
GentetMatthias 

25 lu)y 2014 1313 
Hannan 
Dam nonis on Hampawd Heath 

Dear Camden Planning 

I ant I n *  to ktfOoth object 0 h e  Dam proposals on Kampttead Heath reasons I am objecting are 
as folksy.: 

1. The plans have been modelled around a hypothetical flooding scenario that  Is M E W  wfMgef t o  occur 
even with changing weather patterns and increased f The s c a l e d  the proposals are 

• diSprOpOrtionate in relation to the problem 

• f l i r t i n g l y  poor use of nubile fugal kw which Camden is accountable • huge waste of 417 minion 
which can be far better spent on woport ionate water management plans and used for 
environmental conservation not destruction 

• have not taken Into serious consideration alleMalleet that are l e n  CONN, proportionate, *Ss 
environmentally damaging 

2. t he  impact On the awlroninent  and rigd•Ine b e m k t : S l y  damaging. It wig take many many Y o n  to 
recover from the works. I 60  mature trees will be fened which In Itself fs Irreversible and Indefensible 

3. t he  impact on all users of the Heath will be damaging. Massively reduced access for a t  lot 2 years, nose 
pollution, diesel pollution. t h e  Heath is an Important king far North Lonsfonen and many • their 
health and well-being be adversely effected. 

4. Impact On health and well being of uses Includes DOnd swimmers who will not be able to = e n  the 
pond-  notably the ladieS pOnd lot 9 months • and when they can the access there will be vent Suited 
Increasing health and safety risks. 

Pleat 

to your constituents 

• Think foltlegh the Green agenda INIth care. It is not a something 10 PAY lip senate too - I t  is a vital 
part of everyone's welkbeff i t  not only In In North London but far beyond 

• Please ',elect carefully on a t  the oblectfons that you receive. 

Plea,* do not destroy this weadarlut space. 
Please by  to think creatively and take this proposal bark to the drawing board. 

Thank you 
lane Wood 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 26 J'11, 2014 00:20 
To: Planning 
Subject Hampstead Heath Dams and Ponds Project Ref 2014/4332/P 

lam writing to place an objection to the above plaining mplication made by the City of London. 
I have always generally been impressed with how well the City of London have maiaged the 
various open spaces that they manage in North London; Fm a regular visitor to them all; 
therefore lam shocked about this application. 

I have several concerns about this mplication. 

I have been using the heath with my friends aid family for over 35 yeas. M a  swimmer in the 
women's pond, a cyclist,( for getting to the Heath), a wake aid dog owner, l am concerned that 
if this application is granted it is going to considerably impact on my day to day life in a negative 
way, (as well as for the thousands of Londoners and visitors to London (tourists) who use these 
unique, amazhg facilities. 

I consider these proposals to be the most serious threat to the wild and nathral state of the Heath 
since it was formed over 100 years ago; if built these works would permanently blight and 
disfigure the Heath contrary to the Hampstead Heath Act 1871, and the princOal charitable object 
for which the Society was formed in 1897. From what I have read aid understand ( lam not an 
engineer) that their proposals 'in the hterests of safety" are a grossly excessive response to the 
danger, and have been based on an incorrect hterpretation of the law. 
I understand that these dams are not a legal requirement, that it will not necessarily solve the 
problem of future flooding. Also to date ihek- has been no serious issue of flooding. I also 
understand the project is based on a t i n  400,000 year worst case scenario. For the last 300 
yeas there has bean no life threatening problems associated with flooding. Lets stick with .... 'if it ain't broke don't fix it'. 
I also understand that there are many other ways that this worry of flooding could be managed, 
which would be less destructive, (and expensive) and not have the considerable safety issues for 
the general public that two years of construction will have. This plan will cause destructbn to 
trees, scare off the wildlife as well as the people. 

Shoukl this construction go ahead lam concerned for my safety as a cyclist, (es well as children 
and dogs) by the construction traffic, which I understand would lace up to 2 yeas to complete 
over a significant area of the Heath. The heath attracts numerous cyclists, who visit this space. As 
we all know the mah cause of death of cyclists on the roads are construction brries. 
I hope the plathing committee will act with common sense for the benefit of Londoners and Wm 
down this extreme application. 

Yours faithfully 
Sue Bineham 
Flat 31 Melchester house 
Wedmore Street 
London N19 4RE 





Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 16 July A114 IYS±* 
To: Dempsey, Matthew 
Cc: Planning 
Subject: Re: 2014/4332/P Heath Dams 

I wish to add detail to my objection submitted earlier 

The visual impact of the scheme will be detrimental to the Heath It is out of keeping with the rural 
nature and wooded soft landscaping The massive naked embankments are overbearing, out of 
scale and insensitive to the environment 

, as is a BRICK wall to be built around the lowest 
Highgate pond 

- - - O r i g i n a l  Message---From 
Alan Foe 

Sent Wednesday  July 09 2014 10:34 PM 
To Dempsey Matthew 
Cc planning 
Subject Re 2014/4332/P Heath Dams 

I object in the strongest terms to this scheme 

It is grossly out of proportion to any realistic risk 

CoL are totally "misguided" regarding their legal liability under the reservoirs act (They have only 
registered one pond as a reservoir in any event) 

It is completely contrary to the Heath governing legislation 
, 

that requires CoL to retain its "wild" 
nature 

It will cause totally unacceptable disruption and noise and loss of amenity and denial of access to 
the Heath or 2 years 

It must contravene all Camden guidelines on amenity and open space 

It must be refused 

Alan Foe 15 Makepeace Ave London N6 6EL 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Camden Council, 

/b July 2014 10:4/ 
Planning 
N01 Ref. 2014/4332/P. 

As a local resideM I would urge you to turn dawn the abase planning application and stop the heayy 
construction on Hampstead H eath I say on this of the scale of the work, the lack of necessity tot such 
changes- including the lckv probabiliD of such a storm- the dist iguremeM of the Heath, the 1000 0t 
trees and the disruption such work will cause, including damage to the wildlif e 

yours sincerely, 
Heywood Haut 
NW5 INA 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

u)1111 

Planning 
Application 2014/4332/P 

As regular swimmers using both the Ladies' and Mens' ponds on Hampstead Heath, we would like 
to lodge our objection to the proposed application to build massive dams on the heath, resulting in 
the closing of the swimming facilities for some time and, more importantly, the destruction of the 
beauty we enjoy so much - for what reason? We understand the work is unnecessary according 
to experts so why does the Corporation of London not listen to them? 
Eileen and Stuart Allen 
19a Sedgemere Avenue, N2 OSY 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Mr Markwel 

26 July 2014 12:27 
Planning 
Camden Council (Planning Reference 2014/4332/P) 

As a frequent user, and big fan, o f  Hampstead Heath, I am reach) ng 
objections lo the Heath Dams prcdect. As work appears to alrerdy be 
widespread local opposition loin, I would like to outline my concern: 
o f  your wages.) 

On numerous levels, I question the wisdom o f  this move. For 
are questionable from a legal point o f  view. As I believe it has Dread) ) 
Ike R e s e r v e s  Act 1975 does legally not require works to he carried out on dn. 

For another reason, I object to the destruction o f  one o f  London's most kived and historical landmarks, 
which also is extremely important to its prosytem. As a long-time residwa o f  Parliament I1M, I see the 
significance o f  this on a daily basis, and as all avid bird-watcher, I can Dresee what the repercussions o f  the 
felling o f  countless trees and construction disruption, among many other ill-effects, will have on Britain's 
much-loved wildlife. 

The list o f  my objections is lengthy but I will leave it at this. Please do feel free to contact m e  if you would 
like to hear more M o u t  my concerns. 

Thanks you in advance for your thoughtful consideration. 

With kind regards 

Eduardo Skinner IA tax payer) 

Eduardo Skinner Chamorro 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 26 July 2014 14:10 
To: Planning 
Su bject: Objection to planning application 2014/4332/P 

I wish to object in the strongest possible terms to this proposal by the City of London 
for works to the chains of ponds on Hampstead Heath. 

Firstly, after studying the documentation it seems to me that the case is weak for 
carrying out this work. It seems that the risks have been over-exaggerated and the 
proposed works are total overkill, while not necessarily being effective even if the 
unlikely flood events occur. The enormous cost could be much better spent elsewhere 
including improving other aspects of the Heath and ponds. 

Second, the impact on both the Heath and the surrounding roads of the works being 
carried out would be colossal and protracted, in terms of traffic, heavy plant, 
noise. The environmental impact on vegetation (notably the loss of trees) and wildlife 
would be catastrophic, and largely irreversible. 

Third, the resulting permanent structures would be very detrimental to enjoyment of the 
ponds and the surrounding areas of the Heath. 

I have lived in Hampstead for 43 years and in Belsize Park before that and really 
cherish the Heath. I have to say lam not impressed with the management of this 
precious resource since the Heath was taken over by The City of London. 

Thank you for consideration of my objection 

Maggie Heraty OBE MSc FCILT FRSA 
Humanitarian Logistician 
6c Frognal Mansions 
97 Frognal 
London 
NW3 6XT 
UK 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 
To: Nanning 
Subject: Objection to Dams on Hampstead Heath 
Attachments: Objection to Dams on HH docx 

Hi, 
Please see my attached objection to the dam proposal on Hampstead Heath, Planning Application 
Number 2014/4332/P 

Best wishes, 

Dawn Biram 



241 Tetley Brook Road 
Dom 
Sheffield. S17 30X 

25" July 2014 

Planning APplication Humber is 201414332/P 

To planningetrainden.gov.uk 

Dear SW or Madam. 

to Landon regulany b mirk r e a m ,  and Millst there I seem in Me ponds. I am always so 
Impresead by the vAldness of the heath d e s a l t s  apse pronnity to the thy. 

lilacgem that Is imiressivety tree from urban duffer and over me top management. lam so sad 
that itis is Intended to change and I wish to ° h i m  and to morass that the natural character of the 
heath is so Medal and refreshing. It makes my Yklita to London to much more pleasant. 

I therekwe object on the basis that this development vAll irreversibly damage the natural Mid 
Character of the heath and ponds. 

believe INS wildness and the enpyrnent afforded by these ponds Is impalant to the 
psychological and physical wanting ol the local residents and can also benefit vieltors like myself. 

As II Is such an asset to the cly. snaking ha,. attractive pima to cane on business. this proposal 
could also S a e  a wider negathe economic Impact in the long tam 

W a r e  WI be damped and the sondem emironnient damaged by traffic and heavy 
and I understand that slot of trees MN be removed. 

The *cod risks may therefore be inrseased by the soil compaction end 
vespeletlon. 

n t  expensive and undesirable propa has been based On a dirk model of the 1 in 400.000 year 
'probable map:8nm Soar end seek to 'vinosity eliminate' the risk or dam hems. TNs Is an 
unreasonable iusalcadon. I also undaStand that the estimate 01 300 additional people who night 
die In these extrema floods. M a  to dam b a n .  Is based on them remaining In their home and 
taking no action to leave. In over 300 years' °Helena) Mc ponds on Heath have not caapsed or 
caused any maps flooding. despite loading being mdesproad in other areas 01 the CdealtY 
recently In the wettest antler an record. 

These ceoposals represent a serious threat to the Mid and natural state of the Heath since it was 
tanned over 100 yearn alp: It bull these works would permanently blight r i d  cesfigure No Heath 
confra.yto the Hempstead Heath Act 1871 

Please register my objection and ahander, this damaging 

Yours sinter*. 

Dawn Beam 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 26 July 2014 21:02 
To: Planning 
Subject: App no 2014/4332P 

Hello, 

I object to the dam work on Hampstead ponds- it would ruin the natural scenery, cause disruption 
and damage to trees All for no purpose as the flooding scenarios is too far fetched 

Yours Daniel saccocao 

Deborah Lovett 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 26 July 2014 18:56 
To: Planning 
Subject Hampstead Ponds 

Please, please do not allow these destructive works to go ahead and ruin one of the most magical 
places in the world and one which makes living in London (especially in the summer) a real life-saver 

(pun intended) Kate Trelford Islington Ni 1JG 



G e n t e t ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent :  29 July 2014 13:09 

To :  Nanning 
Sub jec t :  Ob jec t ion  t o  App l i ca t ion  N u m b e r  2014/4332/P 

S w i m m i n g  in t h e  ponds  is t h e  best t h i n g  a b o u t  l iv ing in London. Please d o n ' t  change t h e m .  The app l i ca t ion  appears 
excessive, unnecessary and env i r onmen ta l l y  damaging,  Please re jec t  it, 

A lexander  Woollcombe 

3A Prospero Road, N I 9  300 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 26 July 2014 11:00 
To: Planning 
Subject Heavy Construction on Hampstead Heath 

I strongly protest at the plans for heavy construction works on Hampstead Heath on the following 
grounds-1 

Why is it necessary? 
2 The affect on the wildlife by felling some 160 odd trees and closing the pools for some bivo 
years and the noise created by the work Where will all the wildlife go? 
3 For many people living in Central London it is their only chance of getting into a countryside 
facility. 
Please leave the Heath as it is, it is so beneficial to ALL visitors 

P F Weatherly 
Enfield Midde 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 26 July 2014 07:21 
To: Planning 
Subject planning reference Hampstead Heath Dams and Ponds Project Ref 2014/43327P 

26 July 2014 

Dear Sirs 

I am writing to voice my strong objection to the Hampstead Heath Dams and Ponds Project (Ref 
2014/4332/P) as a Londoner who has been swimming in the Ladies Pond and walking on the Heath for 
decades I urge the Council to reject the project for the many cogent reasons that have been put for/yard 
by the many who oppose it, in the failure to consider far more sensible and environmentally friendly 
and cheaper alternatives This project is utterly unnecessary, would cause immense disruption and 
unhappiness and would permanently disfigure the Heath 

Yours sincerely, 

Margaret Roden, 82 Huddleston Road, London N7fIEG 



241 Tetley Brook Road 
Dom 
Sheffield. S17 30X 

25" July 2014 

Planning APplication Humber is 201414332/P 

To planningetrainden.gov.uk 

Dear SW or Madam. 

to Landon regulany b mirk r e a m ,  and Millst there I seem in Me ponds. I am always so 
Impresead by the vAldness of the heath d e s a l t s  apse pronnity to the thy. 

lilacgem that Is imiressivety tree from urban duffer and over me top management. lam so sad 
that itis is Intended to change and I wish to ° h i m  and to morass that the natural character of the 
heath is so Medal and refreshing. It makes my Yklita to London to much more pleasant. 

I therekwe object on the basis that this development vAll irreversibly damage the natural Mid 
Character of the heath and ponds. 

believe INS wildness and the enpyrnent afforded by these ponds Is impalant to the 
psychological and physical wanting ol the local residents and can also benefit vieltors like myself. 

As II Is such an asset to the cly. snaking ha,. attractive pima to cane on business. this proposal 
could also S a e  a wider negathe economic Impact in the long tam 

W a r e  WI be damped and the sondem emironnient damaged by traffic and heavy 
and I understand that slot of trees MN be removed. 

The *cod risks may therefore be inrseased by the soil compaction end 
vespeletlon. 

n t  expensive and undesirable propa has been based On a dirk model of the 1 in 400.000 year 
'probable map:8nm Soar end seek to 'vinosity eliminate' the risk or dam hems. TNs Is an 
unreasonable iusalcadon. I also undaStand that the estimate 01 300 additional people who night 
die In these extrema floods. M a  to dam b a n .  Is based on them remaining In their home and 
taking no action to leave. In over 300 years' °Helena) Mc ponds on Heath have not caapsed or 
caused any maps flooding. despite loading being mdesproad in other areas 01 the CdealtY 
recently In the wettest antler an record. 

These ceoposals represent a serious threat to the Mid and natural state of the Heath since it was 
tanned over 100 yearn alp: It bull these works would permanently blight r i d  cesfigure No Heath 
confra.yto the Hempstead Heath Act 1871 

Please register my objection and ahander, this damaging 

Yours sinter*. 

Dawn Beam 



Manning: Camden Coon 

Reference 201414332/P. 

Dear Sa/Madam 

Ian. horrified to hear about the planned work on Hampstead Heath. I ts entkely 
unnecessary and will have a hugely detnmental el tea on the area both in ammo( the 
natural habitat and on the many 1000s of people who enjoy using the Heath. 

I want to outline the numerous rnaSOM against this wort below. 

1. R411110.11% ØV for worts. 

There is no legal requirement lo 'any out these works on sue ha massive scale. see 
Resernoks Act 1975. 

The proposed worts are based on entirely unrnalisik modeling. The mode is for a giant 
stem while 1 in 400.000 year Probabilhy and assumes there will be no warning and no 
4mITIPMY SeMces. 

The MOM are Insul Mien. reasons for the wholesale anrupiion and destruction of the 
natural emiroarnern. 

flaitedm Impact cm SM lanektapt 

The works will result In the disflguntrnern of the unique and special Heath landscape. 
There will be new and URANIUM huge eorthworks and excavailons ai Catchpit and 
Model Boating Pond. There MO be conceit walls at Men's Bathing Pond and Nkhgate 
No.1 Pond. Mks Nat in keeping with sustaining the ecology and protesting the habitat. 

The huge loss of tree as. result of these works would be an Mischa* disgrace. The 
proposal is to (slaver 160 trees and for large tree Ices at Stock Pond to mate giant 
+palmy. Trees are vitally important for tackling air pollution. Every thy relies on the 
'green lune of Its parks and Maths. The loss of tree habitat for wildlife is of mays 
concern when we consider how far some bird specks and bee populations are rarMly 
declining. They need policies to swum and sustain them rather than attacking and 
destroying their ecosystems. finally, large trees take many years to mow. They can't 
easily be replaced Mutilating more. 



3. Closure and dianwthart 

The closure and disreption Involved vAll he over 2 y e a .  This Is an unacceptable time 
Irene to hawse the closure of many popular parts of the Heath Including the Whine 
ponds. Many ' m a t  people wit be prevented Iron. enjoying the Heath durMg this 
long period.'. n well documented that walking and egerlendng nature Is • vital part of 
mental wellbeing. London Is a huge city. and Its pockets of nature and "MIS. should 
be accessible. 

The heaW engineering pbat and thousands of Kebab/wrongs wM darnaga the wildlife. 
These delicate ecosystems o n e  destroyed cannot always be relmtated once the heavy 
work has Finished. Surety Camden councts role should be the preteetor of wildlife not 
the destroyer? The heavy works will also lake their toll on the peace and tranquility the 
Heath provides foe those who walk and swim there. 

lhe Heath it a special place that prowdet nature and humans with, vital habitat MN Is 
Un IQ LIN' and historkal. It seems perverse that Camden council 15 50 been to destroy this 
man/ el.ouS landSCaPt. 

a:ways I OW the Heath a beautiful and restoring environment when I go there. The 
prepreed worts will change it forever and deStroy it, unique and special qualities. This 
wit ire penonally distressing to me as well as all the other Heath uteri. 

Please do reconsider your proposals and make the right decision to protect this 
environment now and for the future. 

Yours faithfully 

Emma heat/ 


