
Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 29 J°111 2014 20:50 
To: Planning, Markman, Jonathan 
Subject: Planning Reference 2014/4332/P 

Planning Ref erence 2014143321P 

Dear Sir, 

I object to Planning Reference 2014i4332iP 

I find it kery disappointing that there was limited real dialogue between the proponent of this scheme and the karious 
organizations such as the Heath and Hampstead Society 

This innupposed to protect the enkironment against highly a kery unlikely flood Then why is that in Me process we 
are talking about 160 trees to be f elled? I see no modelling or analysis on what the loss Otthese trees would do to the 
enkironmeM and the amenities of the area 

Trees hake a kery important function in the reteMion of water and this appears not to hake been taken iMo account 
whatsoever 

Furthermore the likelihood of a prolonged storm of such magnitude lam told is less than 1 in oker 100,000 years! 

I also find it grotesque and totally contradictory that meanwhile large basements that destroy the enkironment and 
hake kastly negatike and dangerous implication on the local hydrology keep being authorized right and left despite 
strong local opposition 

The proposed scheme is akin to want to kill a fly with a giant hammer 

Where has common sense gone? Where has democracy gone? 

Please stop this ecological non sense and stop wasting taxpayers time and money. 

Yours sincerely, 

Oher R Froment 



GentetMatthias 

front 
Sant 29 haly X14 

Mann.. ; 
nanpneat . •  unit and Ponds ',intact Rat 2014/4112/a 

I kat pattatnalatv * W a n d  to the 111,•/1•Atd 00•00010•01 01 0•01061•10 "OM 

The 14•0010 0 • •  of Londons pa lest  UtSt tet . i I  s a Naha and .06,11114:4001(11unnteaturable impoitante toil 
those who us* I. moved to London .n 1979 and h a .  Shivery M a  COOV•lited Mal n a l  open nature' spaces such at 
the Heath tnine Walton One of the most Wailed opts WI Ilhe w000. l i i i  v e a l  bun anportance to all who use 
and any t h e w  I hal Iht•Atent thOukt be suispcted to miens* and veleobject/re grotiny. hem the 00411. n 
cleat I bat then ninth 10 Oa an tmpartiatial••••01000 on the proposed dams. 

hey <envoi contain age es follows: 

• seems to be n o m . . . i v  that the wont n 'woman/ 
• That the POPOW1 Iva k• Si* v011alanett intanntive and MOnu 
• that the wont Change the beauty 01 that titalh file Mar 
• that any woik of 0.1 lured .11 meek* untold unpleasant Suwation but that IS 00.111• long term core 

The real concern's that the 
propoWs ,•thelent the MOM W e n t  t h e n  10114 wild and n n i n i  slate ol the Heath. 

!do Pawky*  woof., lilt 00j0(0011$ as ••1 out by 104,11010 and Hampstead Society. 

'boot to be et any m a w  °nominee memos wand wows my complaints on tre b r o w n  wawa 

Yours wove's. 

137West [natant 
Wid th  MN a 2P11 
ST PAUL:I IGIRLS SCI II N A  Si Paters is a agssered charity (ma. 1119613)8nd a diaritable cowpony 
M I S  by p o u n c e  ( A r e n d  in England as i n  6142007). STUDENTS COMMUNICATIONS We wen 
l i m a %  e l  outgoing; entails rot enthuse m e d a l  M a s l e n °  prouxi our swdatu. ABOUT M S  E-MAIL 

This 1141161 end any nbz il are solely for the individual(*) to whom they ate aldrased. Nobody 
t h e  m y  e n  this information or lake w o w  hoed on it. Wyse receive chi* e-mail M a w r ,  please delete h 
and c a n t o  I t o  e t h e r  iounalieteb. We Inne W m  so reasonable precentions to ensure dam no rinses we 
trownthed s i b I S n e m s g e .  Nous-set, St Laura COMM accept say Nobility for say loot or dimity 
rasultiag dheedy or Indlraelly Nam tbit amen  or its alma 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 29 July 2014 10:10 
To: Planning 
Su bject: Planning Reference 2014/4332/P 

Dear Sir, I would like to object to this application re the Dams on Hampstead Heath I feel the 
scale of the work is not justified by the experiences of weather in recent years or that which is 
predicted, that it will disfigure the landscape and require the removal of to many trees 
Yours, 
Michael Berkeley 

Lord Berkeley of Knighton CBE 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 29 July 2014 14:10 
To: Planning 
Subject Hampstead Heath Work - 2014/4332/P 

To Whom It may Concern 

I object to the above quoted proposal for several reasons 

1 According to my information, the Reservoirs Act of 1975 does not require/demand/expect work 
on this scale I e There is no legal requirement for such works 
2 The proposal suggests the need for this work in case of an eventuality that has a 1 in 400,000 
year probability of occurring Hardly a high statistic' 
3 The impact on the landscape of Hampstead Heath will be ugly and disfiguring to a London site 
of outstanding natural beauty. 
4 The likelihood is that 160 trees will be felled in order to create a spillway, which is a ridiculous 
proposition from an environmental perspective 
5 In the process of carrying out this unsuitable development, parts of the Heath, including the 
ponds, will be closed and inaccessible for at least 2 years, which will have an impact on a huge 
number of people, not to mention the disruption of the land and disturbance to wildlife 

I hope you will consider my objections seriously, and look forward to hearing from someone 
regarding my email 

Yours faithfully, 

Emily Saner 

Sent from my Pad 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 29 July 2014 19:42 
To: Manning 
Cc: Markwell, Jonathan 
Subject: FW Dams Objecton Camden Council (Planning Reference 2014/4332/P) 

Dean S, 

WE. wish to register our strong objection to the plans to disrupt the Neat for 2 years on tha bask of a model of a 
potential flood which seems utterly unrealistic. It is a. megalomaniac vision which me cannot afford, in more than 
one sense, 

Please keep us informed et the planning progress 

1/  Cede PARR 
London N8 941 

Thank you 

Katherine Arnold and Adrian Harris 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: at  :aiy 1014 1045 
To: Nanning, Markwell, Jonathan 
Cc: infoPheathandhampstead erg uk 
Subject: Dams Objection 

Dear Camden Development Control Team, 

Planning Roference 20144332TP 

GROUNDS FOR DIRECTION 

I .  Legality 

Reservoirs Act 1975 does l e p f t y  TL1Ttlire -k 

2. Unrealistic modelling: 

i i in t ick  for a giant olsen n : w i t h a  j in 400,M) 

(1S,Unle,110 , m n i n g  .‘nci no c:::ccpnencvscccicses. 

3. Disfigurement of Hea th  landscape: 
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4. Tree loss: 

ovc,160 tmee to be felled; 
thrge f l t e  lose Stork Pond creafte 

5. Closure a n d  disruption: 

of requiring closure of  popular Nrts 
at-I: lug pond,;, 

ing plant ,ind ho l i sm :3 ,  cif I [ ( X  inotement 





Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear ST/Madam, 

1111111111 

Planning 
Hampstead Heath Dams and Ponds Project Ref 2014/4332/P 

Jam writ ing to object to the planned works Co Hampstead H e a t h . '  feel the works  are unnecessary and 
needlessly intiusive The danger of floods in North London is grossly exaggerated, as evidenced during last 
winter's floods which mysteriously managed to avoid Gospel Oak and environs, despite the lack of new 
dams The  destruction of  the environment, and ergo wildlife - eg kingfishers and herons - and the toy  that 
wildlife and the ponds bring to the lives of  Londoners is pointless and distressing 

I sincerely hope that, on this occasion, our council will listen to local views on this deeply unpopular 
proposal 

m a t h  you, 
Holly Koorey Crook 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 29 July 2014 21:04 
To: Planning 
Su bject: Objection to Planning Permission Planning Reference 2014/4332/P 

De.  Camden Planning Office 

I wish to strongly object to the proposals referenced above Many of us who live in this area do so 
because of the magical beauty of the heath 

I have lived here an my life and each time I go to the heath I always find somethmg new and differentto 
enloY 

I understand that this work is not legany required and based on some misguided modelling of fLoo ding I 
cannot accept that based on the probability 

of 1 in400,000 there are plans to disfigure the nen...Ibeauty of the heath and cut down One( 160 
Been Teeenwhichhanemnlueenlfneyemn-itin not acceptable 

The heath ponds . e  one of the many curiosities of London - although not a swimmer myself - I support 
the right of those dedicated swimmers to enjoy the ponds The closure and disruption the work will 
cause to nninmneenandwalkeenalikeinuemecennmy. A waste of time and money 

Londoners have 
Please leave our heath alone - and let us continue to enjoy one of the few unspoilt open spaces we 

Refuse the Pluming proposal 

Penny Dann 
29 Brim/ale Gardens 
London NIV3 7PN 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 29 July 2014 20:28 
To: Planning 
Subject: Application number 2014/4332/P 

I object to the planning application on the basis of the unrealistic computer modelling used to 
support the application 

This modelling is based on a "Black Swan" type event to make the application seem more viable 
than it truly is 

That does not seem very fair or just to me and Common Sense must prevail in the end so that this 
application is declined by Camden 

The consequences of not doing so would be very unfortunate for both the wildlife and the people 
who enjoy the Heath and it's amenities 

Daniel Huff 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 29 July 2014 19:26 
To: Planning 
Subject Hampstead Heath Ponds Project 

Dear Sir/Madam 

H a m p s t e a d  H e a t h  P o n d s  Project 
P l a n n i n g  R e f e r e n c e  2014/4332/P 

I wish to express my strong objections to this application and all it involves for the following 
reasons 

1 I care very much for the environment and the wild life on Hampstead Heath Not only would 
there be much disruption, noise and unfavourable conditions during this major work  but there is a 
strong possibility that this will result in permanent loss of plants and wildlife None of this can be 
predicted and permanent loss will be a disaster for the Heath, one of Camden's major assets 

2 I am unable to comment on the alleged risks of not doing this work  or whether it is actually 
required by law but in the event of flooding there would be warning systems in place, Camden 
Council and Thames Water  would undoubtedly take every possible action to reduce risk to life 
and residents would be able to move from any threatened areas The reason given for carrying 
out this major work (serious risk to life) are not valid in my opinion 

3 The general unavoidable disruption caused by such extensive work, both on the Heath and 
outside it, would continue over a long period and adversely affect the whole area The interference 
with a peaceful life for many of us and with our enjoyment of the beautiful Heath would be 
unacceptable 

I hope that, for these reasons — and many others I have not mentioned to keep this e-mail short — 
the Project will not be allowed to be carried out 

Yours faithfully 

Hannelore Braunsberg 
12A The Pryors 
London NW3 1BS 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 29 July 2014 14:01 
To: Planning 
Su bject: HAMPSTEAD PONDS Planning Ref 2014/4332/P 

I have been following the arguments for and against work on the Hampstead Ponds, and I think it 
is crazy for the Corporation of London to be considering the changes they propose to stop the 
ponds flooding over. I strongly object to the proposals 

FIRST the model they have used for the likelihood of flooding is completely unrealistic - 1 in 
400,000 year probability I understand 

SECONDS the heath landscape will be massively disfigured - huge earthworks at the Model 
Boating Pond and Catchpit and concrete walls at the Men's Bathing Pond and Highgate No 1 
Pond All this will require closure of bathing ponds and other popular parts of the Heath for two 
years, excavation and thousands of HGV movements to remove the spoil, and the presence of 
heavy engineering plant disturbing the wildlife 

THIRD the loss of over 160 trees 

FOURTH The Corporation claims that it is required by law to carry out this work, but the 
Reservoirs Act of 1975 DOES NOT require work to be carried out on this scale 

As far as I know, the only time that houses at the bottom of East Heath Road were affected by 
flooding a few years ago, the water flowed down the roads (Downshire Hill and East Heath Road) 
It did not come from the Heath 

I do hope that the Council will not allow the Corporation to desecrate the Heath in the manner they 
propose, spending huge amounts of money unnecessarily. 

Elisabeth Bristow 
Hampstead Way, 
London NW11 7JE 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 

1111!"11 

To: Planning 
Cc: inf o@heathandhampstead org uk 
Subject: Dams on Hampstead Heath - FAO Jonathan Markwell 

Dams on Hampstead Heath - FAO Jonathan Markwell 

Dear Jonathan Markwell, 

As a local resident and frequent user of Hamsptead Heath I would like to add my voice to the 
proposed dam reconstruction project 

It has become clear that the proposal is a grotesquely over-designed and unnecessary proposed 
solution to a marginal safety issue which will adversely affect the Heath at both an aesthetic and 
an ecological level 
In addition to the loss of 160 trees and the extreme disfigurement of the area of all the ponds, the 
effect of this overblown construction project on local residents will be disastrous 

It is my understanding that in addition to being unnecessary from a safety point of view the work is 
not required by the laws and regulations which pertain to the Heath 

I urge you to reconsider this proposal 

Sincerely, 

James Burge 
19 Heath Hurst Road, N M  2RX 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 1111 
Sent: 
To: Nanning 
Subject: Hampstead ponds 

I wish to lodge objection to the proposed clam works on Hampstead Heath, 
Dr Bridgett Jones, 
17 LemboIle Road, NW3 4HS 



Gen ia l .  Matthias 

10 whOrn h may concern, 

Reference 2014/4332/P. 
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I write t o  you t o  implore Camden Council not to permit the above planning proposals t o g .  ahead. I 
O a s t  that the only M A M M A  for these proposals is that someone is lining Waft pockets w i th  Ms pawn 

Hampstead heath and all I t  g low is a treasure and a vital space for me personally as well as the whole 
community boat locally as well as jar and wide. 

From the mid 18001 the  ponds have been used by people to tvrim and relax. I have used the heath S I  OW 
round for We past flf ly.three years front donkey M i n h . *  climbing i r o n ,  picnics and bathing in the ponds. 
Both the mixed when I'm wi th my husband and son and the women's pond with my daughter and many 
Mends and Other female members of my Family. It Is a vital natural resource where we can NOW 
mentally and emotionally. An area where we can recharge ourselves From the urban environment that we 
live in. Hampstead Heath and the beautiful ponds are so exquisite that they need no Interference or 
improvements as they are perfect just as they are. 

We do not need these hug works to be carried out and the Reservoirs Act 1975 does NOT rewire 

The plans are unrealistic bawd on a giant storm wi th a I in 400.000 year probability. 

The disfigurement of  We Heath WOWS"e will be a devastation. There II already enough concrete we onn't 
want or need anymore. As well as the loss of  countless trees 

The disruption will be a hortendoist blight arid invasion On C l o t  human rife as well as &wat ts ,  ins wild Me 

PLEASE RESPECT N E  HEATH ANO VALUE IT 43 3 0  VERY MANY Of  US D0. 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 29 J010 2014 12:49 
To: Planning 
Su bject: Planning Ref 2014/4332/P 

Dear Jonathan Markwell, 

I am writing to object to the Hampstead Heath Dams development I am not persuaded that the 
works are necessary. Simon Jenkins in particular has pointed out that the main source of 
influence on which the City of London has based it's proposals is in fact a company which derives 
its income from building such dams This does not look like work which serves the interest of the 
surrounding residents and the preservation of our precious natural habitat I do not welcome the 
felling of trees, the alteration of the bathing ponds with the use of concrete and the disruption 
caused by heavy machinery. I concur with Simon Jenkins' suggestion that more tree planting is a 
sensible way to manage the water table He also points out that the ponds, which survived the 
Hampstead storm of 1975 without overflowing and, indeed, the heavy rainfall of this year, are not 
fed bye great river and in fact in all the 300 years of their eeistence, they have never overflowed 
The test of failure applied by the engineering firm Atkins of a 1-in-400,000-years probability is 
quite absurd I urge you to reject this planning proposal on the grounds of common sense 

Yours sincerely, 

Elizabeth West 
40 Pilgrim's Lane 
London 

1SN 


