
From: sybala wason 
Sent: 03 August 2014 To: Planning 
Subject: 2014/4332/P 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

I'd like to lodge my objection to t h e  planning application t o  construct  darns on Hampstead Heath, in 
particular because  of  t h e  following: 

- l a m  no t  convinced by the  a rguments  t h e  City of  London has m a d e  t o  justify t h e  building of  dams 

- The building work will result in t h e  destruct ion of t h e  natural env i ronment  l i t  particular ma tu re  treesi 
and t h r e a t  t o  local wildlife 

I would like t o  see  serious consideration given t o  t h e  advice of independen t  experts. 

Yours faithfully, 
Sybilla Wilson 



From: 
Sent: 03 August 2014 23:45 
To: Planning 
Subject: UN Hampstead Heath dams project 

From 
To: c 
Subject: FVV: Hampstead Heath darns project 
Date: Sun, 3 Aug 2014 23:41:29 4-0100 

I am resending this as it failed to send yesterday. 

> Date: Sat, 2 Aug 2014 23:21.11 4-0100 

> Subject. Hampstead Heath dams project 

> I object to this project -no to the proposed 170 trees cut down when a s c o t  the most polluted capital 
cities in Europe has experienced the wettest winter on record in 2013 and 197S but this has posed no 
threat as far as flooding to the local residential area is concerned So many alternative less destructive and 
intrusive measures can be put in place to remedy unlikely potential hazards due to weather. No to 
hundreds of trucks on Hampstead Heath and the unnecessa4y estimated two year closure of the ponds 
and whole swathes of the heath- at a time when the EU is pressuring London to do something about 
dangerous levels of  pollution effecting the health of  its residents and visitors. The risk of  flooding is 
miniscule and totally out of proportion to the massive works proposed which will destroy a unique natural 
oasis in the most beautiful open space in the best city on the planet. Stop this planned engineering works 

Alison McGrath 
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From:  Markwel l ,  Jonathan 
Sent :  04 August  2014 08 48 

To :  Planning 
Sub jec t :  FW App l i ca t ion  Ref 2014/4332/P 

P l e a s e  l o g  i n  s u p p o r t  o f  2 0 1 4 1 4 3 3 2 / P  — p l e a s e  t a k e  t h e  p o s t a l  a d d r e s s  o f  J a s o n  B e s t  t o  b e  e l m  fin 
010 s . t h w a r k  street, London, SEI OSU 

Thanks, 

J o n a t h a n  Markwell 

P r i n c i p a l  P l a n n i n g  Officer 

T e l e p h o n e :  0 2 0 7  9 7 4  2453 

F r o m :  Bowles, Usa-Maru 
S e n t :  01 August  2019 15:28 
T o :  elarkwell,  Jonathan 
S u b j e c t :  FW: Appl icat ion Ref: 2019/4332/P 

H i  Jonathan 

I h a v e  a l s o  b e e n  r e q u e s t e d  t o  f o r w a r d  t h e  e m a i l  b e l o w  t o  y o u  b y  a l r  Revah. 

K i n d  Regards 

L i s a - M a r i e  Bowles 

M e m b e r  S u p p o r t  Officer 

T e l e p h o n e :  0 2 0  7 9 7 4  6775 

Original  Messag 
From 

Receive n 

For the attentIon o f  Jonathan Markwell 

A s  a res ident  o f  Oak v i l lage/E la ine Grove/Jul ia  Street I f irmIy support  the City of London's P lanning Appl icat ion No: 
2014 /4332 /P  (and the Assoc ia ted Appl icat ions,  R a f t : -  2014/2149/PRE,  2013/7231/P,  2014/0320P) 

wish to support  the Crty of London corporat ton 's  proposals f o r  the dams on Hampstead Heath and t o  register my dismay 

at the manner  in which a very vocal and wel l - funded lobby group has d is tor ted the arguments surrounding the case. Not 

everyone w h o  loves and uses the Heath is opposed t o  the projected scheme, but  the vo[ces o f  those in favour  have been 
d rowned o u t  by the 03111 Nonsense band. Over the past months  I have discussed the issue w i th  supporters o f  the Dant 
Nonsense campaign. They agree w i th  m e  that  the City o f  London Corporat ion have proved excel lent custodians of the 
Heath in the past; and they  also acknowledge tha t  it is impossible t o  preserve the Heath f r o m  all change. Yet their 

response to the Corporat ion's cu r ren t  proposals is one o f  knee-jerk hyster[a, combined w i th  an at- t imes offensive 
dismissal o f  the safety concerns raised by people living downs t ream of the Heath ponds. 



YOU., SInCereIy, 

Jason Nest 
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ven inured. lownwong health and safety risks. 
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In the light o f  the UR 1 Ike( hood o f  a major flooding ever happening, I d o w o e t t e r  for 
what the massive and detrimental scale o f  these works is proposed. 

For all the reasons above, I object to the proposal in the strongest possible temp. 

I ask you not to destroy this wonderful  natural  space, and to reconsider the proposal 011 all 
levels. 

Yours sincerely 

Clam Allen 

Clare Allen 
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Dior Camden Plannins 
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For all the r proposal in tin 

t a s k  you not to destroy this wonderful  natural space. and to reconsider the proposal Olt all 
levels. 

Yours sincerely 

Jon Allen 

Jon Allen 



From: m ime.  saludant 
Sent: 04 August 2014 09:32 
To: Planning 
Subject: Save the Ponds 

I object to the building of the dams on Hampstead Heath. 
I swim in the ponds often - this is a valuable and wonderful part of  moment community in London. 
please don't take it away from an. 
rehecca salvidant 



Front: Sally George 
Sent: 04 August 2014 10:17 
To: Planning 
Subject: Save The Ponds Sally George 

To Whom It May Concern 

Please can I lodge an objection to any plans to destroy this beautiful an 
history. 

SAVE THE PONDS PLEASE-yours 

faithfully -Sally George 

Pus piece of  land and its 



From: James ..dwell 
Sent: 04 August 2014 10:23 
To: Planning 
Subject: Objection to pond works Ref 2014/4332/P 

I'd like to register toy objection to the planned Ponds W o k s  on Hampstead Heath rek Hampstead Heath 
Dams and Ponds Project  Ref 2014/4332/P 

The ponds have drawn me and the •family to the heath for many yeah. We moved away from London a few 
years ago yet continue laconic hack, in large part to swim and enjoy the area around the ponds. 

The ponds arc an incredibly important part o f  both the community in the arcs as well as the environmem of 
the heath and I'd urge you to re-consider the planned work and protect d o  ponds as a ranted stic and unique 
leisure and environmental spree - there's nowhere dire in London (or the UK) like it, 

M y  grounds for objection also include: 
I. Unrealistic modelling that assumed the collapse o f  all dance, nt) warning and no emergency services 
Ike worst storm possible predicted every 4002)00 years! - a scenario that is entirely unrealistic (the Linnde 
Barrier is only predicted to manage a flood that would occur every I 000 yrs) 
2. The closure o f  the ponds-over 2 years 
3. The environmental damage caused by trucks and tankers 

Thank you, 

lames Boarclwell 
43 Westbourne Road 
Sheffield 
SIO 2QT 



Camden Pluming Dept 
IOC 

A l l &  Sue. 
London WC Ito PC 

a August 2014 

Deaf  Sirs 

Objecuon to  Application N u m b * ,  201e/4332/F 

The proposed vrocks on the heath  win t w  Oevastanins to  se w h o  i n *  and t o m  O w  h e a d . -  Le. 
h u n a n t  and creak:rot  and plants ol  W u . *  slow. It would cause vodeswead upheaval and dump 

to  I i i .  e w s o n m e r e  w i tch .  I a m  01 the o p n i o n .  r e c u t  Of proporl ion l o  mirtheule 'Scot 
Rooming t i n t  t h e w  pleas w e  d e s i r e d  to  prevent. 

The ' S c  d o  901 n r . 9 9 1  hal l .  a n  c i p i a t h e  and dismay 

l b e  heath  b • c o m e n e p o n  n o  bequeathed l o l l y  n a m e  In p r m e i w i y .  I I I  oosuble Thinnest 

preciews f e w  e m s  in the whole  ol  London. InchInac len  and beauty m.41 De D r o w n . ,  a t  they wt. 

T h e  none  and disrophon M a  repolt o i l i e s t  w o r t s  [ e n s  v 9 6 1 , 1 9 9 . 1 9 n  ap iece  whene w e a i t  knave 
h a n k  and access s i t  s e v e n t y  k n e e d  roe  h u e s  huge m p s o  on a n  whole  ases o l  l earnostod  and 
Hoyle 

M e o w  <Sono allow O m  a p p k a b o n  to  Walled. 

FaRelully 

Michael  ROIMI•in 

ocaasdtnStuant 
N w l  91.19 


