
From: Jeanette foley 
Sent: 02 August 2014 10:02 
To: Planning 
Subject: Objections to construction works and dams on Hampstead Heath - Application 

Number 2014/4132/P 

To whom it may concern 

I am emailing my objections to the proposed construction works and dams on Hampstead Heath (application number 
2014/4332/P) 

Grounds for objection 

• Closed ponds for over 2 years which is unnecessary 
• Dumper trucks and tankers on the heath spoiRng a beautifui safe, peaceful environment 
• Major impact of wildlife and insects - in a time where the impact of wildflowers and bees etc is of massive 

concern 
• Design based on something that may only occur once in every 400,000 years - unnecessary. completely 

irrational response to a minimal concern that can be prevented by utilising more natural and less dramatic 
measures such as improving existing dams and early warning signs 

I would hope the council consider these plans and reject the proposed construction and instead the views of the 
independent experts considered As a tax payer I believe that not only are the plans unnecessary, poorly thought 
through and irrational, they will be costly and the minimai proposals made by the independent experts would fulfil the 
requirements at a much more cost effective way 

Best Wishes 

Jeanette 



Reding Ms 
07 AUgUll dou 1517 
Punning 
soverstion 201V4e32/e 

Dear Sir or Madam 

Ian. a regular swimmer al both the mans and mixed bathing ponds on Hampstead Heath. I able" 
to the proposed construction or dams and e n e * e y .  due to the loss of *manly both diming and 
alter construcibn. Specifically: 
1. CcestruCtlon of a 5.6in dam across Caldeit Widely would spoil the environs of the netted pond 
In a very Iliely to compromise its value a s  a place of recreadon 2. The proposed dam above fl 
wet below the men's pond would likewise impact an Wean Info and from the pond. *ISM are both 
historic and k e n  a vital aspect ol what makes swimming in this pond unique. 
3. Proposed faiths ol more than 160 trees would likewise alter Irrevocably the unique managed 
natural enWcarneni on this pan cA the Heath. which 1501 International importance 4. Presence of 
heavy n i d e  InakidIng tankers and dumper trucks on the Heath during construction MP essantlally 
render the arse without amenity tor that time 5.1.11teroSe. Closure 01 the ponds during constructMn 
n i l  remove an Impatient public amenity 

I a n  also cancemad that the flawed lessoning Dead lo h a y  this large scale proposal should not 
g o  unchallenged. Bpecilloolly: 
6. C a n v a s ,  modelling used 10 p l e a d  the outcome of floodIng assumed the collapSe 01 all 
adding darns with no warning and no emergency tlentme response?. The scale of floods used to 
justify the extent or the proposed work Is a very rate (aPPrOx. One m 400.000 year) event 
8. The risk threshold used in the model Is too extreme. Ice s a m p l e  il assumes Mal M the event of 
this very rare flood. Pie London sewer t o t e m  would t a t  which is independently predicted to occur 
only once In 70 years. 
9. Application of sanest models and risk IhreehOldS to Other areal naiad bee plane advanCed 10 
ruin many of the mote beautiful areas ol the country. includ.ng - presumably • much of Late 
District. Peek Dletrid and Sconsh Highlands. This Is SInrok, not a rea l i s t  way to 

Doubtless the appicani wit argue that these Walks a s  needed to discharge the O h  of LandOres 
legal reapOrtilaglai to prated local commurollee from 1100dIng. twaveker, In cornett:left this. you 
must Mao aPOreciale that 
10. The modeling used Is disputed (me  above) 11. Other opting i x  enproving flood resilience am 
evadable but have been Ignored by the vacant 

I hope that you mil see  this scheme for what it ts: highly over-the-top and massively clostructom. 
both in the short term ol Its construction. and for the longer teen amenity of the area 

Yours Sincerely 

Dr ldrs Harding BSc MRCP 
Cartlicilogy Registrar 
- - - - - - - - - - . - - - - H a l t e r  

Cardiovascular Institute 
University College London 
67 G e n i e s  Mews 
London W10E 6H% 



Dear lonathan Markwell. 

As the Chair of the Kenwood Ladies Pond Association. I wish to object to the 
planning application 2014/4332/P in the name of the City of London 

Given thaw we have over lime enjoyed the Heath whIdk under the provisions oil 
the 1871 Hampstead Heath M t  have ensured It wotdd remain in its natural Vale 
and aspect we now realise that with the works that the City wish to undertakt 
the nature and aspect olcenain pans d u l y  Heath. In pardarlar the Sowing 
Pond and the work on theCatchpii dam, will be altered irrevocably. 

The City intends to build new dams and raise the height of old ones. This will 
ASO involve the removal °Isom, line t e n t s  almost all the ponds will be 
subjected to the c o w  ontion of new spillways which will instantly cream a 
marker thaw each of these ponds are deemed reservoirs. Any sofiening of the 
earth dans. which have held the ponds over the List ZOO yeart will be dtsrroyed. 
Wiwi !Way appears to be pan of a Almrally evolving landscape will now stand 
as corkstructed dams. 

I l ls obvious that the scale of the works involved. taking over two years. will 
involve heavy consinntion traffic and will dose great d ism piton to areas 
around both chain ol ponds. as well as ItSITICling access tothose areas In 
particular we as swimmers are concerned that the Kenwood Ladies Pond will be 
closed (oral least seven months and it appears tho despite the information In 
the documents you have received therewill be some attempt to ensure there will 
be women only swimming throughout the closure. You will understand thaw any 
closure is olgmai concern to women who swim in the Ladies Pond and IlnitSs 
there are ailtrnaliVt ponds to swim in such a restriction will have a mathr 
impact on the t h e .  o f  many who swim throughout the year. 

Our major objection lo the  whole project however. is that there is nothing Mat 
has been stated or written which convinces those d m  who have been party to 
the *VS1111311011* and discussions with the City. thn the works will in fact do 
what the City is claiming. There is still lit de conviction that t in guarantee for the 
salew ofthose Irving below the Heath. the argument for the W e l t .  IS m y t h  the 
patter ii is w h a m  o n  Whilst accepting. given global warming, that there M E  be 
an increasing tendency for heavier and more intense rainstormt k i t  unclear 
that the plans to build the dams will ensure the s a c k  of arose who live at the 
end ° M e  drainage thinners. We know M u  water draining off the Heath Isnot 
only channeled Imo he two chains. There will also be m o i l  intoland drains and 
onto the roads at the base o l d .  l i c a t  itself. There appears to be no loins 
proposals wr i t  either Camden or t h e M i m e s  Water who would have equal 
responsibilities to ensure Mat water. which is coming oft the Death. would be 
safely drained away. 

W e  know 11131 the City has ignored the results of its own consultation procedure. 
of which many o i l s  were crincal st the time. However even with die limited 
m i m e o (  the consultation the majority °ribose who responded were opposed to 
he pmthasaLs on offer. lane Shallice 



From: 
Sent: 02 August 2014 17:00 
To: Planning 
Subject: Hampstead Heath AppIrcaton 2014/4332/P 

Dear Planning Officer 
I would like to object to the wod, proposed for the ponds on the Heath on the following grounds-- 

they are unnecessary; the risk of a wall breach is so remote 
- the corporation is the custodian of the Heath and should nothe party to an action that cause so much damage 
- the Heath is a site of natural beauty and it should be the reponsibility of the planners to preserve such a site and not 
to sanction permanent damage to it 
- the work proposed is excessive and there are various options they could utilise to reduce the damage to the Heath 
- there are other ways of protecting residents downstream and making sure that the risk to them is negligble. 
I write as somebody who uses the Heath and the ponds every day. The people behind this rarely use it 
Yours faithfully 
John Lanham 
32 Fordington Rd, N6 4TJ 



Judy Toes 
02 AUgUll 2014 1931 

! i n w a r d  l e n *  O n  and Ponds Psojact Ref 2014/4332, 

l a s  writing10 object to the p s e u d  dam wags on Hampstead Huth In the was S I N  Nouns ponds and boding 

The Chain 01 Ponds ant a o d d . ,  s t e n * /  lot London used be thousands ol Londoners and vision front abroad 
througncuo the yell. I Npe beennoting he ponds ince I lust motet, to Math london in 1972. I brought tity 
clukinn loloy them on many occasions. I uut ins W i r t '  ending pond and oink one of the 'dawns why my 
• avnicr vwuntnet is because of het lent kg he 1 s t '  pond developed nom a n n o r  e t c  The MP 
ittgrabity novels horn Bucturglundhite kg the * m u m  of uung the pond and I anon can't wad TO nood...ge 
dash. w buswagons. 
Mid I ' , toady gehrit• OV.PWIK students at Excel English 01•• W o o s  Stool I toil Is Wowed HMI to Ow the 
Ponds. use Ow baddag tools and w inpe tic almosphaea of iha Hulk 

the ponds went d e r t i s t a  bons ousting pools by fat sighted pooping** statist., tlw a n d  for poste to ant close 
to n e w t  and to nowtthe opoonunly to body lot 11tek Nairn and emcognal well bektd They also maid KM use of 
I N  tonnes *1,011 abound on the Neagh and help to regulateIN * n e t  glowing down into i t *  town atom 01 London 
in • natural tray. lot cop 300 years. the ponds h a s  rentatned &OKI and N u *  not caned floodikt r a n  chAng lIst 
Wale.  the wennu on w o w .  T N  l i n  Mound gut sods N s  evolved gsadually wito a * S h i t  Nunn. with :nature 
l i f ts  and a Inning of wildness Mal I've newt expecienced in any omit capital city. Yes. the t a s t y  Is PISA, 
manmadt but change has hammed graduals, and Inset  of gang dly. 

The tgoomed dive4opmen I NO N a d i  M O  by the Cotporation ot Ore Coy of London is. b o r e s .  both 
unnecessary and totally tnnympethelk to ink wended.. flea 

The otoposod building wOOLS ant welting to weveni a 1 n 4C0.000 rem possataloy of catastrophic flooding by 
evening t a w .  urri.ghulydann and building slipways T N  m u m  Sooting .n Ote UK was (mainly dandily 
exaotibeit0 by waist not bong able to drain away r o u x "  through absotption woo the round because of 
manmagit hard invonintoble steloart. Why d e n  thew surgeon bete on the mph, 

The wOrl“ i l l  'ma in  ( team.  Img• 1 melte dean ataund soul/cent welch, .  Of the don's bathne Pond. Ibb 
mood pond and the H i e s . *  No 1 pond and nnually *stinging d o  0 1 0 0 1  V a n  b r a  These dm", *IT 
dramatically O w n s  I N  news of the ponds and will an* destroy Men 
10004171.444. Mdseiaaogmguhe ^ I S O  bent% pond twit turn n 11504 Y i p  reppvon teener han lw anttmny lot 

runners, lunbairMil, picandluns and dog wants  thats amenity n. 

And how long would l a t e  the Math 10 tecovet lions this m a w *  intententIon? The plans ongve Mang at least 
160 mature trees. * r i n g  undo's, ornh anool course displaonovildifre. The Wit al heavy plant and machmety 
lead to the soil being compacted wligh *111 01 M t *  mean I is leis able to absogb w a i t .  nue whole puntose of Me 
0,00oset1 noose. the I C S  O C H S  will take N o y  w a n  to dunning 

If the waits go *nod. the tad•n" Pond me be doled tot wed v s  had a yew at the winte time as the mixed pond 
not available so tinge twIl be nowbent on ha 14•1111 lot women to vawn. Thrt cltspae t a d * .  aspirants P s  inn 
wouldSW.0 be a place on the laugh log women to swot I would also CturtilrOu the Cututril a s s  for the new 
Changing laoloies al the ladles' Pond. Whig bete. ' K n i t s  we definitety needed. Otis design only Mows a nanow 
mans to the d e *  n o  which swimmers s o l o  get In and out cr4 Ow pond. Tim mei is already cxowarci at busy 



Timm min o u t w i t . ,  p t  trito the v e n t .  WI reimoine the access wet o n h  snake i n n e r s  could heed to 
Mho, ! r o a m s  d w h i n e r s  e s  needed to Mawr MN area p a d a /  elf,inwrience. 

The propaseel rocks w e  dim to cost 0 7  indhco. d t i l t  Mem lawns no Clean. pcowm p e a l  for them to bearded 
out. Surely l i t m u s . ,  could be belle, mod M i n i u m  and m conjohchon web Camden Choice and Themes WM, 
who have respomMeity lb r the a t  and for m o n o  water management. sauteing above and below Me cones? 

In conclusion. l i s p s  the [ m o m  Manias  Commetee to Won  c a r e t " ,  to i l .  the arewnems cot forward aernsi INS 
m0901e4 tieveloconmi. maxi:wethose made by e v e r t s  loch as Stephen Myers. and to r e p o  the appicalion made 
by Me Coo:ram:3n &London. 

t h e *  you. 

ludy toren 
Principe' 
b e e t  English 
The H S  I M u r i e l  t i t  tendon. NIO ITO 



From: Pan, Ii akin 
Sent: 02 August 2014 19:32 
To: Planning 
Subject: Planning application 2014/4332/P 

Camden Council has the power to stop this proposal to build dams across the ponds on 
Hampstead Heath. As a regular pond user and heath walker i oppose this planning application for 
the following reasons : 
1. Alternatives have not been adequately examined. 
2. Conflict of interest needs more detailed research 3. Disruption to the users of the Ponds a d  the 
Heath , including the inconvenience caused by construction and destruction lorries had not been 
given due consideration. 
Pam Zinkin 
45 Anson Road 
London n70AR 



Front: Abigail Moms 
Sent: 02 August 2014 19'43 
To: Planning 
Subject: ponds 

Hi 
Please don't d a m  the ponds on the Heath. It's very expensive and unnecessary. It will devastate 
the natural beauty, create havoc and will really upset lots and lots of  people. Please leave alone. 
The work will be so disruptive and the plans are based on such a small probability that it's not 
worth it. The prediction is once in 4000000 years! 
Use the money for something else and preserve the best thing in London Abigail Morris 
41 Freegrove road 
n7 9rg 



From:  Ver i ty Wilkinson 

Sent :  02 August  2014 20:22 

To :  Planning 
Sub jec t :  Object ion t o  Planning App l icabon f o r  Hampstead Heath Dams and Ponds Project 

Ref 2014/4132/P 

I call on C a m d e n  G a m e d  to I-elect the planprno applreafrop f rom the Crty o f  London  w N c h  seeks permiss ion to build 

and en large d a m e s : :  Hamps tead  Heath 

T h e  City of London s proposed g a m  ',pocks on Hamps tead  Heath  will permanent ly  d isf igure the Heath, and will not 

e l iminate the risk of downs t ream f looding or loss of life which the Ci ty  of London  claims these proposals  mill 

address The  proposed wo rks  spec i fy  mass i ve  dams,  spiPmlys.  concrete wal ls and e m b a n k m e n t s  They  mould involve 

the tel l ing of at least PBC trees: Inevitable and irreversible d a m a g e  to the Heath and its wildlife: and would ruEn the 

ameni t ies avai lable tor sw imming  in the natural beauty  of the Heath's bathing ponds part icular ly the Ladies pond 

The  City -s rat ionale for these works involves a dulp,ous interpretat ion o f  the lam It refers to a compute r  model  of a 1 

in 400.000 yea r  probable  maxpnum flood and wo rks  that would 'v i r tual ly  ehrn ina ld  the tick of e a m  col lapse Pi the 

event  o f  this f lood The  works would contravene the Hamps tead  Heath Ac t  o f  1871 whelp requires that Hampstead 

Heath b e  preserved 111 ds 'natural  aspect  and state 

Yours sincerely. 

Or. Ver i ty Wilkinson 

24 Carrel C lose  N W 5  1TF 



From: Beatrice Hunter , 
Sent: 02 August 2014 

2111 

To: Planning 
Subject: Hampstead Bathing Ponds 

Dear Sir/Madam, 
I am writing to lodge my objection to the plans to create dams that would destroy parts of 
Hampstead Heath and change the bathing ponds. I beg you to consider softer measures, such as 
improving the Heath's natural capacity to absorb water, in order to preserve a beautiful, tranquil 
and much loved corner of London. A place for people to gather together and quietly enjoy being in 
a peaceful corner of the city is a vital element of a community. It matters to a lot of people. 

Please do not interrupt our community. 

Best, 
Beatrice Hunter 

Sent from my Pad 



P r a w n  engineering nom* in the 
Hampard and Highgate thains of 
goods n a m i n g  dam Mang ai Model 
Boating POW (2.5m) and Mind Bathing 
Pond i l i a  netnalls dong a m  cresi to 
I n c  the high of the dants at Men's 
Bathing Pond (Ba) rd  Highpse No.1 
Nod (1.25n 0.19m kerb along pari 
&the most at H a m a n  Nol  Pond,. 
e n  flood N a n  d m  (San) his 
cathpllarn grethind iplthas• 
road pands,then a t r a n d i n  pond 
angement sl Medd Bandy P. 
nthlacienthel e n g i n  h a s  Waned 
Ladies B a n g  Pond and ennoond 
landscaping. Isnot a w n s  e a  dm 
sada Thin ippliesan soecagead 
by Si Enchained 
(COPIES OF ThE APPLIGA 
AVAILABLE TO VIEW AT 
HIGHGATE LIBRARY AND QUEEN 
CRESCENT LIBRARY) 

Glare 

H a n s e n  Heath is a major amenity for the n e n  croon London. The mak of 
is b e  Ficaria needy 2 years io corneae addining whkh lime that 

will be 0011111141 noise and %pluck n a n n y  around the heath. 160 a n o n  io be 
r e r a n  The Ladies Bathing Pond will be out of anon lis PA months and some 
coneurtesit with the Mixed Bathing Pond. The Men's Bathing Pond is to bean of 
anion dining early summer. The WAS will p a t h w a y  slier the t h a n k  of the 
ponds wish high banks rising above the walk hi n a y  Mamma. The Heath will be 
Jidda:it by the addition of engineered landscaping. 

Thepuification put forward for this work is to m o n  cavel ike with sawn ails 
of pseliainent, however shear lob am open to indentation as is the scale el any 
antral. The Thy of Landon current advisms (Atkins) hove n e n  s the 
Probable Maximum Mood Much is lower than die Tits moray ads inv 
Illarthek). P ine Ms IsCI% M I >  go kiwer 

The Heath di Hampiend %misi> is challenging ho proposal by raking a nuncio! 
Malty/ itquirannin for the imam a s ,  no marl Mould kossinnicecod until 
the results of this rabic% we knomi 

The IILE CAAC is no miasmas' of Ow need fin the ono ami objects in the 



From: Mary Br'''' 
Sent: 02 August 2014 21:47 
To: Planning 
Subject: Objection to planning application Number 2014/4332/P 

300 Croftdown Road 
London 
BAHR lEN 

re, Objection to planning application Number 2014/4332/P 

Dear Sir or Madam 

We are writing to lodge our objection to the above planning application. We both live and work locally 
and walk almost every day across the Heath and swim regularly in the Ladies' and Men's Ponds. We are 
horrified at the possibility that the beautiful ponds and their surroundings could be irreparably spoilt by 
expensive dams which are extremely unlikely to be needed. We understand there am alternative, far less 
drastic measures which would protect homes and lives just as well, if not better in the unlikely event of 
extreme flooding. 

We believe the ponds are an extraordinarily special amenity to have in the centre of a great city such as 
London. Please do not allow them to be spoilt. Please do not allow this application to go ahead. 

Yours faithfully, 

Maly  Brown and Eduardo Flores 
300 Croftdown Road 
London 
NW5 lEN 


