I can not bear  to see the hoot, I istett tat site 
machinery, and think o f  the financial greed and dubious reasons that have led to this work being carded 
oust-twill 

leave the area -and you can he sure that many others i f  they in the past visited the Heath - will choose 
to go elsewhere 
Why come to a plot o f  land avith bffildozeni and cemth t  mixeD for the next few years - and then to a place 
with cement spillways and 'manufactured views and treeless areas? 
For those that use the ponds to swim ( I refer to the human swimmers - b u t  equally (could  speak for the 
feathered ones) - their joy and pleasum in using the ponds is going to he devastated. 
All in all - I beg o f  you to refuse permission for this most destructive plan 
If it goes ahead you must  take responsibility for ruining not only the most  beautiful area o f  London but 
reactor changing the history o f  such a beloved part o f  London 
Yours 
Melissa Fairbanks 



From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 

Subject: 

Ruth Jackson 
07 August 2014 00 46 
Planning 
Revah, Larrame (Councillor), Blackwell, Theo (Councillor), 
Gimson, Sally (Councilor) 
City of London's Planning Application No 2014/433.2/P 

For the atterthon of Jonathan Markwell 

Asa resident of Oak Village/Elaine Grove/Julia Street I firmly support the City of London's Planning Application No: 
2014.14332/P (and the Associated Applications, Nets:- 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 flooding for much of our community and other downstream communities in cedain 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 believe there is a significant risk 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) 



Planning Reference 2014/4332/P 
Consultation on the Couporation of London's Proposed barn Project 

Submission from a Camden nositent: Joyce E. Glasser 
14 Savemake Road. London NV43 'JP 

August 7, 2014 

1. I. Joyce E. Glasser. have Wed at the loot of Parliament HIP 
Oflarnenad Heath) for 23 Mars I eight be considered In me 'flood 
pate of erg s o  of god. Nonetheless. I strongly f l i e d  to the proposed 
dam n o r t h  I knew that it will destroy the delicate tabnc 04 s park the 
Is already overused end abused due to a growing population and the 
s e t t °  cd of school playing fields. Hempstead Heath is struggling to 
maintakt Na natural beauty and the r e r u n  that millions of people 
enjoy every yew. II you Mow the above plamlng application to 
petted you wit be aiming the deflection of the only real 'Heath' 
land we have In 1 S t  Lot 

2. I object to the works proposed because the Retavolts An 1975 doe* 
not Nigel* a disproportionate mamma to a legal obligation that is sie 
questionable. The model le depropostIonsbe to the allemid dein 

ponds are My and have ne flooded: 

• The risk of flooding is so negligible no one has even 
looked into nsurance for the lea W W I  at deb - surely a 
Cheaper and mon patpodlonale option to the 215 melon 
for the dens. Moreover, a munleelkth pound new home 
haS just been built nerd to the Ladles Pond. The renters 
are dearly not worded M a d  flooding nor are her 
insurers or mortgage leaden: 

proposed at a community meeting are 
designed fore huge reservoir (we saw the photos) thin 
provide* water toa large thy. The ponds have nol served 
as reserepirs for centuries. 

The model assumes that homes we have no flood 
S e a n c e  and that no form of radifelnlenielAelevision 
v a n e '  wd be amiable so that any one in Mew home 
rill de. m i t  Is ridiculous. A storm so prolonged and 
seven that I COuld Cause a pond is MVO (11 one mkt%) 
rimAd be easy to forecast days ahead of time. 



3 I ° b u r n )  the works prandled because the Herb MN be 
permanently disfigured and specks of pints and w e a k  will be 
endangered H not killed oft 

• Because I have bide bone disease. running and 
swimming l a t h e  two most Importsnt forme ot 
exerdse can do. flog Ove times a week on the 
Heath and. tot lour months of the year. I swim in the 
Ladies Svamning Pond. I S v e  been doing ao for 23 
years. Ass result. I know every Made Of grass on the 
Heath. south 01Kilmvi3Od House. I know thee ots 
Heath cannot sustain the planned M e a t  and only 
Camden now can Intervene to poled this comMunly 
asset and tourist &erection. this epode ground for 
schools, this lung tor a large population. 

Even a single cross country race. with tens 
organised tad February 2014. can uproot the pass 
and erode the S011 permanently. 

Alter a photo cd the Meth Icahn ice ths aftermath 
the Battle of the S o m e  was published In the 
Camden Now Journal. the Heath 
listened to my objections and replanted 
davaetetsd areas. But the grass Ms 
and once Posey paths are now new Old paths. Over a 
Shad lime. the day hardens and It becomes 
impossible to plant new grass. Every year, more 
gratis IS eroded by running groups. exercise dubs. 
cmSS Country runs. school grOuPe Medina rugby and 
football and individuals. The Weet 010 leer from 
those (scenery users is a threat the Corporation is 
struggling to deal with. The Corporation does not 
nave the budget to deal WM the aftermath Of the 
proposed dams. 

Two years of heavy inaclunacy bawling bads and 
tort on the same area will &NNW i i i  MO reefs 
braver. The Heath cs too fragile to Withstand the 
abuse libel he engineers proposed at a community 
meeting sante, the summer and that deer:Med on the 
planning Reds:Mon 

• Unnatural and hideous earthworks and concrete 
walls have no place on a Heath. Spectrally the 
earthworm shown to us di igudiations at the Boating 
Pond are huge and unnatural: 
The CenCrele wall et the Men's Pond (and another 
pond on the Highgate Side) Will min the wondedul 
view while swimming from the pond and the view 01 



the pond from the surrounding area. II will 100k eke a 

• Felling of One: Camden has a statutory duty to 
protect trees due to their ecological importance. to 
their function in the eulogy of =Men.  shade. Hod and 
habitat tor anneals and Heir beauty. Moat Importantly. 
the roots of trees help prevent erosion and flooding. 
Removing trees in an alleged hood defence scheme Is 
absurd and COurder-productive. I understand that 
over 150 trees, some large and most around Me very 
ponds may have protectors for det.adeft are to be 
Hied 

Unnecessary and unacceptable disruption to our lives. Illness 
routines and leisure: 

• Alter the anninunlly meeting, a representative irom Bwn Nutlet 
told me the Lades Pohl would not be dosed seed except for a 
eboni perbd for the rebuldng of Use Ladles' diengIng MOM 
HOViever, he geld that them ate no plans for Improrkm the 
plurrtIng of the showers winch Is the only pert of the dienging 
rooms that needs Improvement. 

• BAIA MUTTALL NOT TRUSTWORTHY: Judging from the 
planning appllordon. the statement from the repreeemethe of 
Ban, Nudes *Open.  to bee fie. II appears He ponds we be 
dosed for /one Periods. and probably over an entire summer. 
leering people nowhere to swim. Like many synmmrs. I do not 
Net the confinement of pods and am allergic to the chlorine. 
Alter my belongings were stolen at the empentine. I no longer 
go Mere. I do not have a car and cannot eked the Sins to the 
coast every day. even ill had the dme to make the Journey, so II 
the ponds are dosed. I vAll not be elne to mint 

• BAM IWTTAU- NOT THE RIGHT FIRM: The napresemethe 
from BAM Mune also promised 10 lend me MOMS d lee. 
!mama and lame Scala deslruclive engineering prolects done 
by 'he ann. I requested these as the photos shown to the 
Commundy at the meeting earlier this summer os.aed peeps of 
horror and even Nuttal: agreed that. due to their scale east the 
degree of des1mcbon. they were AMAIN:R*1111e MOWS. I gave 
the representative my card and he pronesed to send examples 
of park schemes. similar to the Heath's I n a  ecosystem. but 
he felled to do so. Neatly two months later. I BM meek trance 
that thls Pm Is the right finn losyotienysventontheHeath 
alit 



• D i s r u p t i o n  n o t  o n l y  t o  s w i m m e r s ,  bu t  all Hea th  Users. 

W h o  w i l l  w a n t  t o  p i c n i c  in t he  f u m e s  o f  t h e  engineering 
w o r k s ,  o r  e v e n  w a l k s  t h r o u g h  the  Heath  w h i c h  w i l l  be a big 
b u i l d i n g  site? 

It w i l l  be d a n g e r o u s  f o r  ch i l d ren  and  d o g s  t o  u s e  the  Heath. 
T h r o w i n g  a bal l  w h i l e  t he  heavy  t r u c k s  t rave l  a c r o s s  the 
Heath w i l l  be t o o  d a n g e r o u s  as t h e  c h i l d  o r  d o g  m i g h t  run 
i n to  t he  pa th  o f  t he  t r u c k  a n d  ge t  r u n  over .  I f  t he re  are 
10,000 j o u r n e y s  p lanned ,  t he  l i k e l i h o o d  o f  s e r i o u s  i n j u r y  is 
g r e a t e r  t h a n  the  l i ke l i hood  o f  a f l o o d .  W i l l  C a m d e n  be liable 
f o r  law these  l a w  s u i t s  o r  t he  C o r p o r a t i o n  o f  L o n d o n  o r  their 
contractors? 

On all of the above grounds, I, and the thousands of  residents of 
London who  love and value Hampstead Heath, appeal to Camden 
to stop this irrational unintended consequence of  the 1975 
Reservoirs Act, an absurdity that all those who  care about the 
Heath must unite to oppose. The Corporation of  London's planning 
application shows them to have a serious conflict of  interest as they 
have relinquished their responsibil ity for  preserving the Heath. If the 
Corporation of  London does not have the money to replant grass or 
put on more patrols to put out f ires or stop illegal, dangerous 
cyclists, o r  clean the ponds on a regular basis as they have 
neglected to do (and not wai t  for  a dam to be built), where are they 
gel l ing £15 million to build dams? 

Y o u r s  faithfully, 

J o y c e  Glasser 
14 D Save rnake  Road 
L o n d o n  NW3 2JP 



David L eels 

463 Gases Lao. 
London P413488 

JOnethan %dowel: 
Principal Mann no Oltadf 
LOndOn B8tuch Penning COOMMellai 
Plendopgtansten goyuk 

Dew Mt Msdemi 

rant  IWO an Mannino Anagram'. Relerencer 201414132/P 

I am w a f t  lo la Me Obow Ma"mn11 accacation by the City 01 London 
Heath 

M e d i  2014 

1. Itimpelawl H e f t  f t  11171 
1.1 The aPilltallon does not show proper mewl to the MONCital given to K n e e &  Heath by 
Me Hampstead Hetet Act 1811 as intended The aftcation clans to be oirsternad NM pew 
mash but nave Of the P e w e e  we unconnected to was mimosa. The application S l a m  so 
caled envitemental mimosas which ere MOuttlye and & M a r e  an11144:0054411101,1118 the 1811 
Ac: Morn expires Mal Me City of London 'Shall at WI fines passe* as far as may be tie mural 
aspect and Hale of Me HMO- For this reason alone LB Camden 

2 MetropolitanOwLand 
2 • Toe lead *MCP is Ms suMect of the planning application Is prolacled by dm 
Mel mem a Open Land. In 2006 the Cowl Of POPO upheld. decision quashkm me meseng 
consent grant by Le Camden at 2008 on the Gordon Heide 18 the W e  ot Health on the mounts 
Mal Lit Can.:en had not f t  Mahlon Oren by Meholmean Open Land The 
,zademen: slated that terms building lied 8 8 8 8 8 8 • 8 8 1 8 8 8 1 . 8  impact than me existing pommy' 
ano anctand that the development menlo.. Would not hews been 
2 2  A moods Of the Mete Of the apolicallat eedt IndNkMally and Ma:you,. tweet: t e  8 8 8  of 

dayedossmtn pernsum! on MelmOttelen Open Lend. In perecww the new d . . ,  8 8 8 8 . 8 0 4  VW 
C..1811 817 and tha add Donal own and wand proposed for Me Model f lown Ord tea in dmIltri 
win Mesopodar Open Land rept pion LB Camden therefore has a.flotem g stunt's alone to 
reS.se anent tosouse the Hale ol Ma imposes St M e e  I w o  11881.008 

3 LB Camden Cori Season Poke MI5 
T h s podty sure, lhai LB Csondsfl111 preserve Ind enhance t o  historic open sown â11 tains° 
conserved:- moonset' or Harnpoteed Huth Odd Ite Serfdom:ail ;mut Dy dolenttno 
Mendelian Open Len& pubic and private oven WOOS and the nadra oxisedaton des onasans 
01 aloes... owing Pao account the r p m  on the MGM * f t  considering relevant panning 
apolftens . protecting S A S  front Heinpatsel H e f t  and views across the Heath en, te 
11084wodtnil 81 •8 .1  The Pinning evelestIon does not conform 10 0.15 policy 

4. Effecten the 'Mktg eta t i e d  bunging - The Viaduct 
The chemist and setting of the Grade II Mad Medici on Hempstead Heath reIng LOOM Itte 
MeduCI Pond MO be deblmentaly Ceded by walks propomd b i t e  dam to that pond viten kg at 
the foreground and Nicer ths leledtel and Is • f t  end a f t e r *  part of Hampstead Heath 

& M o d  Salblum Pend 
There lea samosa for the dsm to dVs Pond lob. Seed Woos matte. The proposals unjustified 
eeaildenoed by tie oatmeal h e  w o n  by dsm englniersPecorn Helnpeleed Heath Reservolts 
Pear Rev* /  2010 which stage dial Me Hanivalaad f t o d  D a f t  POPO and the f t  Sanatory 



Pond -.• appear lo pose a low rark by vetoed e a r  .ihnom.aly h e t  eneth in W e n n  10 n e e  lea 
The w a s  on me l a n d  S t a n g  Pond wood arguably make no ( M e n n e  to safety but would have 
a driestellng t r a c t  on I n  t i n n i n g .  hefted M e n  on h e  pan of the Heam and a the e a s y  of 
salfmnart v a n  and M a h n  and is O n  in M e a t  Cl Me London Plan. me Camden Co.. 
Stetegy Polo,  CS15 end the 1871 Atl. 

Ilird Sanctuary Panel 
In the document s k a t e d  a Me Planning A p p i t a a n  In the I o l a  P lans.9  Drawings and 
D e a r  them.  r i n e  C Bad Sanctuary P o n a p e  at r a w  3 Owe w e  I h r k  (ream WS' the 
* W a k e  !Kramer In Inn pam1 no other wort Is being d r i e d  out and t e m  h 0 noltineeon es 
in TAW r a c o o n  m o u n t  U S - f t i r t i O n -  work e n d  M a i n e  eirdiceni W i n n  lathe eke 
Sanctuary Pond and l b  f l  f l  has no purpose It sr a d s .  O r a n  ol the 1871 Act and must be 
m a i d .  Ore work cyanosed le guile adenSave compang  two m a l e  pests and la g a m  on the 
Plan on pliga 5 (proposed wayk5 

6 . 1 1 1 *  egging or a neat Channel. prelendousg called Isoktemiry c h i n a .  le In the a d o  of 
the pand snot vid be sElmeires long and 0.7$ n i n e  deep bid withalopirg banks end • M k  of up 
10 3 8  m e t a  This yid c a n e  huge dined:once to w a r s  ft has no p i a  ornate/  guilty purpose: 
and M I  be m a n i a  me a end natural O M  of the pond contrary to the 1871 Ad. 

8.2 t e e n T  a marked on M g  pion m a s a  a n  a n k h  one lo be g a n n e t  No adilenelion 
Is given as to why i l k  should be Pane orarhst It involves but It la = I S  to cause herm loam. 
and It a be c h a o s  the a end M a l  s a t  of ihe pond contrary to the 1871 Ad 

8.3 T h e w  proposals sfunv the b i d  fag% of line consultants i n t o  lar ealhe revised pans are 
supposed lo have the Mrd Sanctuary Pond untoucned. N Fennel° consent is ° S e a l e  The current 
00300•Dd for the Bed Sanctuary Pond. the! Ei Camden le k e g  to flnd lisel f a g  another peeked 
M i l e s  as he leaorkials are &evi l  in breed, 1)00101 Me 1871 * 0  and the MelrOnellanClatle Land 
rules a i r  kEl Carnarer 10 Like spereers1 soar adobe* an this ourtageous pen Cl the Praxes'. 

7. Gadget  w i l t  Camden planning policy M w a s  i s  the Nadel  I l l a n g  Pend 
f l i e n i d o n o f  • nwer hIgner parr co  ° O d i n !  e n i n g  Mende News Iran a n t  grecoorm and 
the p a c e d  charge la the Mansions io me a d  Pending Ina c o n s t a l o n  al  an = c p s :  maim 
a l c h  S o d  an v i s t a  a w e  on the H e a p . . - ,  ki c o a n  vim P .  LEI Camden Core Strategy 
P o k y  0315 .  It Is a a l m e r f a l  10 v a s  from. Me s e n a  of end dm c a r a t  c a r e  Mens 
B a n g  Pend n t h  w e  be b o a  II and h a  s e e n  f OSS011 nhy ihis paid1 the p e w e e  sr 
c a l d  W M  p a y  CS15. The canebrake c lan  l u x  d arm changing Me shape of l i e  Pond 
also S i n  c o a c t  'OM the Nampaged a m  Au 1871 

8 C o a c t  a t  the L e n a  Plea: P a y  30.10 larrempal ken Open Lend 
This poky  M a  t o  The Mend n e  And 80110•8111% iere1k7 m a n n  I n  Ondeodr 
MeaciPonan Open L a n  (PAOLI from Inappropriate o r m o s r a n i :  The p u k k a  develcausr-t 
rnaPPropitaie In pie rasa 

5. Is S o n  • legal M a e l l o n  k do this wary? 
L a  Smith. lha Man Chairman of Me S a m a r a  Agenos meted on 15 C a t e r  2011 that 'Them 
is no entipcsabla legal ritqubdowat on aka Corporation to c a m e  any a t  on Me Msnipsfe.d 
Seam dean. '  In en E mei  to R O M  Our Ponds, dated 13 S k a t e r  2013 Tony Demon. the 
Reservms Manned I f  pine E r r e a m e n i  Agency, stated: • I can m a n  that our a r s o n  nes not 
charged. and that my t a l k  correspondence dated 19 M a r  2011 Is stil a i d  and correct ' 



-3-10. 
Public 

10.1 The City of  London chime ' . 4  1 .  mothation is to p o l o "  the public from a possible dim 
Peach and consequent flooding. This Is not based on any weakness ot  deficiency in the existing 
darns welch w e  respected even/ six months end w e  well melmained. Every w o n  on die dams 
has g s e n  Mem a clean bill oe healre and mccownendation have tory been tor routine 

10.2 The campaign I I  favors of the w a r s  h i s  been pitched In sensational lames ooncenlradog on 
s t e p p e  % w e t  h i  kess S elie and ortr ieny damage The o n ,  proposab fileks a masher ot 
un i ta ly  assumptions vaudi have aiready 0001 Oulbraild 10 you by Me Heath & Haninsmad SorolY 

10.3 Nol a n .  p e r t e  Puss bete lobe: in Ihe UN fear any dam breath or ovu le :wag s e r e  '925 
Reepubete1W136 firs1 irlr oatmeal Ire •rago slain% di about 1915 under the Rosenors  ;Safety 
Provisions 14.0 1930 This AC.7 was superset:ix: by ihe the Reser/Errs Act '975 O i ly  d m  of ihe 
10 a n  on HamOslead Hwith are regulator: iceouril i  now ' i fais les,.  aassel is 2010 may a' some 
dale 01110 Muse acing <saws ern roguLabou New eepseitson canna.. make his danIS mare 
dangerous s u c h  the City o i l  ende rs  irepdaande sonceinws seless110 He*. 

10.4 The Flood Risk Assessment /escorted by the Cely of Londors  consultants shows iteet the 
Proposed waits not Pewee 11000101101110 S Y S  e lO rM ineM ol the ponds 10 t i  mitten* 
* t a m e r  avow assume. That b e r g  the case. It Is Peat that the whole m i e n  is tu l le as Wes would 
sall be at risk from " M a c e  sale,  flooding M i r o  the project does not eddrillst. There may even be 

danger in such an event a members of the public g i n  the impiesaken Mal ati me 
from a rant event leave been fixed- and COeSeCitlerstly ignore an 

11. Camden Risk lalanepreent S t e p p  the _-Under 
perepaph13.3.4 liampsteed H e a t  Ps 

%a klanabil  In Ma Rood RIM In Condon atiaion the Hampstead Hearn Ponds pose 
• n a l  I de*  f o n e l e n I n  south o r .  R C .  Whin the annaci of one Hampatesti Sea 
Ponds breathing could b •  w a n l y  m e r e .  lbw o w n  is unaely." li would be irrational for LB 
C a t n a p  to pent  Penning consent lot • huge development on Hstropeteed Heath lot an eventually 
w i t h  it hes • • • • • • • •  ea being 

12. The C l ip  o f  London m i n e d  out • eateultaIlen et  Heath w e e  between November 2013 
and F a r a h  2014. S W  Mx pet cent of t o n  asked s a d  they were strangely g e n e t  the project. Al 
b e  S i .  of valtIng112513 people h ive  Spied • petition at 38 D a r e s  P a n g  LB Camden to Wet* 
m a  Pladmithl apoinetiow by Ow time LB Cott len Planning Caninmee considers doe appicalice. 
the numbers w e  Mealy to be higher 

13. Protect ion of Wields 
Theta is ey r i e -o r  wild the t o  raised senoronme-ia: groomed as pee of the meet 
In t wh im hay° no massacre witetS0eVile 10 pubic safely. wei be caillerseebll 10 Me natural 
envireninew Onatattanni 10 Nide d r i f t  the t ient rg  seater  rind :I vhabance totals end ate 
endangered spoon. are Crensell oThvons OW no intenni-i explanabon has been given as 10 hew 
such damage w e  00 mitigated. W Y *  dowering wil have an I n n e n e  and detriments' eden on 

. 
T w e e  effects are S e a t e d  In Ms environment' reports appended 10th. penning 

applicellon I d  the denied millgetion. Wham 0...embed. Is ur11001910 be Owen. 

13.1 Ban: The concii s o n s  of me *acumen  itampelead Meath P e n a  Preieet, Ones 
- M a n e  I B M  Survey stenos at panigrecn 4 4  that 
I t  Is recommended that any KOOS 10 vi larb04•41 s e  (anted oul t u f t  the period1min 
NovembenFebniale noon bars a n  ntbenistiv. Conelatellonanouk I no O w n  lo 

Impact ol carrying out works on multiple ponds at any one Om 



13.2 Birds dur ing the nesting season 
It is probable theta Swan on the bird sanctuary pond may have abandoned its nest and eggs 
because of drilling work carried out nearby in the Spring of 2014 in preparation for the project. The 
scale of the work is such that it will be impossible to prevent similar damage occurring again over 
an extended period, 

14. Conclusion 
There is no evidence that any of the dams are in any way defective. On the contraiy the City of 
London has an exemplary record on maintenance Camden Council has emergency confingency 
plans in the event of flooding which could occur, not e t a  result of overflows from the Heath ponds 
but from rainfall run off down the hilly streets, whether or not these misguided proposals are put 
into effect. 

We urge the Camden Development Control Committee to refuse the application and request that I 
or another member of the Protect Our Ponds campaign be allowed to speak at the Planning 
Committee meeting. 

You are welcome to take a look at our web site w w w  ProtectOurPonds.org.uk where we 
reproduce dozens of letters and articles in the national and local media giving reasons why this 
planning applicafion should be refused. 

Yours sincerely 

David Lewis 
Co-ordinator 



Pawn 2011 lvii 

*Oat 0•1110.0iitad Hem (apybuten 2014433205 

Dew Mends, I wish to repots die strongest possible onnamons m the proposed darn worts on Horqwerid 
Heals 
I law leen a met of the flesh Ay maids SO sam. and a saiinnwr in the Ladies' Pond for 40 yaws. I 
support the argumoth ol the Ilenth and Ilainpuend Society. as killings: )The roomed worksare 

w. ba,cal on a computer mml:1 of risk which lame no relation to the acts. No amount ordain 
buiklms on the Heath will moose the risk of flash floods in the stream. the south of the Hanh. There has 
been nss death amociatel nith failure or the dams slam the ponds in the Highgate chain were tonstnicted. If 
Ike ( orthearson us mall) concerned alum the rig to life and property ° f i a t  floods, they should direct their 
enconion to the state of the mudisnegeleted chump system under those streets. I know ,Mt this system is 
not within the serportsibility of the Corporation, but they could tee their influence to ansourape the 
authorities whore oesponsibk 10 mprose the situation. 
2111w proposed work willframe the immesity nine a the magi, in contralscmsn in whelelliS on which 
the kind was bequeathed to the people of London - WI only dun., the period utak the construction Wont is 
f l  on. but in the loss of vim., risk to wildlik habitats and dommerion of the unique character of the 
lend. This wnenity value is imatermely important to many otos and to sm. plbsisal, mental and spirituel 
wellbeing 
3) In addition, and as at swimmer. I note that the proporsk will Iced to the datum of the Ladies Pond Res 
much longer period dun the ebstee of the Math and Mixed Ponds. This feels like dberledutlew spina 
women ralmmen, casino to sthi-discriminimion legislation. The Lathe: Psmd is much-robed load 
resource and its unique b r e a m  hut risk also from the prepamds. 
Please turndown the planning application! 
Yours sincerely. Panty notate 



From: uene zalewska 
Sent: 07 August 2014 10:26 
To: Planning 
Subject: Hampstead Bathing Ponds 

Dear Sir/Madam 

I am entailing you to object to the planning of the proposed City Of London's 
planning application to do works on this natural beauty spot that are not 
wholly necessary. 

There are softer measures that would fulfil the City Of London's legal obligations 
to protect downstream households and preserve the beautiful ponds and the Heath 
for  its wildlife and many visitors for years to come. 

Yours sincerely. 
Irene Zalewski 


