
G e n t e t ,  Matthias 

F rom:  L I P P I s  111 

Sent: 

To: Planning 
Cc: Revah, Lorraine (Councillor), McCormack,  M a e , .  (Council lor), Blackwell, Theo 

(Council lor), Phil Jones, Gimson, Sally (Councillor) 
Subject :  For the a t ten t ion  of Jonathan Markwell 

As a resident of Oak v i l l age iE la ine  Grokealu l ia  Street I f irmly support the City of London's P lanning Appl icat ion No 
2014(4332jP (and the Assoc ia ted Appl icat ions,  Ref s - 201412149iPRE, 2013:723 l i P ,  2014(032OP) 

I b e l l o w  it compl ies with Camden 's  Core  Strategy, Deke lopment  Pol icy 23 and will prokide increased protection 
against f looding f or much of our communi ty  and other downst ream communi t ies  in certain circumstances 

Gill ian Edwards 

44 Oak village 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 01 August 2014 09:29 
To: Planning, campaignsbyyou@Salegrees org uk, elizabeth meakins@gmail com 
Subject: heathdams 

Planing ref 2014/4332/P 

Dear Camden Planning 
I am astonished that a proposal to grossly disfigure our wonderful Heath, which I have enjoyed for 
most of my 85 years, has got an far. 
All this to avert the consequences of a flood on which the odds are very  very remote 
The scheme seems to rest on the idea that excess water should be kept on the heath Hence the 
dams 
It would be far less destructive, to improve the drainage from pond to pond and to make sure that 
London main drainage down to the Thames can cope If there is to be an oral hearing I would very 
much like to attend Bruce Kent Once Hampstead Garden Suburb now 
11 Vene ta  Road 
London N4 1EJ 



G e n t e t ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 01 August 2014 07:08 
To: Planning 
Subject OBJECTION Proposed works on Hampstead ponds 

To w h o m  it may concern at Camden 

I strongly object to the major works planned by Camden to the Hampstead ponds re your pl maing 
application dated July 2014 

My  objection is on the basis that the works you  are planning are 

I. Not  necessary - if it ain't broke for hundreds of years dont  touch it now. 

2 Wha t  you propose is damaging to the environment as it will involve the cutting down of trees, bringing in 
of heavy machinery that will disrupt w i l d l i f e ,  b e  an eye sore at the end and all for no good reason 

3 Unrealistic and prohibitively expensive based on advice from the appropriately named 'dam engineers' 
consulted by Camden 

M a  regular user of  the ponds to swim in and a daily walker on the Heath, I find your proposal preposterous 
and immoral when  you could spend your money  on hospitals or schools or old people or children I 
suggest you  put this project on hold immediately and consult the Save the Ponds  Association that has 
realistic, cheaper and environmentally more friendly suggestions based on consultations with a number of 
independent experts 

Please listen to usil 

Yours sincerely, 

111Funnanovsky and family 

108 Croftdovm Road 

London NW5 1HA 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 01 August 2014 10:19 
To: Nanning 
Subject: Hampstead Ponds - 2014/4332/P 

To Whom It May Concern, 

I wish to object to the proposed works to be carried out on the ponds on Hampstead Heath. 

Yours faithfully, 
Barbara Galloway 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 01 August 2014 10:17 
To: Planning 
Cc: Revah, Lorraine (Councillor), McCormack, Mae,. (Councillor), Blackwell, Theo 

(Councillor), Phil Jones, Gimson, Sally (Councillor) 
Su bject: Application Ref 2014/4332/P Hampstead Heath dams on the Heath 

For the attention of Jonathan Markwell 

As  a resident of Oak Village I firmly support the City of  London's Planning Application N o  2014/4332/P 
(and the Associated Applications, Ref: :-  2014/2149/PRE, 2013/7231/P, 2014/032OP) 

I believe it complies with Camden's Core Strategy, Development Policy 23 and will provide increased 
protection against flooding for much  of  our community and other downstream communities in certain 
circumstances 

N a p a  Neicho 
40 Oak Village 
LONDON 
N33/5 4QL 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 01 August 2014 09:33 
To: Nanning 
Subject: Planning ApOcat,on 2014/4332/P - Hampstead Heath Ponds Flood Scheme 

Dear Su 

I am very concerned about the plans to develop the ponds to reduce potential flood rmpacts I use the Heath on a 
regular bas,s and feel that the scheme Hrevacably alter Heath ta the detriment of the users of the park and Hs 
wrldhie 

The reasons tor my obect,ons are 
• The proposed works a,e massively obtrusive and completely out of character far the area 
• The need far the proposed works has not been sensibly assessed In particular the assumptions on which it 

is based are wholly unrealistic feg no wdrnmp,s would be given) 
• The threshold for risk mitigation has been set absurdly low — a 1 in 400,000 year event Is not a crethble 

bpsis tor action 
• WM-, some measures agamst floods may be necessary, there are alternatives to large scale darns, 

particularly increas,ng the Heath's naturai capacity to aosorb water da not believe these have been 
adequately con.dered 

Adrian 



G e n t e t ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 01 August 2014 09:36 
To: Planning 
Subject: THE LADIES POND 

Like on many  others ' h a v e  been bathing in the most  beautiful ladies pond Co Hampstead Heath for decades 
My  mental and physical health has been no improved b y  the calming effect of the still water and the gentle 
sounds and sights of  the wild life around m e  while swimming and Just standing on the platform with the 
wonderful lifeguards 
Please do not embark on unneccessary work  and spoil forever this haven 

Sincerely, 

Catherine Shakespeare Lane 



Genial. Matthias 

iamb Damn iciacoladdihnotetans 
M e o w !  20I1 11:32 
Punning 
elindvin MainSt darn emarmon 2014/4332/P 

Dear Camden Plsania. 

I am writing to rain an *tenon to the planning °rimier a m  emantredrin on Hampstead Heath. I have 
Sena maiden close to the heath f e r n  live years and I ieguthrly i S k  there and swim in flue ponds and I 
comity ii lobe one of the num beautiful nem& areas within Leaden. 

The proposed plea n mild hme ii inisakt impai 'o . k  area, 160 Irma would bean down. it would 
dynamo die natural ens ' tonna %hob is a borne to many spiels Smith/ding lads and local wiIdli Ii 
would also detiaroy the aesthetic %may of the area with m u . "  emoreteconsuvedons which would 
induce Melon and local revenues. 

The plans see based on eompuies models visit ornmeous assnmplions Mond on highly inipmbabk sornanin. 
shwa cenainly miaowed to procure work fur the dam engineers S u r  tan to eyehole the option withthc 
Item Ca. ironmailahniptict Independent c‘pcns have reeammendtd i t  lam drastic improvements in Ow 
dams. erthancmg Inc heaths minal water absorbing capacity and improving wanting wynentS. 

I tent,thiamethin front Kings College in env enamelled modelling and whibt I Iwo: not [oohed m the 
setaxiin in &sail I can tell you that environmental modelling I s . .  imprecise trelenCC. OOICOMOS Olt based 
on huge simplifying 4o:summons and the MOB% al wni of the modellers combined wilt conflicts of thirteen 
a n  drastically influence the sunclusions. 

I Loge Camden Council in s eiii these destructive plain or at lean it. thoroughly <meatier all possibk 
alarnadves hunt inikvcrkleni expoth. 

If you wig lo &Ems this flusher phase do not twelve le swami nut. 

Besi Reseals. 

Jamb Doran 

Sad 

Yawn • boom H a  2 Teo C's.. N i s  i n s  is. 1,4n 
10 Et0 am • n iaispi 20 MN LOC 

Wismar mon...losiefte w e *  oak purple Mash 

AO Os who. sr. a as WPM/. POL.( Cr011 Men Ina PSe 



Geist 

01 Augon 2014 1108 
Nanning 
Optcnon 10 lismomod Hoorn Dams and Paws hoeci Rol 2014/4332P 

Dear Sr/Madame 

Fm writing to strongly object to the Applicabon Wri ter  2014I4332/P that has been put toward by 
the City ol London Corporabon on July 9th 2014 and that, torn mY Pant 01 view vall lead to the 
destruction 01 one 01 the most loved and used natural reservoirs n London the Hampstead 
Bathing Ponds M a  daly user ol the Men's Bathing Pond and Hampstead Heath in general I 
thrk that this proposal will run or ever not only a beauldul and peacelul pal ol North London bit 
the Me ol thousands and thousands ol people using these bathes The City ol London have the 
obligation. under the Hampstead Heath Act ol 1871 to preserve it in Is natural state and aspect 
and by Putbng this proposal !award, they are doing exactly the Contrary, putting el risk a place 
that is been used daly by thousands ol abzens that enjoy Hampstead Heath as it equals/ is. as I 
has been sad very clearly in the exlremely limited and obscure consultation exercise ol 
2013-2014 where more than 66 per cent ol participants strongly objected and Opposed theSe 

plans I a n  not prepared al all. by accepting the happenng, to lose the mortal and Physical 
benees that the dady wets to Hampstead Heath gves to my body and mind. thereixe Ian 
espreSSing my IOWl and complete opposition tome plans There has been no collapse ol any ol 
the dams. no escape 01 water and no deaths in any storm n the Pones 300 yea history and as 
the sane City ol London admits, the proposed dams will NOT stop lutue locoing torn storms, so 
why all this nonsense, in the name ol whom or what 'or? 

The proposal is based on a risk model ol 1 n 400.000 chances ol senous lloodrig happening 
slider arcumstances, a prospect that is not only not serious bit is also not realistic at all. 
because, in tetrnien so many other things, will assume that people who poterhally may be 
a l l i e d  wit remain locked in the' houses without attemptrig to do amrhing to save the' Ives. il 
S risk Do you really believe the scenario possible n the age ol instant communications? 
The approach is completely 'logical and the works proposed are not a requirement under the 
1975 Reservoir Act Does the City ol London Corporation really Virile that the Probable 
Meantrn Flood we happen or is the just another good chance for some companies opembng 
within the Fear Industry to make good probe at the immense ol the well being and the Merest ol 
the citizens ol London in general and Camden in particular? 

Camden Cana l  and Thames Water have responsibilibes to minimize the m e a t  ol this potential 
nsks, so why are they not being taken into the equabon ol potential things to be done to avoid 
such circumstances? Why awl emergencies maestros are not being takng nlo account, 
measures that we mnrnize completely any sort of risk tome Ile ol people who theoretically could 
be alleged by a *biblical' ran, a ran or land o f t =  that did not happen in the Pores 300 yeas 
enstence and have only one chance in 400.000 to happen in the next 10 cerkwes? We just had 
the wettest winter on records and nothing. nothing whatsoever. nothing S a l  happened to the 
Ponds. so what makes the City ol London believe that something can happen? What about other 
ntagruCtile that we IS  earlier then the proposed dams. that. ol course. in case ol 
ProPrtrOn disasters happening in LOndon, why nothing is being said & a t  these other 
ritrastructries? And above all. why the City ol London. in those laved and biased loans w e n  ri 
that so called consultabon, did not give space to people to express the' views On theSe proposals. 
that minor sure lead to a natural and ecological disaster if = f l e d  toward 



More then 160 mane  trees y d  be destroyed. how one can accept that happening Inos beloved 
Heath? How can one be silent and quiet when lacmg such ecological catastrophe? These plans. 
apart Irom interrupting the deny life of the Ponds for at least 1 years. will also bed toe permanent 
denouement ol the aree es we S e e l y  Mow. and enjoy. Our beloved w a d e  will be disrupted 
aid probably enacted well tempi  r e x *  by the constant presence ol heavy machnery. trucks 
and all soil ol widusted cculpment whle the destruction ol the landscape is being canoed at 
Why will Camden Council let it happens? The soil compaction y d  be worsened and that will 
maease the risks ol normal Hoods The dams proposed will run or ever the idyllic landscape so 
much loved by users. aid the actual views will be replaced by something equivalent to the Bean 
Wal or the shameld Well butt by Israel to *summate against the Palestmens The whole 
Verona loos like a real shame to me 

And why the City ol London Corporation is not taken into accent the opnon ol PIDEPENDENT 
everts that recommended that homes and byes could be better protected by improving the 
H a i e n  newel capacity to absorb water or makno minor improvement to easing dams or 
'westing in early women systems lor residents. goes beyond my comprehension? L e n i n  said 
that these softer measures would tulle completely the City ol London legal obligations to protect 
households and preserve the ponds, but are also being ignored Why? Why these sudden aid 
dramabc changes to a place that does not need them at all? Why these proposed pa i l  splays 
that will have such a bad impact on the place? Why those dams obsaring the view of the naked 
Ponds? Why the arblicial walls? Why the neecless embankments? Why the reconstruction ol the 
Model Boating Pond. a !mete place lor meetings and relaxmg? Why the relusel to Stephen 
Myers proposals? Why all this nonsense cosbng well over 17 millions pounds? I reely hope that 
Camden Council roll see ell these points as common sense aid yne act to stop tles project that 
ems to destroy e s  ponds lorever 

Vous sincerely 

Pablo Robledo 
123 Lunvorth 
Wrothem Road 
London NW1 95U 


