
From: catthy taylor 
Sent: 05 August 2014 08:41 
To: Planning 

To Whom It May Concern, 

I would like to object to the planning application 
2014/4332/P 

works to be carried out at Hampstead and Highgate ponds, I do not believe the works are 
necessary. 
Yours truly, 
Catherine Taylor 



From: careline course <• 
Sent: 05 August 2014 08:42 
To: Planning 
Subject: Hampstead Ponds 

Dear She, 
1 strongly object to the proposals to dam Hampstead gongs: it will erode She wild and nsttural slate of the Heath 
such en important resource for Londoners since it was rosined over 100 years ago, if built these works would 
permanently blight and disfigure the Heath contrary to the Hampstead Heath Act 1871. and the principal 
charitable object for which the Society was formal ttt 1897 

post wishes 
Caroline Careen 



From: gabriel is 
Sent: 05 August 2014 0947 
To: Planning 
Subject: Damming of Hampstead Ponds 

Dear Sir/Mada 

As a regular user o f  the heath and the swimming ponds, I would like to register y co 
disaproval o f  the proposed work on Hampstead Heath ponds. 

The heath is a haven for nature and it would propostrous to disturb the habitat in the way 
that has been suggested with the moving o f  thousands o f  tons o f  material and the felling of 
trees. As you know, the noise and air pollution would also cause considerable disruption to 
the tranquil environment. 

I consider the work unjustified, and a complete waste o f  tax payer's money. To my 
knowledge the ponds have not flouded or collapsed in all there 300 years o f  history. 

Yours sincerely, 

Gabriel Facchini 



Front: Mary Worboys 
Sent: 05 August 2014 10:01 
To: Planning 
Subject: application 2014/4332/ 

Deer Sirs 

Iare writing to oppose the application regarding the proposed Dam construction works which wilt scar the Heath for 
years and disfigure it for the generations to come 

The justification seems to be tenuous, at Ieast, and at worst to set a precedent regarding the threshold at which 
massive expenditure is required to be incurred in order to mitigate very remote risks on safety grounds, which would 
be wholly unsustainable if applied generally to society and public authorities 

Regards 
Hilary Worboys 
4 Stormont Road 
Highgate 
London N6 4NL 



From: Mucus Haran 
Sent: 05 August 2014 10:19 
To: Planning 
Subject: Objection to Application Number 2014/4332/P 

Importance: High 

As a frequent heath user and swimmer at Kenwood Ladies Pond I would like to object to the 
above application on the following grounds: 

The frequent use of dumper trucks and tankers in this peaceful area. I witnessed the driver of one 
of these turning round near the ice cream van, on his mobile phone, with children swarming 
around. It was clearly a serious accident waiting to happen. 

The erection of a 2.5m metre dam above the Men's Pond. 

Closure of these much-used amenities. 

Computer modelling that predicts drastic and unrealistic eventualities. 

The loss of hundreds of mature trees 

Giant spillways that will affect this miraculous corner of our boroughs. 

Don't do it! 

Maeve Haran 
3 Grange Road 
NO 4AR 



Viola gammon Rat . 
OS sows. 2011 1027 
mamma 
Punmag notawnwo mambo 2014/43I2/P 

thaw Jonathan Mahn/ell and the Canukn Planning Ctioninitice 

I ant wming w abject to planning application 2014/4332/P. 

Hat ing read infonnation pno 'Jed by the 01) of London Corporanon.f 'snub!. Council. ala nell as 
mewsponding rth heath staff and resi.nrching more Mow the 'Kola online and in news Timm. I can only 
conclude ihai the City al London (orporition Is pnspcning CA1/111110 111430111n 10 matinee *pima a Minding 
S t  iho a highly imliktly. Ar 'an 111011. its 110/1111,31% 0111 take Iwo yew to complete. with significant 
ores of the Heath closed to the public and many coininktion woria changing it harmer. Thritlighout Mein: 
Iwo yeas, the peace and trarnwility al this unique natwal lu‘cn t‘111 he se,ixely tinnipwa msilh thotinintlin 
of heavy which: nun anent. and yet all this is amain:slily wholly anneeemary 

While I recognise dot some works on the dens ma) be needed. giten iheir age and the slanging donne. 
the scale of the work proposed by the City's ads nor dam company is beyond aslut awns neecnary. Thew 
S t  thitshold or .  I in 000,000 year <10/111 W u  credibility, when siren the Shama Dawns via only holt In 
tape wish a noon sumo or'  in 1.000 years Menne sea level rimy Tlus alone makes me think dud 
rommable interventions. to the soak of italistie rid- would be a lot smaller town 000 Saes smaller by a 
1:1000 year Probability) to make the inns are enough for downstream households. transport and 
businessok and Orman° mailer imeneniions would haves lot less impact on the Hes& its wildlife and 
sailors which would be mare iwesratile 

WItin also manna ndieultito Is hat 11111100 M A C I t  mom than she dams would be built lar, the local saus 
would fail. and them would be flooding Intm other sources - making the dents inelmani long before the 
hind of swim they would be built for. I f  there was high paund and more wake sonrcia. 'lune Mc ponds. 
then them would be mote grounds for concern. but basing the moon& on the veo worm kind at ...inn, 
ewe possible. as, has prod* Inestion and f a  %wend hews, la surely WO Ihr &wheal to ithitify anything 
other than the antra of a dam company. 

I travel mine thin an how to msch the Iloath. often social lines. week, and all 'ear round; I enjoy a with 
Mends and faintly on weekends and mum regularly in the ponds. I see its natural haw, and wansionlity is 
essential to the health and tannins's also 11111111. Londoners, including myself. lam a thcrapoi. m 
neighbouring blinglon, and many al my chemw also report 1110 Heath is a printery saurian of their menial 
health, at well Oa their physical 11111410 and "primal health. so Camden Council is gitanban of a rare place 
ritai has a [nadir,: effect across London I qu id  mod of my time around the Model Miaow pant gird 
911111:11131). the Lathe's Pond and Waal Pond. all of %%Inch is lobe severely affected by building works. 
Thew places hate a rare bomb, Owl is a result of sestral hundred yeas of careful managemcm and maw 
intentemitin. and lam greatly concerned Mu the wildlife and mound mono: of this S i d  still lie destroyed 
or displaced smith du: kind of inapt 1:1111.1111C04111 saints rimmed in die City of London Corporation', 
appli<111114/. 

My molasional background is in tattoo and lam dismayed to see Catdmii ValleV,eanibwarksmsoold 
dainty an area Ma is currently one of the sc,y few places on the Heath that if km accessible ht 11111111111N. 

Nutl. inakes it an imparter,' wildlife sanctuaryon the Hest, fiat g m *  dials. mammals and birth. 
and is, eadinni 10 the ecological health "(the Heath as. whole. This kind of dismptimi t e n  he monad 
by the tonmemattify tree planting proposed and given tba =Igoe measure; on the Heath's sawysivin 
thesimnie it is tormoindeil by city and has such a high bonnie foswfsllI it could odd filthy many yesni to 



mower. far all The lost e l i t e  nos. many of them m i s t .  is irreversible . planting young trees cannot 
replace lho los, of an thishlishol ethwysaem. 

I am also concerned Om the e 10:111 or OIC cork at Ii10 Ladies Pond means that it will be closed for 3.7.5 
months. including earl' Spring Thu in ols lowly a sensitive lime Re die breeding birds in dam pond. the 
neighhounng I3mnJ Sanewar, and Stock Pond. including kingfishers. Amin this Is. threat to the i n t e r *  of 
the fragile mayston. often the scak ol cork here is unnecomery. and as the Haab is surrounded by the 
city, there aft no other Mem these hush a n  retreat to while the work takes place. 

I understand dm other espens (perhaps nob pater independence than an schism who owns oneof the few 
darn companies in the 1:1(5 bane math: alicnothe recommendations to Witham more sadistic flood risks. 
with gentler imementions more suited to the an ociment. including enhancing the Heath's natural emptily 
to absorb flood water. uhich may then he reduced by heann Olf11.111C11011 (al OC bane seen across the UK 
ecamrysidel. 

I a n  we that /17million could be bents spent to make 1111: ponds safe. preserve improve dtroughans 
and enhance Modwersity than on this major dam puomo. although I realise Ow mismending of the cm of 
London Cothoration Rinds is beyond the remit of Canulens Planning Committee. then in this time of 
ramaging budget cots elsewhere in the borough. The (alumina has the punier to promo this unique and 
Internationally famous national mouse now in its pordianthip. I age the Committee in nned the 
application on the ptends that the measures il pomp" an: simply examine. and 4/ the major disruption 
and disfigurement of the lkaih. StWit threw to wildlife and loth of unique hahom are annecessus isms to 

Yours sincerely. 

Viola Sampum 



From:  Jonathan Thomson 
Sent :  05 August  2014 11 

Ifif 

To :  Planning 
Sub jec t :  s top  d a m  project  - Hampstead Heath 

I m p o r t a n c e :  High 

This is an outrageous violat ion o f  a unrgue par t  o f  London's w ider  park landscape — if you aHove this project  to occur you 
will have been compl ic i t  in an act o f  env i ronmenta l  vandalism. 
Jonathan Thomson 



Front Sall5b DeBs 
Sent: 05 August 2014 12:00 
To: Planning 
Subject: Dam works to Hampstead Ponds - 2014/4332/p 

To  whom it may concern: 
I would like to register my strongest objection ork on the ponds of 
Hampstead Heath, 
I have been a swimmer  at the Ladies pond for many years t is a t edy  magical place. 
I very match enjoy walking on the heath, the v i e ) p o n d s  are just  some o f  its many gills. 
I dental see the point o f  the work  proposed: 
In the short term the work would disturb enjoyment o f  the heath and in the longer term the views, however 
much eamotlaged, would be destroyed. 

understand that there have been •floods in the past in the Fleet Road area - but these have been to do with 
overflowing ancient sewers as a i t sul t  o f  intense rainfall. 
At a time when cuts are being made  in all areas o f  local government I consider the money that would be 
spent on this project (and has almady been spent) a sickening waste. 
Spend it instead on repairing the sewage system. 
Best wishes, 
Sarah Dewis 



From: Iesley morrison 
Sent: 05 August 2014 

jil 

To: Planning 
Subject: Hampstead Heath ponds 

Dear Sir / Madam, 

I wish in the strongest way to object to the plans for reconstruction of Hampstead Heath ponds. 

We have now moved back to Scotland but, during the 18 years that I lived in London, the women's 
pond was a place of peace and renewal for me. Memories of the pond are among my fondest 
memories of London and l'rn sure this is the case for thousands of other women. 

It is unsupportable that a place of such unique beauty could be threatened because of a response 
supposedly required to a calculated tiny risk of flooding. There are many, many more effective 
ways that money could be spent protecting lives and property (and giving profitable projects to 
construction companies), among them, traffic systems which prioritise cyclists and pedestrians, 
thereby reducing carbon emissions and contributing to reduced flooding risk. 

Please reconsider. 

Thank you 

Yours sincerely, 

Lesley Morrison 



own lowness 
Os Ausvir 2014 

Hethrisso Henri O n  nopad 

Dear Sir /Madam. 

I want to add my voice to the chorus of concern and. bawdy . shock at ate proposed works on 
the Heath. 

rye lived lithe area for 35 years and walked on the Heath pracikatly every day ..The Hersh Is 
our filatine our place of refuge and refreshment AS il is for the thousand of people who visit from 
as Over Lemke and Indeed 

the world. 

MIS very existence Is owed lathe determined allons of k a l e  and Acts Cl Parliament whah 
pnnecetti it from the clutches of properly developers etc In the middle of the 19C _OS Mks a won 
CIOCUMented.. 

I went 10 the Public Meeting at narliwnent H I  School and was Impressed by the thissonate 
feeling against these reormsals .TheSe people were no! Prime* rkth Atha income', They 
were the people who have been in 

the stealer years.. They may live in houses that are now worth a CI of money . but basally 
they are not some prhytlegod Ore SLAM Nknby 

These people LOVE he Reath and feel that the Noject proposers really don't understand the 
depth of feeling ... 
All of which would be irrelevant if there reaMy was a Poly Ask to NM —In this case it tuts been 

calculated Apparently. a l l  in 400.000 WItelthrod Of Nene anToe evtandOPInd The dams).. 

As has been pointed out we have just had the wettest winter on record and none of the ponds 
got near a dangerous level rn fact the only bvetloppklE that lye seen was I believe in May 
2010 when the Coaling pond 

flooded TO THE Skle _le no dam was overtopped (0001001e4 It I am Wend about the exact dale). 

Ira obviously necessary to keep an eye on these sbucturee -but what is being proposed will 
cause a) yews of MAJOR disruption (74 bides a day has been mentioned) .b)An environment 
thal wont look 

'natural' lie regrowth of grasses athubs nol lo mention trees that will take SO years). lot at 
least 10 yearn. c).Gient new structures Mal v.40 compleMly change the lendeceps of the Heath 

These Darns have done a fine job for 300 years.. I urge you le reed the a m n i a  as they stand 
and ask the City to think again 



Yours 

John Etheridge 


