
Deer Dr. 
Dear Madam. 

M n  Hein* tooloh 
05 Awns 2014 isue 

Pining 
Manning 

nookstion 1014/433 

I arn wiling Co Mimi  Co the Planning Apparason abovE oonst,udlon of dams on Hampstead 
Heath). Neese lind below my masons to abject 

The prepoesis sued result Co. considerable loss of visual amenity lot numerous residents and 
Wants oil filmtntlwd Heath ( v b  will probably agree vAti me as I inderstand the 'anti-dame 
pablion-has already readied ensr 10.000 signalureS). 

- Indeed the voua unfold would be unacceptable due lo the overbearing M e  of the eOndructiOns 

• Alto The /Mangos are coniplelely Out 01 balance and style: this will have an &Mersa oiled on tie 
character of The existing sutroundings as we know and lOve them. 

-In my view al the facts some WI a n  permanently a very unfortunate and undesirable 
disfigurement of a very beaugful and sinks* place: the unnatural huge earth works and 
excavations ( Model Boating Pond*, m e  as the concrete w a f t  Men's BMIlkig Pond and 
Highgate n.1 Pond) noted be some mitreant examples of the defigureMent CoMedial. 

• The loss el I M M O  nef011bondig Properles Is Co my opinion not aCCeplabo c5lhor. 

• We would Mee 180 O a  another Canaldarable disfigurement and loss of amenity. 

WHY DISFIGURE H A M M E N )  HEATH WISST: 

- The proposals vmukl be dearly very detrimental to the natural beady of the Heath vinich the City 
Of Leaden IS required Co pleServe under the Hamsplead Heath Soclety of 1871. 

• Funhennere the work Is not a requirement 04th. 1975 Fteservok Ad. 

• The MPHdarns would not atop Mture noodings ( as it Been* the Gay acknits). 

• The computer modeling for these proposals Is based on an whams 11400.000 years s u m  case 
scenario. ankh shows t e l  the proposals are not based on a reasonable assesanwtt of the nee. 

• mere has been no collapse 01 any 01 I N  dams, no escape of wafer end no deaths Co My 
Moos of the Ponds* 300 years history. 

• C M  contingencies ( waning systems of evacuation etc...) have not been considered SS part 01 
Cite Oak assessmeM. 



• Other solutions( like a greater use or the Heath's capacity to absorb floods that would require 
much less works 1114111 010 1)101)01100 darns) have not been considered otter 

I urge the Camden Council Planning Department 10 TOM the only reasonable decision re not 
supped t i ls prolog' which is clearly In contradiction with all the Panning turns and guidance or the 
Council. 

Many thanks for you, attention. 

Regards. 

Merledisiene English 



From: Sandra WOit011 < 
Sent: 05 August 2014 

111I 

To: Planning 
Subject: application 2014/4332/P 

As a regnlar user o f  the ponds twist: to °Meet to proposed planning on the following grounds. 

Catehpit Valley above the mixed pond wilt be obliterated by the proposed dain 05. 6 m high, 40 in Mclean(' 
100 in long. 

More than 160 tees wil l  he cut down which wil l  devastate the environment. 



From: Nathaniel Lane < 
Sent: 05 August 2014 17:02 
To: Planning 
Subject: Objection to damm construction at Hampstead heath 



Cothran G. winos 
OS AUgUll 202e MOS 
manning 
damning f l e a  2014/4332fr 

Dent Mt krakacIl 

Plewic "014 Owl in thio email No thotefullylcurrected some typos I spoiled In the raffia 011C 

Mtlaratham Mastriall 
Development Comm Team 
LB, Camden 

Dear Mt %triad' 

eti—bailllingAPPhea", NO 111l4 4 1.12.th 

I have been luthy though lice in (onsumtine Rood, NW) 212. imincthawb with of Hamthieth 1RM. 
sinceJanuary 1971 and haw known and loved the Haab since I mewed to London at a madam in 19621 

I am writing to oppose the City of Landmes application 10 Caro 001 manic-c. and I bath% Immo-cowry. 
work* ansund and 1011w wink * M c  Romanced chain of pallii> and the Ingham chain 01 p ima Time 
will substoinially alter the topopmby, geology and m i l o n  of the I Imb to in &snotty 

My grounds the opposing include die Ithlowing 

I. Roney one o f  us has a duty wider the Herniated Heath Aol of 11175 to ensure that de Ikon, is 
conserved as l i e n  possible to the sum it vas in then far the benefit *Olds and fume gennatiom 

These propcsals Meath this duty. 

2. Regular inspections, including die mint tenon have established din the existing dam se ins talk 
condition. 

3. In their more dem ?Olt year existence. die ponds have news caned flooding nor kne the damo 
been hawked 

(kwaidonal flooding tiiuhin lic ing memory in South End Green amt Oak Village, Gospel Oak were nothing 
IC do will, the ponds and ware entirely owing to the then inadequacy orate Orme. WON Sewers. w Inch 
biwkwl up (at they have also done in Wen Hampstead and Kauish Town from lime lime) during 
deii int im. The problems with Ike sewn* were contend by Thames Water, m k t  m a m a  from Camden 
Council. and dine has been no mammon of the flooding, Nonthiclan die Coq rit London has repeatedy 
hied to call those historic floods in aid to pink local reu‘knis into oupprining their animal& regording the 
Heath damn, 

4. Even in the exceptionally wet 2013-14 winter, when Mile thorns weft springing up all over the Heath 
became it was snuined. Ike pond dams did not OWTIOp. MN did they breach. 

5 The f i l t h  pooposak ire based on a ththotheoiii Mai the dams might beach in the evem ala imam& 



downçwwso CICeptiOnill that the damn of lb occurring is onb twice In 400.000 year", 

To reurnmarer the l i e n  1oobviate sueh a nth is patently :Mood and diriwoponionme. diation has 
only eNirled 10141111 over 5.000 yoan. Duman bongs have only beet around for about 5.0.00o nn. 

11 is abo utterly unscientific. Following seven m i n a  over London mid the Tlumna Valley far Inn 
exceptional than I in 400.000 years. the whole °Nye London basin would already have flooded at least up 
the the bottom 011k n o n  and south eircammenti. i t  in this Na.  up to the 1100 of l'amilen Toon and 
K e a n  Town. We know this tisk Bun the tannest and talureolorcal record one 10.000e nary. We 
also know that the Thames Battier is M I t  pa ter  tisk of k ing unman° 

With the whole of London under floodwater. why on earth would anyone then he wary mg %theater the 
weather might get even wane to neatest dud the Wawa. 1111(11rAtal Death might estay? 

Yet this the s c a n °  this P i n i n g  Application asks to to believe. Indeed. the Coy says that in IN. 
cifttintilanet they might be soul for the dams go mg way! With London population sheet  d r o w n  ow 
of n i t  homes by floodwatas from the Thames and m a i n  I n v  the as.. each a suggestion it Wintry? 

6. The City assumes that there would be absolutely no flood waning before the Heath Damw burst and 
lest web all be soundly Seep Moor beds or going about our b u n g s  in basement*. 

The City thin entirely ignores all the Civil W e n n  and t loud Naming Symms already in plan at the 
Macomb:al Otike. Central Govemmem and Legal COMM. included. 

h abo aseurnes that ordinary people me exceptionally umod. Ispecrally in the light of Pants, wed be 
more than well a n t  orate tisk of a flood! 

7. The City alleges dim the Pennons Act 1975 requin, them to tarry out the massive works they 

M b  i f  simply nue. 

13. The City's plemosals will massively d i sks=  Flagmen heath. 

They p r o n e  almost completely MMus ins valley nonh of the Hannesel Ponds Co provide. very much 
lama "underground" eawhinati. This is vandalism on a huge seak. Italic Seas coach and hones 
through the ISIS Act which is Intended to protect the 

They propose totally altering the shape * M e  Model Boating Pont 

By raising and extending the dams they will na t i ve ly  alter the topography and %Wu> on and acnaa the 
Heath 

9. The City's proposals iii effcwi aboe the Death to give r a i n y  to turning it into a n a b  e mentor 
complex. 

The City% s t r a w  i t .  Aga  the I both to r a n  l a  m a t  tainwater that it currently does and al.o far mote 
than its natural pokey em do. 

Thie d i m  inaledes. aid la Seemed by, the many T h e m e  cubic man,  o i n k i n g  toil tic. ..Inch he 
a t /  N e a l  ID ItallOW M k *  from the Heath otters period of aea end >can. 

k b  eke svIdasead by the Heider qtertiitica of <anemic which an: lobe iiirrodond onto the lOath in there 
p i n  . 0  e r e  Ng below wetted This is a very real alteration to and abuse °l ine natural geology of the 



Heath 

10. All it,,, will greatly damage hoth the f l i n t )  And the ecology of the I loth 

Mature revs are to Iwtipronted. NAOMI 1144,114h. nun) their bomm for iWalltand birds. am to be 
desin.yed 

For sacral yank large swan of the I Iced, will be a buildings& <>mare. They will abo be out of bounds 
to walker* and in meryone who (net. pew* quiet. and physical and pmelkilogleal health and renewal on 
the Heath. 

II 7 be ( iv make. much in their Mans that they will he doing mime ennIngieal plandng. After 
‘andalisin die tanilslown they intend. COMIttlit. man-made ecological works merely add Math to Wary. 

12. I think that Camden COIVICil Should he ma& aware that Ow Planning Application lodged wigs Camden 
entails Iiir noire encase& and disruptive work than wak prtn ided in the iI0111111111111pbeed before the 
public by the City in the so-called 'Public Consultation (snow earlier Oda yaar. 

11111I said, the thaw moonse to those more modem plats was neneihdea avanitalmingly mpg 

Yount sincatly 

Cathleen Oi. MoineS, 
99 Conmanione Road. London NW3 IL? 



seem shandaisni 
Os down 3014 2752 
Mandl 
doldiddied /41•01 O n  rod Ponds Projrot Rel 1014/4332/P (with opting 
(mecums) 

To o h m  d Ind) cono.m. 

1 am imposed to the proposed litonpueed Heath Damns Project for die following tenons: 

I. 1 believe dierostilkation tor die moths reos ma lake 1111ttlittlalidn and applicanta al the 1975 
resenows set 

2. 1 believe it is othoden 51amn. that the ponds till under the rubric only act simply became they were 
ono: mentith. The Cut that they ongowthlat remount, once upon a dine. In the 17th century. does not 
man Iltat thar itlenuty and w p m  has been used Its all eternity: it l ick . ,  to all that they long cased 
being used as tesersoim and Sa lon  and UV tool as room, ponds. Out so this resipificadon. they do not 
bill under the ambit oldie 1973 act. 

3. Even if. Cecilia sake °Nazarene. one Mama to regard than as reserve* I believe. on rowing through 
the submission on che Camden Council wehow. that the Justification .5 hoed on a lake reeding of the 1973 
act. The act a m "  due "measures sIxtuld be taken in the Immls of salety": this sentence does not rose "se 
legally required." The I/auk!' S .  much weaker Maleillent. and takes no woven only binding legal emus 
or the Itsathaend Heath act of 1871. which give, no Imo lor the est-Tomei! tretrollent chilepont Its if 
they um, still rummers.' 

4. The mecums( 1St nimausee need lobe taken hate been dmon lp by the company hoping m a n y  out 
the wort. which' e e l s  eoeflis of / a u k .  as they —mad to burnt commercially from their own 
rocommendallon AI the unless& it would he OftdValy 10 strange a %Al) mum:we kern spnptrly 
conducted tenderhigpreeses by which different Conk were allowed 10 COMIXIC ith pommels. 

3. The wale of the proposed wake Is excedutt, as they hate hem Likely eakulool at mt the ponds were 
still damns. rod h e s  eeronnime the provokes oi the 1871 llanthmead Ileath Ad. I beim.: doe the 
pitthmed works will lecasebly r a g e  and thod a ow al neutral homy. to the Women. al lual residents 
and diamonds who flock to the l i s t  throughout the year. en 'cell as causing Luting ai‘ f70010011211 and 
ecological damage. 

Yours sincerely. 

Sono Shanidarom 

50 Math DM Park 
London SAM? 251 



Professor Sonu Sharndasani 
School of European Languages, Culture and Society (G an 
University College London 
Gower Street 
London VVC1E 68T 



Front JsneyCos 
Sent: 05 August 2014 22:22 
To: Planning 
Subject: Application No 2014/4332/P 

Hampstead Heath Ponds and Dams 

To say I would be appalled if this senseless and unnecessary proposal was passed by Camden 
would be an understatement. So much money already spent, and a minimum of 15 million more, 
were the plans to go ahead, on something no one needs, and that would cause so much 
destruction to life in terms of nature, of beauty in terms of the environment and of enjoyment and 
tranquility in terms of those of us who use the Heath. I speak as a Ladies pond swimmer of 55 
years, a Heath walker and a qualified landscape architect. These proposals fly in the face of most 
of the things the Corporation of London is duty bound to conserve on Hampstead Heath. I hope 
you will have the courage and common sense to oppose it. 

Jenny Cox 



From: Magg. Baron 
Sent: 05 August 201422:11 
To: Planning 
Subject: OBJECTION TO PLANNiNG PROJECT REFERENCE 2014/4332/P - logged se MOH 

To whom it may concern, 
Hampstead Heath Dams and Ponds Project Ref 2014/4332/P 

I wish to register my objection to the plans to make changes to the dams and ponds on Hampstead 
Heath. As a resident f o r  the past twenty eight years overlooking Pond number One, l a m  able to say 
that in all these years I have never seen the water rise in that pond to any level that could indicate a 
threat to its surroundings. 
I have however witnessed the wi ld fowl which enjoy the environment and part icular ly  the swans 
which have produced numerous cygnets in this location. Having looked at the plans f o r  this pond in 
par t icu lar  I do not understand the necessity to carry  out the proposed reconstruction. 
Wi th  regard to all other ponds on the Heath i t  seems that even greater disruptions are to r o u l t  with 

regrettably unfavourable results. i.e. the spoiling o f  fami l ia r  vistas and disrupt ion to Heath life f o r  an 
inordinate amount o f  time. 

The amount o f  upheaval the potential heavy machinery would cause not only to o u r  peace and quiet 
but to all the life which the Heath supports seems to he an unwarranted excess which is not in 
proport ion to what  might best serve to protect the environment. 

On behalf of  the frogs which are at last beginning to f lourish at the ponds edge this year, on behalf of 
the lonely the elderly, the families, the dogs and the visitors, could you please leave well alone and not 
give this planning permission to the proposed engineers who  have shown that they have not grasped 
the special uniqueness o f  the Heath and its three hundred year old ponds. 

Attu rs sincerely 
Margaret  Baron 



From: Magg. Baron 
Sent: 05 

August201.11 

To: Planning 
Subject: OBJECTION TO PLANNiNG PROJECT REFERENCE 2014/4332/P - logged se IA OH 

To whom it may concern, 
Hampstead Heath Dams and Ponds Project Ref 2014/4332/P 

I wish to register my objection to the plans to make changes to the dams and ponds on Hampstead 
Heath. As a resident f o r  the past twenty eight years overlooking Pond number One, l a m  able to say 
that in all these years I have never seen the water rise in that pond to any level that could indicate a 
threat to its surroundings. 
I have however witnessed the wi ld fowl which enjoy the environment and part icular ly  the swans 
which have produced numerous cygnets in this location. Having looked at the plans f o r  this pond in 
par t icu lar  I do not understand the necessity to carry  out the proposed reconstruction. 
Wi th  regard to all other ponds on the Heath i t  seems that even greater disruptions are to r o u l t  with 

regrettably unfavourable results. i.e. the spoiling o f  fami l ia r  vistas and disrupt ion to Heath life f o r  an 
inordinate amount o f  time. 

The amount o f  upheaval the potential heavy machinery would cause not only to o u r  peace and quiet 
but to all the life which the Heath supports seems to he an unwarranted excess which is not in 
proport ion to what  might best serve to protect the environment. 

On behalf of  the frogs which are at last beginning to f lourish at the ponds edge this year, on behalf of 
the lonely the elderly, the families, the dogs and the visitors, could you please leave well alone and not 
give this planning permission to the proposed engineers who  have shown that they have not grasped 
the special uniqueness o f  the Heath and its three hundred year old ponds. 

l ' ours  sincerely 
Margaret  Baron 



From: 
Sent: 06 August 2014 07:00 
To: Planning 
Cc: Mar kwell, Jonathan 
Subject: Planning applicaton 2014/4132/P 

I write to object to the proposals in the planning application from the City of London concerning 
the proposed measures to guard against possible collapse of the dams at the Hampstead and 
Highgate ponds. The basis of the computer modelling leading to the conclusion that drastic work 
is required appears to be based on questionable assumptions concerning the amount of rainfall 
and its effects that can reasonably be expected, and to lead to conclusions that pay insufficient 
attention to the effects upon the Heath. I hope the Council will make its own thorough 
examination of the data used in the modelling and of the calculations used in the rnodelling, and 
will also take account of the legal challenge being brought by the Heath and Hampstead Society. 

Risk assessment must essentially be a matter of judgement, The City's judgement in this case 
appears to have been affected by excessive caution. I am reminded of the occasion some years 
ago when the City, on legal advice, opposed a proposal to allow swimming in the Mixed Pond 
during winter months without the presence of lifeguards. It lost the case. The present application 
from the City appears to demonstrate yet again, on a far more serious matter, the City's inclination 
to over-caution, and its dependence on questionable professional advice. 

Kenneth Blyth 

27 Laurier Road NW5 1SH 



From:  Jane Wh i t l ock  Blundell 

Sent :  06 August  2014 06:06 

To :  Planning 
Sub jec t :  Heath Dams 

Dear Planning department 

As a regular Ladies Pond swimmer I am writing to add my voice to the very many objecting 
to the proposals to build substantial dams round parts o f  the ponds on Hampstead Heath. I 
have been persuaded by the arguments that they are unnecessary, and they would radically 
alter and damage the natural look o f  this part o f  the Heath, disturb its wildlife habitats and 
destroy the historic views o f  this important and valued part o f  London's green spaces. Not to 
speak o f  removing many trees, and causing building havoc for an extensive period. 

No Heath user I know wants this. 

Octavia Hill would be out there at the head o f  the petition. Pleas- do not trash her legacy. 

Regards 
Jane Blundell 

Jan, Blmckil 
37 Dartmouth Park Avenue 
I oinkm N An[FL 


