
Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 27 July 2014 20:01 
To: Planning 
Subject Please stop the dams on Hampstead Heath 

Hampstead Heath is the last oasis of wildlife in London It's beautiful with its wild flowers without 
concrete made and organised flower beds You can see here Woodpeckers, owls, sparrowhawks, 
bats, rabbits, butterflies and many other species and enjoy rare in overcrowded concrete London 
silence and smell clean air. I'm coming here for years from Old kent road with my friends (1 hr on 
the buss 1681) Please don't destroy the last natural place in London, don't cut the trees and don't 
lay concrete alleys in place of natural paths 
Aneta and John 

Sent from my Phone 



G e n t e t ,  Matthias 

From: 111. Sent: 
To: Planning 
Su bject: Ref planning application 2014/4332/P 

Dear sir/madam, 

Re  p lann ing  appl icat ion 2014/4332/P 

I ob jec t  to the  a b o v e  appl ica t ion  on t h e  following grounds 

Legality 

Reservoirs Act  1975 does legally not require works to be ratTled out on this huge scale 

Unrea l i s t i c  modelling: 

> modem for a giant storm with 31 in 400,000 year probability, 

> assumes n o  warning and n o  emergency services 

3. D i s f i gu remen t  of  H e a t h  landscape: 

> new and unnatural huge earthworks and excavations at Catchpit and Model  Boating Pond, 

> c o n d e t e  walls at Men'  s Bathing Pond and Highgate Mn.1 Pond 

4. T r e e  loss: 

> over 160 trees to b e  felled, 

> large tree loss at Stodt  Pond to create giant npillvray. 

C losure  a n d  disruption: 

> 2 years of works requiring closure of popular parts of the Heath, 

> closure of bathing ponds, 

> heavy engineermg plant and thousands of H G V  movements, 

> damage to wildlife 

I am a daily user and enjoyer of  Hampstead Heath 

Yours faithfully, 

Pauline Stoker 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 27 July 2014 23:16 
To: Manning 
Subject: objection to proposed changes on H,ampstead Heath 

Dear Sirs, 

I write in regards to the proposed dams on Hampstead Heath Ponds. The dams will cause untoid damage to what is 
an oasis of calm. 
They will not help protect the ponds but will disturb the area pointlessly. Countless numbers of journalists and 
environmentalists have attested to why the proposal is quite so daft. The Corporation of London must be 
persuaded to abandon these plans which nobody wants and which will not protect the parkland as 
proclaimed. The only one to benefit will be the private contractor. The ponds have existed for many years as they 
are and will continue to do so. 

Colette Hillier 
23 Hartland Road 
London 5W6 6R0 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 27 July 2014 21:10 
To: Planning 
Su bject: Application Ref 2014/4552R - I  wish to express my support 

For the attention of Jonathan Markavell• 

bomb to express my support for this Planning Application No 2014/4332/P and the Associated 
Applications, Refs:- 2014/2149/PRE, 2013/7231/P, 2014/0320P 

I applaud the City of London Corporation for having the foresight to strengthen the dams in oxide to 
safeguard the well-heing of citizens and civic infrastructure 

I have evay  confidence that the City of London Corporation wi l l  implement the works with saisitivity and 
as little disruption as possible 

Thank you 

Yours sincerely, 

Waltraud Loges Ras) 
47 Oak Village 
London Nele 40L 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear SiriMadam, 

Planning 
The proposed dams on Hampstead Heath 

I want to object in the strongest possible terms to the The City of London's proposed dam works on Hampstead 

Heath 

This will 

Permanently disfigure the Heath 

• Not eliminate the risk of downstream flooding or loss of litehehich the City of London claims these 
proposals will address 

I call on Camden Council to reject the CID of London's Planning Application 

The proposed works specify massike dams, spillways, concrete svalls and embankments They include 

• Construction of a huge 40m wide by 5 6m high embankment in the catchpit Valley, 

Construction CIT a massike 2 5 m dam at end of the model Boating Pond, 

• Felling at least 160 trees, 

• Taking 2 years to complete, 

Estimated costs of at least 617 million, 

• Inekitable and irrekersible damage to the Heath and itnwi Idlite. 

The City's rationale for these works !makes a dubious interpretation of the law. It ref ers to a computer model of a 1 

in 400,000 year "probable maximum flood" and svorks that would "kirtually eliminate" the risk of dam collapse in the 

ekent of this flood The works would contrakene the Hampstead Heath Act of 1871 which requires that Hampstead 

Heath be preserved in its "natural aspect and state" 

I trust that Camden Council will reject the City of London s application 

Yours f aithf ully, 



Martin J8CqUeS 

55 The Pryor% 

Easf Heath Road 

London NVV3 I BP 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 27 July 2014 12:04 
To: Planning 
Subject: hog hg ale ponds 

Please do not dam Highgate Ponds 

We object and agree with the grounds of the objectors at 38 degrees org uk in particular 
unrealistic computer modelling methods 

Alistair Levie 

10 Chalfont Court 
London 
NW9 6DY 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 27 July 2014 10:42 
To: Manning 
Subject: Save The Ponds Hampstead Bathing Ponds 

To Whom It May Concern 

. , 

Tom Munn 

Address will be supplied i f  no required 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 27 July 2014 12:27 
To: Planning 
Su bject: Application Number 2014/4332/9 

Dear Camden Planning Officers, 
I am emaling to register my strong objection to the City of London's Planning application of July 9th I am conkinced 

that these works are excessike and unnecessary and are being advanced despite independent experts who support 
this mew. The rural and unspoilt nature of the heath and the Ponds in particular is precious and f ragile I write as a 
regular swimmer in the beautiful Ladies' Pond 
These existing dams hake proked sate eken in the wettest winter on record of 2013 and in the floods of 1975 The 
projections made are based on a catastrophic event predicted to happen once ekery 400,000 years 
Please use your pavers to safeguard the heath to turn down this application! 

Thank you 
Alcoa Erskine 

104 Erskine Hill 
London NA/11 6HT 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
S e n t : )  

111111 

To: Planning 
Su bject: 2014/4332/P 

For Jonathan Markwell 

I am writing to register my objection to the plans submitted by the City o f  London Corporation for 
proposed engineering works to the Highgate and Hampstead chains o f  ponds t a m  persuaded by 
the arguments put forward by the Heath and Hampstead Society, o f  which t a m  sure you are 
already wall aware, and t a m  a minor supporter o f  their request for a judicial review o f  the planned 
works 

Regards 
Peter Rader 
37 C a r o n  Road 
London N021/3 lUB 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 27 July 2014 18:31 
To: Planning 
Su bject: Objection to application number 2014/4332/P - Corporation of London 

Hampstead Heath 

Dear Sys 

' l i v e  in 1<0/05 and am lucIT enough to live close to the Heath I am incredibly proud of this stunning, 
unspoilt and people friendly facility which adds no much to the quality of He to the residents of Camden 
and impresses and delights visitors from around the world I t  is the centre of our community, a place where I 
frequently get the chance to Teak  to my neighbours 

'have always appreciated the Corporation of London for maintaining the Heath However I really think they 
are currently suffering from the "developed nation problem of more money than sense Diverting precious 
funds to a I in 400,000 year gamble where there are no many immediate pressing needs elsewhere I am 
very worried about the proposed works - the inconvenience and destruction they w i l l  create and the 
pointlessness of them 

t a m  therefore objecting to the planned construction works on the following grounds 

- I  me no sense IP Tending no much money and destroying the environment because of  a one in 400,000 
years event I dont understand how anyone can 

- There is a serious conflict of interest when the dam engineers also work for the company who w i l l  do the 
works This should always be unacceptable where works w i l l  effect the public, and especially where the 
works could potentially have such a negative effect on such a public treasure 

- The plans are based on unrealistic computer modelling - no warning, no emergency services, a storm out 
of a Hollywood movie The ponds did not flood last winter - which had particularly high rainfall I 
understand the ponds have never flooded 

Life inevitably involves some risk It doesnt mean we build concrete around ourselves before we step out on 
the street Not every unlikely event ( t i n  400,000n means we destroy our envronment and an area that has 
been protected and preserved by successive generations 

Please please reject this application 

Amanda Couper 


