
From: [aol 
Sent  23 July 2014 10:56 
To: Planning 
Subject: Planning application Hampstead Heat breeds to be REJECTED 

Hi, please find below the reasons why I am, as 
a londoner, against the heavy construction on 
the Heath. 

1. Legality 
Reservoirs Act 1975 does legally not require works to be carded out on this huge scale. 

2. Unrealistic modelling: 
> models fore giant storm wEtli a I in 400.000 year probability, 

> assumes no wamEng and no emergency services 

3. Disfigurement of Heath 
landscape: 
> new and Unnatural huge earthworks and e) cave( ons at Catchp t and Modal Boat ng Pond 

> concrete walls at Men's Bathing Pond and Highgate No .1 Pond 

4. Tree loss: 
> over 160 trees to be felled, 

> Iarge tree loss at Stock Pond to create giant splIway. 

5. Closure and disruption: 
> 2 years of works requiring closure of popular parts of the Heath; 

> closure of bathing ponds, 

> heavy engineering plant and thousands of HGV movements; 

> damage to wildlife. 



From: Ken Pyne 
Sent  23 July 2014 11,00 
To: Planning 
Subject Hampstead Heath Dams 

Reference 2014/4332/P 
I wish to protest against the threat to Hampstead Heath by the heavy construction work 
that would result of  the Corporation of London's proposal to dam the Heath Ponds. 
It would disfigure the Heath for future generations who have a right to enjoy this unique 
beautiful environment that would be taken away from by businessmen in the City who have 
no understanding of the history ornery nature of the Heath. 
Their proposals to dam the ponds must be stopped as they are beyond any sense and in 
effect ludicrous.. It would be wanton vandalism. 
Yours sincerely, 
Ken Pyne 
15 Well Walk. 
WW31BY 



Noel Quaker C.Sent 
23 July 2014 1 

t'l! 

To: Planning 
Subblet 2014/4332/P 

(kat Council I Poih lo tibial in totulay It. 20144332/P Oevelopoleol PlolO I e  llomPdcad 
Pond. on Ow (Minx mg Feu.: 

I. dtslit) 

Rewnotr. Act 197$ don legal!), not require nod,* to be esnied out on tho huge walc. 

2. Unrealistic mode 

• models for s glom moms with I in .100.0011 year probsbi ty; 

• assumes no wanting and no masonry serciees. 

3. Dbfgaremem of Haab k a t  taper 

and imnsturs1 huge eenbworts end excavation et Quclipii end Model Boating 

> conemie went in Men's %Ming Pond and Itiglupte No.' Pond. 

:• or Ino 111X. 10 be kik& 

large M x  lopo. M !Pock Pond go ovate O p a l  i f  RIM ay. 

S. O r e m  aisd Moropolow 

> 2 years of works requiring eknore of popular sou of the Ilend.: 

> dome of bathing pun& 

- bony engineering plant end thousands of I II iV inovoment.; 

• damage to %Mord. 

Noel Quaker 
I )  Apollo tiodsin 
Chadian long. good 
London tin-5 251, 



Jones, lain Orgasm's) 
23 July 2014 II.08 
Planning 
Planning Reference 2014/4332/P • strong objection 

I am writing to express my strong objection m the planning S p o k e n *  in connection 
with unnecessary works to the ponds on Hampstead Heath. 

l a m  pancularly fond of walking on the Heath and would be deeply saddened It the 
natural look ol the beautiful green spaces  was ruined by concrete walls at the Menko 
Pond and digging around the Highgate Pond. 

In the unfortunate event that these proposals were approved. not only would wildlife 
be e lec ted  and Rees l o t  bad the Heath wand  b e  a b a p  S t e  for a number ol 

It would ruin the a m u l e t s  for vailtons. making them omkkely to return - wills the 
obvious knock on affect of 101103 of m e n u s  tor kcal  bushman. 

As I understand IL the work Isnot legaly reguagd. P touted on extreme scenarios 
and doss  not s i r  to envisage an unergency services being present. 

The exaggerated risks in the *dallying report mean l i e d  there is no realistic 
danger to my He or my property (98 Constantin" Road 241193 as )  by Ping In the 

For the reasons mentions! above. I would Mists e x p e l s  my gErgegsiggsggn 

regards. 

Lloyds Itankong Group ok. Reinsured ()Mee: The Mound, Edithusgh EH I 1 9 1  Reclaimed 
in Scotland no 5(65000. Teleoknotx 0131 225 4555. Lloyds Bank plc. Reginered °Met :  25 
Groilum Smut  Lonokon r ( 2 9  21171. Regivard in England and Wales no. 2065. Telephone 
0207626 1500. liana or Scotland * .  Registered 0111or: The Mound, Edinburgh (HI  I YZ. 
Regincrul in Scubas' no 5l127000. Telephonic 011157 21 31 41. Cheltenham & Gloucester 
plc. Resonated ()flice: Ilanom Way. Glouramiee GL4 3121., Registered in England and Wales 
2299428. TeklIktille: 1)1145 603 1637 

Lloyds Bank plc. think of Scotland plc a s  authorised by the Printamial Regulation MAN*, 
end mpdaud bjc the Financial Conduct Authority and Prudential & g u l a g *  Amhority. 

elteltentsam & Glooemier pie is authorised and regulaied by Usc financial unthwi 
Authority. 



Halifax la a Jovolan at Bank of Scodand plc. Chtkenham & GlonceNkt !imp%) is a dn won 
of Lloyd) Bank 

11111)% plc. Revak-red 4)(Ticc. The %found. 141in4.nan.h El I I I V /  Itegimaiml in Scodand no 
SC21)0413. 

TN" caned (including any noachmenta) is minim and confidential and may caniam 
pri)ikaa.1 manna If yin, haw waned eanail in a m .  plesw noir) thy aendm and 
&law (minding an) auxhmema) mnnedmiel). Van mum ma .a)p). dranholc.‘11,C11”4 Of 
1144 any of Mc inlonnmion In it or an) muchmann. telephone calls Ina) be monitored or 
rcaadcd. 



Camden Council Customer feedback and enquiries 
Comments on a current Planning Application - Ref. 9546307 

Plant.° MMIcation Details 

Year 2014 

Nester 4332 

Letter 

Marring aspikellon address 155 regards pa& mad 

Title 

Your First Name 

Inge! 

last Nome 

Organisation 

Comment Type 

Mr. 

devid 

mons 

°bled 

Postcode nirsi ebb 

Address Inc 1 10014 bravery mews 

Address Inc 2 

Adchass Inc 3 155 regards pad road 

Postcode mtO1PE 

Smell 

W a r n  e-mail 

Corned number 

Your comments on the planning The development all be hideously ug14. There Ail be 
aliMiriallon substantial removal e l m s .  and MI lead to pence the 

heath being unusable for a long time. 
I dead baleen this work Is nacieesay. the deka of flooding 
behg vary low Indeed. 

If you wish to upload a Ma conialnim your comments Men use the Mk below 

No Mee attar:bed 

Page: 1 



Camden Council Customer feedback and enquiries 
Comments on a current Planning Application - Ref. 9546307 

About N s  brrn 

Issued by Camden Could 
Customer feedback and enquiries 
Camden Town Hall 
Judd Street 
London Wel H INE 

Farrn n3ference 964E007 

Page: 2 



Russell Child 
23 July 2014 

111111 

Planning 
Reference 2014/4331/P 

Dear Planning. 

I am a 49 year old Landow who fro been 5% awning in HiyJthate Merib Pond all Itli 

In 20110 I was Winnow enough io atm< in Archway which m e n  the pond its 20 mingle 
N411( Rona bow 

The numb on I lamp...wad heath are ex tanclethil C C U l l a t t  l à  Limileft.r. and Atakora lei our 
great cm. 

Them are moo (CAMMili win. I low m mming in the pond I kre an Iwo: 

Piro, as I swim a lap iiiimnindial by such meal IVIIIMI twain) I manalba I can do this in 
London. 

Second. dl i  one of the (Cu +paces shared by LandonasordilTereni social choomluisa 
genuinely diverse community brought icipalter by a love for swimming parka, 

Mace many others. dismayed by ihe planned work which I abject to ler ilw, folkiu mg 
imam 

Ilw plans tee based on unrealistic modelling for a giant mama with * I in 41*0.000 )car 
piabehilin which aa,.iinw. no As ming and 110 (14Iki  emerge:to> meamin:. 

It will disfigure tlw beautiful landscape of ihe I lath. 

D u x  will be rum and unimiaml huge canhviotha and eaca‘rions at Creech rid Model 
Boating Pond: 

Them will be comae Ai Men's Bathing Pond and Highway No I Pond. 

Over 160 atm will be klled. 

Them will be lathe We los al Stock Pond w ovaw gram milhoo. 

The disruption will he significam. years of work. nxminng cloture of popular pats of the 
Death. 

The bathing eon& will cline. 

That will lw hem) wthmering plani and ihowanike of 1160; nano:mem. 

That will lw invpamhle damage 10 wildlife. 



PICAN4: do noi go &wad with this mock. 

Ron.ell UMW 



2310'y 2011 11:15 
swains 
w a s  s w a t  WA Ulm wow at Sows 
Hamptind eons, 2014 1332/s 

Dew Camden Naming. 

I WTI against the plans to put up huge new darns on Hampstead Heath in regard to 
the pond. 

I have attended Several punk meetings and : believe !no! I understand tie 
Maarten% On tiOth elOeS. 

From the feet. I thought that the Cl/operation of me City of London had misSlerpreted 
the R e s e w * ,  Act of 1975. 

Mama that Mere S no need to dnagMle the pondS as reservoks and no need for 
these hu l l  hens. Alan and again. People at these meetings anted about 
aernanos: could the peoHe M na x from good% not be warned In time? 

We never got a reasonable reply. In my view. Ihal is beCeuse the Cap. Is Gemmel 
to budding these dams. Why? 

I believe that ihe dams plans do not Weeder he posSibifily of early wamingtt 10 
MS/dents. In my view. it is unlikely that such huge and sudden floods would occur 
with not even a St of Uinta to warn downstream residents to leave Mak homes. 

The plans Seem IP assume Otherwise. That all donmstream residents would be 
Hooded without warning 

Re Connell of interest 

I Steve that. In every obvious conflict of Internat. the Corp nrreo Atkins to Catty out 
the study end Men hired /Wins 10 Carry oi l  the works. 

I hope that Camden Council can see ihis = a c t  of inmost. If morse. II was likely 
ihal Alkali would come In with a mega lob for Its Own profit 

In short. I reaped the concern abOul Sanding but I behove that Me currenl plami are 
much 100 defies. 

Kind regards. 

Enzabelh Blocs. London 

42 Clevedon Mansions 



NW 5 1 OP 

Sent from my Pad 



C e n t  Mors 
t i n t  23 MO 2014 11.26 
to: PirranG 
SuMM: Poem Hampstead meth MI 203A/4312P 

Please reject the planning epode/Mon for the planned wadis an Hampstead Heath. 
justification for It le c o r n e d *  unconvincing. tribe a i r y  unlikely event of any 

SOMMS roodingb risk of. Were would be, a anent weather buss ing .  sufficient 
limo for warning smiting r h o  employed. Given the heavy downpours 01 INS winter 
It seems even more ddlculoue to base a c u e  on. 

The Heath is a special environment. and used by at sorts of people. front all 
segments of society. and is a place ol sanity and serenity In a Chadic Woad Being 
able to evdm in natural pandit. without Generale wage encloebp them. is a unklue 
experience. In addition, diem has already. due 10 slam damage, been enough loss 
ot ImeS • chestnut oak, time, 80 the loss of a further 1604 bees would be a travesty 
I don't kr.cm MUCh about MO legality. boi l  always thought thb wee a protected 
Waco. 

And then there us he disruption W W I *  d n a  the 'end result' Is hardly going 10 
result in an IMP'evement Large parts of the heath viauld be Seed.  and even more 
dangerous. would be the bees), equipment movement causing serious risk to 
children and to anknels - both ernes& and wed. There are a large numbers of 
birds. butterflies. bisects. amphifiens. repass. and m e n u s  who make mo heath 
their home and this would derrIrcry S e a  Seely In a world where we need 10 
encourage children to value the environment. thole is no baiter P i a  tor at 
Gardeners 10 bong their landlieti to grimy nature and learn MOW the importance of 

We Implore you to not ruln INS special place. and rebel this application 

GOMM Pang and Cheryl Wrung 



Eve 14e,iov 
13 July 

201/1111 

PtannIng 
Planning Reference 20W/1332/P)• tams 

i am writing to indicate my objection to Planning Reference 201/1/4332/1s. There are 
numerous reasons that I object to this proposal which I believe is based on unrealluk 
modelling. The roans will disfigure the heath's natural landscape. cause unnecessary 
closures to remain mess, disrupt enjoyment of the heath and cause a signelcant loss of 
trees. 'Mere are also questions about the l e y * /  of these plans. As a local resident who 
has enjoyed spending lime On the heath daily for 30 yea's i can attest to the pOpylarity of 
the area and understand the disruptive Impact the proposed w i n  would have On locals and 
the numerous visitors to the h e a t  AN last winter when It rained near daily for weeks and 
weeks there was no breaching of the heath ann.  S W *  It IS dine to act sensibly and 
reconsider that the modelling for these plans is misinformed. There are far better methods 
for managing flood rise than the,e massively disruptive and (Intiguring plans. Please veto 
INN, plans. Eve Hersey. 23 Nelgoughby ROMS NW3 INT 



T•1141 Hut/MO < 
23 M s  2011 11: 10 
5'-2014/1332/P. 

Dear  Planning department. 

I e m  writ ing to you  to express m y  concern and d ismay al your plans l o t  Hempstead 
Heath. 

F rom what r y e  been able 10 gather  f rom the 6ecurnente stewed s o  tar. I auesi lan the 
legality ot  this enterprise on ihe  basis that the Reservoirs A d  1975 does not require 
works l o  be carried out on his scale. F u t t e r .  Inc models tor a giant storm have a I 
in 400.000 year  probability. Morevover it e n e m a s  no warning and no emergency 
sonnoss w h o  could lake eppropnete a c t i n  in the laphly t o a s t y  even!. 

Hampstead Heath is a godsend for Londoners and  has  b e e n  tor  centutlee. Your 
P o d s  would disfigure the lender:Sp& de r repe  w e a l s .  and  result In unnecessary and 
substantial be l t  01 InseS. 

Added to wra th  the disruption. and t he  & e w e  o f  the ponds tor  u p  l o  woo years 
(perhaps longer • !hese things always d o  g o n e  o n  longer  than ant icipated) I have to 
Q u e n o n  your reasons k r  INS poiMleatt e r a S e  w i t i  wou ld  d a m a g e  Irrewbbebly 
our  much toyed heath) 

Please reconsider. 

T. Hummel 



Hver.W.Nbourn 
23 My 2011 11:50 

au thierestlis 

To the Planning Department. 

23/7114 

Dear Sr i Madam. 
I vete briefly to express my °traction to the Dam p a w l  [imposed for Hampstead 
Heath. 

The rationale for the works is based on 8 Computer M O S  which indicates n very 
wail  risk of flooding from an extremely rare event. 
Indeed the unlikellness of this event is so extreme that 4 appears exlmordnary to 
expend large SUMS of money and engage in construction works whorl themselves 
have real and predictable fildcS to mitigate suds a rare Ask. 

II could OHO be argued that If flooding were to occur II Is likely that the damage 
caused would cost less and be less dieruplWe to fewer people than die construction 
of the dam. 

Equerry Na slightly more enormously unlikely event - say an earthquake or 100 days 
of continuous rainfall • w e  to occur the whole poled would be Wass 
M Y  data. however high. cm be overtopped by a sultierd ernount of 

The 0,01000OMI used in this Proposal seem to be both extremely wady 
arbitrary Si that an event perhaps Only three times as 
prolect .reffectuel. 

The arr.enity value Of the GUMMI. CIUSSi-wild elniClUre of the h e w  is enormous. 
The heath - * M I N  sell is- provides real, present and irrep'aceab'e value In 
thousands of London's citizens. I. Song with many. many Other treela 01 the ponds 
and the heath vibe Its current stale n a tile-enhandng and therapeutic amenity kar 
dry dwellers. 
There is a g r a t e  body of retards that d a t a  that preen spaces - and specifically 
W o n t  wed green spaces t e a  niter conteaullon to mental health and 0000 living. 
see ernomph many other BMWs : 
hltthihnew.exeler.ac.ultinerarteelundrievistka_349054_enhunt 

'urge you to MOGI INS uwecessary and expensive applcation. 
In the event thal the City of London Wishes to Spend its money mitigate the risk or 
teal. frequent and I f n i *  Strang nay'  respectfully suggest they Make a 
contribution to the works required to protect the Somerset :ovals/ 

vows faithfully. 
Hugh Wi:thoum 





N e t ,  ALISTAIR BEATON 
11 

Sent  23 July 2014 11:41 
To: Planning 
Subject: 2014/4332/P. 



hinny Straws 
23 tuty 2011 

11a 

Nanning 
Planar*. Ref 201 / 332/P 

Ottar Sir 

unnot  behove Mal try/ Corporation v s  unng  lo s h o e  *AM o w l  pant to safeguard the 
inerrant  on Hampstead Huth  s n a r e *  hoot that CaracttnOluntit van not c a n t  thtrn ponnittton 
to destroy Ow n a t e  and t rans /Mr  of thy amebas open *we 
Throe m a w s  to twconstekvablecloolw about I he Waal nocanny lor i l l .  M a t o  s a w * .  Surely. 
Comet,. Council. TM Cog poisiks• and o w  Huth  & Hampiwad Society are not g o n g  to have to s o  to 
Ow i n u n c u t  expense and *Hort to h a w  t u t  wi led  Jr, Court! 
The .106011Ina 10 itntity the p r o *  II awed or onarnpte. It a m a s s  that t h a n  nominated 
warning horn he ~ M t  antra  and Maw Ow Itffill1p1101M• °nab. ,  to provide any asinunot. 
OunngIlls Witnert heavy downpoun. Int m o a n s  resamars and darns y e n m o r e  than attla to 
1100•1161h Ihnua1110any Was quantity o t w a a r  Ins  real lvey short spaca 01 hint 
1 v ie  Ow Math w walk my dog a I t a t '  twice a w e a l  Tha proposed worts wouldInterrupt um 
*laurel/ •010/1114111 ot the Math IS welt at M 0 0 %  ” 0 0 *  1.101010401 d i i  W h i n {  Pond.. 

iracognise that In thls itktioot s o f t l y  in which vnt I n  n a t a l  nett, to contours of u s  twat,. to 
M o r n  Haigh fl Safety t iquvetninit  but It w o n  to me that Me 0311:0001104 isulinga liede 
hairnet to try to crack a nut . 

l u l l  y o u * ,  M i t a  this aPPIC•Intil. 

M u n i  Straus 



From: Ruth Richardson 
Sent  23 July 2014 11:59 
To: Planning 
Subject: 2014/4332/P 

Dear Camden Plan 

am writing to ask you to reject the application by the City 
Hampstead Ponds. 

Si there is a real danger o f  flooding, there needs to be far snore informati 
public before such a draconian plan is agreed. I am sure something much 
be perfectly adequate. 

The ponds are lovely as they are. 

To industrialise them on the scale suggested wil l  be to ut 
The City seems to be in love with concrete, and ugliness 
Camden shouldn't indulge in 

ly ruin them. 

vailable Seth 

As for the number o f  Rees the City plans t o e  n t d o s v n - p i e a s e  ust say NO. The 
Heath. Trees hold the ground together, and help present Hood rig. Please reject thes 
conceived plans. 

Kind •regards - Ruth Richardson 

Id 



From: B r i t '  Breast 
Sent  23 July 2014 12:01 
To: Planning 
Subject works on t h e  Heath 

Dear Camden L o t  

I am writing to formally opposu the works proposed on Hampstem Heath. Given the I in 
400,000 chance o f  extreme flooding happening with no assumption o 
struggle to understand why w e  are ing this money in this way, vs 
many other issues our borough •faces. I also hate lose . '  the Heath changed 

way. Please please please do not tel this happen. 

Many thanks for your eonsidemtion and attention to this matter. 

Kind regards, 

Rev. Kristin Stresses 



From: Simon McGuire 
S e n t  23 July 2014 12:30 
To: Planning 
Subject:  2014/4332/P 

Dear Camden PI 

I write to object to the proposal by the City o f  London Comoration brais 
the dams on the ponds on Hampstead Heath for the following reasons: 

I. The results will be an eyesore, with new and unnatural earthworks and excavation: 
Catelmit and Model Boating Pond, and unnecessary concrete at Men ' s  Bathing Po 
and Highgate No.1 Pond 

2. Many trees will be unnecessarily felled, particularly at Stock Pond 
3. The works will he unnecessarily long and disruptive, ruining and closing popular 

pans  o f  the Heath while they take place. 

The City o f  London Corporation are trying to protect themselves against a higttty re mete 
event, and have not demonstrated adequately that they are legally obliged to d e  s 
process they are proposing to blight the Heath and spoil the pleasure o f  millions s 
Londoners. 

On behalf  o f  all who enjoy the Heath, please reject this application. 

Yours faithfully 

Simon & Nieky McGuire 

99 tilt] 'nay 
London 
N 6  6AB 



From: Michael Rose 
Sent: 23 July 2014 12.31 
To: Planning 
Cc 'Susan Rose' 
Subject: Heath Dams- planning objections M & SP 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 predicated (assuming a giant storm with a 1 in 
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 faithfully 

Michael Rose and Dr Susan Rose 
Heath Winds 
Merton Lane 
London N6 6NA 



From: Manna Shama Levy < 
Sent: 23 July 2014 12:41 
To: Planning 
Subject: reference 2014/4332/P. 

Dear Camden Planners 
This is to say I strongly oppose the changes that are being proposed by the Corporation of London 
for the Highgate Ponds. 
It seems an unnecessarily disruptive proposal given the 1 in 400,000 risk of this flood happening. It is 
not legally essential. It is too aggressive. It will take too long to execute. And it will dramatically 
change the character of these ponds that we love and respect so much. 
Please don't let these changes happen. 
Manou Shama Lew 

Cypher House 
2a Dalmeny Road 
London 
N7 041, United Kingdom 



From: Rachel Sopher < 
Sent: 23 July 2014 12.54 
To: Planning 
Subject: 2014/4332/P. 

I object to the construction as it will be noisy disruptive and as a swimmer will stop 
my weekly exercise Sent from my Phone 



Camden Council Customer feedback and enquiries 
Comments on a current Planning Application - Ref. 9546538 

PINWM)fteeleation Details 

Year 2014 

Nether 4332 

Letter 

Piercing applkellon address Hempstead Heath 

nine 

Your First Name 

!WWI 

Last Name 

Organisatic0 

Comment Type 

Jane 

Steadman 

°bled 

Postcode NW5 1JH 

Meese Inc 1 8 BrenehMesrdena 

Address Inc 2 LONDON 

Meese Inc 3 

Poetade MPH 1JH 

Snell 

Ceram ewe! 

Contact number 

Your comments on the planning SS not necessary. It world be cheaper and been b Wee 
Welkellon water ouffloris dear downstream of the Heath. The proposal 

models fora giant stain with a 1 In 403.000 year probability; 
ft San = r u m s  no smelly and no emergency sendeee.1 
beleve such re, Improbable Mom wouH In any ease caws 
quite efferent probleine elsewhere and Mew ere not 
Included is, the model 
I object is I i i  as unnecessary and as thawing at Heath 
landscape - a requires new and unnatural huge earthworks 
end excavations at Cathplt aid Model Boating Pond: 
oonorobs woke no MenAkAAs Bathers Pond and Henget, 

Page: 1 



Camden Council Customer feedback and enquiries 
Comments on a current Planning Application - Ref. 9546538 

PINYMMAPpleatIon Details 

No.1 Pond. 
Unacceptable tree bee le pmposed cmar 180 bees to he 

felled; lame bee lose et Stock Pond to m a l e  giant srillway. 

I °bleat lo plan b r i m  years of unnecessary works 1441141910 

d o w n  of popuhar mate o f  the Heath Including °tenure of 

bathing p e n *  I use the Ladle? paid. 

I oppose plane for t a w : e m e r y  darns as they a l l  need 

heavy engineering plant and thotaan.ds & H M V  movements 

on the Heath. Thle l e e  complex ecosystem end the wodovIll 

cause Menage to w a i f s  as  o a f  an people% w e '  being. 

!Type wish to uploe.d a l e  contalnha your commenta then seethe  I I *  below 

No Mee attached 

About this bin, 

Issued by Camden Cause 

Customer feedback end enquiries 

Camden Town Hall 

Judd Street 

London WC1 N OM 

Poem relmance 9546598 

Paget 2 


