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' M i c h a e l  
Rose 

From: 

S e n t  July23 

III 

To :  •p lann ing@camden gov  uk' 

Cc: 'Susan Rose 

Subject :  Heath Darns- p lann ing object ions 5,1 & OP Rose 

To: Jonathan Markwell 
Development Control Team 
London Borough of Camden 
Judd Street, London WC1H 8ND 

Dear Mr Markwell 
Heath Dams project: planning reference 2014/4332/P 

We wish to object to the above planning application, which 
affects us personally as we live in Merton Lane, N6. 

• The first reason for objection is that the application is 
premature until the challenge to the legal basis of the 
scheme which has been presented by the Heath and 
Hampstead Society, has been resolved. We understand 
that Camden Council is seeking its own legal advice and 

urge the Council to join with the Society in opposing the 
scheme in the High Court, 

• Subject to the above, we oppose the scheme on the 
environmental and other grounds set out in the Judicial 
Review pre-action protocol letter served on the City of 
London by the Society's solicitors dated 30 June 2014. In 
brief, we object to the unrealistic modelling on which the 
scheme is oredicated (assuming a giant storm with a 1in 



400000 year probability and the assumption of no warning 
or emergency services; the disfigurement of the Heath 
landscape by huge earthworks and excavations at Catchpit 
and Model Boating Pond, and concrete walls at the Men's 
bathing pond and Highgate No. 1 Pond; giant spillways and 
destructive excavation of the rising ground adjoining the 
model boating pond; tree loss, with over 160 trees to be 
felled; and at least 2 years of closure and disruption of 
popular parts of the Heath, closure of bathing ponds, heavy 
engineering plant and thousands of HGV movements, and 
devastating damage to wildlife. 

Please confirm that our objection has been registered. We are 
writing to you with a signed hard copy of this email. 

Yours fatthfull 

Michael Rose and Dr Susan Rose 
Heath Winds 
Merton Lane 
London N6 6NA 
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Development Management 
Camden Camp! 
r flocs 
Camden town Hall Extension 
Argyle Street 
London WC IV 8E0 

Dear Sir 

Homptaad Heath Ponds 

I am wribng in connection well the planning applications by City of London Corporation for works to dam the ponds on Hampstead Headt under weal I tinder/tend we applications 2014/4332. P. 2104/2149 PRE. 2014/7231/P and 2011/0320/P Others nave lodged oath:lions and/or will be doing so lo prows' abom ma w a g s  and fully support them I wish to commeml on two specific 

First I s  a basic requirement of any decision by a pubk  body that in accordance l a b  the Wednesbury principle. it is reasonable 

Secondly, the S P  by the Captinallon of London that safety comes fret and that therefore any wal ls  neat be undertaken to reduce the disk lo safely. no Mager how rends  the risk_ no matter the environmental damage or the Coal 
is p e t t y  Univelalable ann wrong Ad decisions about safety are relative For Swomple any Ininsparl decision about safely measures necesaanly involves a balance between cost and Inconvenience on the One hand and the reduction in Tisk on the other hand Similarly the queshOn whether worths ought lo be ainsttuaed to the ponds involves a similar balancing ac. and there is no question of the felonious legislation imposing an unqualified dun/ 10 do ovenith rig Potable 10 reduce flak The fact Vial the pOndS have never *sectioned f o r  centunes, including the wettest January this year since records begin and that the risk of hooding is put at once in every 400.000 
years makes it O u r  that the decision by Me Corporation to go ahead is unreasonable and suthect to judicial review prot as a decision by your Council to grant planrmg permission would be 



A useful question to consider is what would the position be if a reasonable landowner who owned both the ponds and the land to the south and was warned that if he did notteng, there was a risk his property would be flooded every 400,000 years 

Yours faithfully 

David Iwi 



20 New End Square, London NW3 1LN 

London Borough o f  Camden 

Planning Department 

Camden Town Hall extension 

Argyle Street 

London WCIHOIND 

At tn .  * n a i l s *  Markwell 

Dear  Sir 

23 .luIy 2010 

Proposed eng inee r i ng  w o r k s  t o  t h e  H a m p s t e a d  a n d  H ighga te  cha ins  o f  p o n d s  comprising 
darn ra is ing  at M o d e l  B o a t i n g  Pond (2 .5m)  a n d  M i x e d  B a t h i n g  P o n d  (1m),  n e w  wa l ls  along 
darn crest  t o  i nc rease  t h e  he i gh t  o f  t h e  d a m s  a t  M e n ' s  B a t h i n g  P o n d  U r n )  a n d  Highgate 
No .1  Pond (1.25m),  a 0 . 1 9 m  ke rb  a long  p a r t  o f  t h e  crest  a t  H a m p s t e a d  No .2  Pond,  a new 
f l o o d  s to rage d a m  ( 5 . 6 m )  in  t h e  ca t chp i t  area,  grass- l ined s p i l l w a y s  a t  m o s t  ponds,  dam 
c res t  r es to ra t i on ,  p o n d  e n l a r g e m e n t  a t  M o d e l  Boa t ing  Pond,  a r e p l a c e m e n t  changing 

r o o m  b o n d i n g  a t  Ladies B a t h i n g  Pond a n d  assoc ia ted  landscaping,  h a b i t a t  c rea t i on  a n d  de-silting. 
I V O *  re f  7.014/.4332/P) 

W e  Snug hsfsd in Hampstead  f o r  & m o s t  all o f  cm* adul t  fives esnso M a r c h  1973, sod  have 
k n o w n  f iampssead Hisoth tor sw,nri * s u l l y  l a n g *  per iod bus ing than f i fnu A was under  the 
r tnsnnlee lnent in i l io i lgsn the e r e * *  London  C o s * . I  sod  r s c r e  s e c s *  fy Suns, 
f n a s i f f e d  S r  Hs, City Si  **Ion 
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g o o d  We * * H s * * .  ns, 3 s d * r g s s  rhe C i s y S * * * * . r d s h i p  has i ndesd  nses  wiss s*ci  nr***si 
swf.* the * s t  2S years 
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• over 160 trees will be lost, 

• permanent and unnatural changes to the landscape will result with new concrete 
wa Is and high mounds, steep slopes and excavations, and the formation of deep 
spillways, 

• ecclogy and wildlife habitat will be damaged 

the justification for this appears to be the recommendation of the Cent Engineers' Panel set 
up under the ReSONOIT5 Act 1975 seeking virtual elimination of flood risk in the basis of an 
engineered flood probability of 1:400,000. 

However the Reservoirs Act does not require any work to be done or changes to be made, 
and the just heaven in the planning application is to say the least thin, opaque and slightly 
threatening There has been no assessment of the intrusive effects and cost of a range of 
works against the level pt.security created, and it is very difficult to imagine that to 
satisfactory evel of security could not be achieved by far less engineering 

Camden should not, at planning authority, allow this development to proceed, waits effects 
seem to be overwhelmingly negative NM W011[d use that permission be refused 

Yours faithfully 

Ian and Madeleine Trehearne 

Cc Marc Hutchinson Heath and Hampsread Society 
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22 Dolly Hill 
Tendon NW/ 633 

Jonathan madmen 
Regeneratied and PlennIng 
London Borough of Camden 
Town Hall 
Judd Street 
London INCH. IND 

Application Ref: 2014/4332/P 
Associated Ref: 2014/2149/PRE. 2013/7231/P.  2014/0320/P 

OM Forum Attendee 05.06.14 

IS M y  2014 

D e w  Mr Mahn. 

TION CONSULTATION Hampstead and Helhdale chains 01 Pena. 
.onclon 

essmentryt w e d s  to Me Hampaead and M a g e e  Chant cd ponds tomproang dam name 
at Medal & n i d e  Pond 0 Sml sod MOM Bathing Pend (IM). new walk along dam crest to increase 
the 1.1.4111 01 the dams at m e w .  Paden/ Pend p m )  and theligatates.1 Pond (1.25m). a 0.19m kerb 
along pat io '  ins tom, di Hampstead No.2 Pond. • new 11000 s t e w s  dam 5 4m) l i m e  cached 
area. grossdned W e a n  at most ponds. dam crest reawaken, pond rentargentem A Model 
s e a m s  Pond. a reptacensent dkanguyg room huaent  at Ladies W h e l p  Pond and 4.1.14101144 
tanclsciond. MOAN creatton and dpaanng 

Thank you for the e n d e m i c i t y  to  cormnent on this proposal. I attended the meeting at 
Parliament tell School on S e  June 2014 with an open mind to  learn more about the 
propoSal I Came m a y  Item it not  only unconvwded about the risli.benelh arguments 
l e m m a  t o  the proposed protect  but clear In my own mind that this was  • w a g e  o l  InOnev 
and of  W i d t h  detriment 10 the environment. Please recon1 my strongest o b l a t i o n  to  the 

My objections are as follows 

i The es& of Hoodina. described as  the principal reason for these  proposed works. seems 
to be e n t r e a t *  low and f l a t l y  exaggerated. Although the d ig  was described as being 
e l  high t i n n e d . 4  Secant most unlikely that catastrophic nodding would Occui without 
warning Arclurnably ii Camden Council thought there was a significant rid/ n e w  there 
would be aPIthaPride untruChOns to  the potentially affected householders teeth serape 



There are none. The arguments relating to risk seem to me to be entirely unconvincing, 
It appears to me that the probability of  flooding because of  a hypothetical failure of  the 
Hampstead Heath systemic so extremely unlikely is in 400,000 years was suggested) 
that taking no action is justifiable. As a Hampstead resident it is an a risk that I 
would be prepared to take. 

2. The effect on the environment would be considerable, In spite of the description of 
mitigating features, the final proposal would rezult in the removal of trees and the 
creation of high walled dams, entirely out of keeping with the general look and feel of 
Hampstead Heath and Kenwood. I think this is deplorable and unacceptable. 

3. The proposed works would also result in the loss of use of the swimming ponds for a 
significant period, and this too is unacceptable, 

4. The cost is considerable. As a rate and tax payer, I find such expenditure to be 
Unwarranted, unjustifiable and unacceptable, It suggests maladministration, 

S. The fact that the report was from an engineering firm that specialises in the building of 
dams suggests that it may not have been entirely objective. In my own profession, 
medicine, if yoz ask surgeons for a solution to a problem, they advise surgery. I urge the 
Corporation of  London and Camden Council to seek a separate and objective opinion, or 
alternatively fend more cheaply) to have the courage to ignore this report and to ditch 
this proposal, 

6 I understand that the proposed work contravenes the 1871 Act that established the 
Heath as a eats'- at space and that the 1975 Reservoirs Act does not requite work on such 
at  scale 

In summary, F object strongly to this proposal and urge the Corporation and Council not to 
proceed and to abandon this pointless and damaging scheme 

Cour, sincere'V, 

A M  Weindhng 



I A  S h e l d o n  A v e n u e  l o n d o n  N 6  AJS 

M r  Jonathan Marksell 
Case Officer 
Camden 'Own Hall 
Judd St 
London WCIII 

Dear M r  Markstell, 

Ref Application 2014/4332/P 

I visited the prel iminary demonstration on the and joined the many who are horri f ied by the planned destruction and disrupt ion Is k i t h  soot Id he caused. 

I jo in C IS  Simon M a n u s  in his opposition, and compl iment M r  Keith King for his eXedlient article in the l imn  & High. 

I wish to complain again about the plans, which would change the Heath we all have Hived since Kar l  M a n  used to travel up on a Sunday to admire the peace and beauty o f  this natural  (11Virel11110111 SO Close to London. 

t h e  months o f  work wi l l  take in fact several years, and as Hill Liddy has said, the wild life wil l  never be the same. 

P lena advise use a-boos to coo taco to take my apposition farther, 

kaars  sincerely 

dIr Ntkrh.M Kean 
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