
GEM. 

30 kdy 2014 1654 
MesitaIt lambast flaring 
Pia0ased Harapsind Push Dam *nil Iimltd wadi' 

Otans Gleamy 

Dear Jonathan U m b r a !  and Planning dept 

I a n  wi l ing  to you n my  own CapaCty However l a n a i  inlormed Member ol the Ponds Project 
Stakeholder G r o w  who hare  liaiSed regularly with Corp ol London and m a r  consultants over the 
last 1 years n the evoking ol t r i f l e  proposals 

1 I object to t r i f l e  works that ere N S W  on a 1 n 400.000 year probabildy I have serious doubts 
over the modeling veracity Despde the argument that Cormacbon Storms ere generally 
wpredictable. it is reasonable to expect mth  a y  more aCCLIale S O S  ObSerValiOn Old ellective 
emergency services. I n d  some Waded lerErivii3Mrp is 0ChaWable ether by WireleSS tedinology or 
trigger pants set n or at the pond outllow posibons. enabling bMely escape Irom Vulnerable 
homes or bcabons Coastal regions have an early warnng reality t o m  the Ermronment Agency 
using t e a  services sent to all potentiely endangered households as a matter ol couse 
1 Despite luny understanding the lower bank erosion argument in the event ol overtoppng. lam 
M O W  to accept this as a reason to enlarge the e a s i n g  earth bank Dams. Mrs solution is crtide 
a i d  d u n S y  I have consistently argued or. ii essenbal. hidden r e n b r o m e n t  - sheet steel pang-concealed 

within the e a s i n g  earth dams to prevent dam lalureicolapse in a PMF.  yet this has 
been resisted WeiOult Qualihed argument 
3 The 1975 Reservoir act does not redure this work 
4 The Heath WM be  permanently d iSl ig ied el IWO signIcant S e a s  by MIS work. despite proposed 
post-work planing 
5 The works will prevent usage ol the Heath lor reaeational or swimming lor much ol the 1* 
years ol the works a i d  cause noise and c l i s t u b a r e  to users and households 

KnCly re l ine consent b r  these works 

Y a m  sincerely 
Tom Brent MCSD 

Sent t o m  my Pad 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 30 July 2014 16:07 
To: Planning 
Cc, Markwell, Jonathan 
Subject: My Objections to the Heath Ponds Project 

Categories: 

1. Legality 

Orange Category 

hc,Rocon, o i l ,  Act 1973 in 

2. Unrealistic modeling: 

310c1cds Co: c.tornc sctt h o l  in 40:3000 “VI  (Luther II, 

3. Disfigurement of Heath landscape: 

4. Tree loss: 

5. Closure a n d  disruption: 

'mac, b c a i n g  pomis, even du 

,r ing plant anki thou 



Paul Levy, PhD, FRSL 
First Floor 
60 Pilgrim' s Lane 
London NV/3 1SN 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 00 Jour 2014 14:42 
To: Planning, Markwell, Jonathan 
Su bject: Planning Reference 2014/4332/P 

To Jonathan Markwell, Development Control Team, London Borough of Camden 

Re Planning Application 2014/4332/P Heath Dams 

Please do not in any way discount this objection because it is almost a copy of some of the Heath and 
Hampstead Society objections as well as some others I completely support all of the Heath and 
Hampstead Society objections 

I wi th to object to the application on the following grounds 

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

2. Unrealistic modelling 
models for a giant storm with a 1 in 400,000 year probability, 

assumes no warning and no emergency services 

3 Disfigurement of Heath landscape 
new and unnatural huge earthworks and excavations at Catchpit and Model Boating Pond, 

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

Tree loss 
over 160 trees to be felled, 

large tree loss at Stock Pond to create giant spillway 

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 

Your sincerely 

Michael Bourse 

Faircroft 
Vale of Health 
London N'613 LPN 



DISK 

KKK Sandy (SaarlyrkideenglishAitnagtotcpuk) 
30.1dy 2014 1433 
Pining 
Hampsind and Hogaw duns al panda Hamptito 1111.11, 01.nnag 
APPIKMIOCE 20141 4332, 
immrimm Ponds- arch ackuta.0142.26pdl 

Please Ind English Heritage (GLMS) arCh0001091C81 MAO? attached 

Sandy Kidd I PnnapalArCh000109S1 GLMS 

Dyed Line 010 7973 3115 

Mobile phone 07760 456811 

English Heriage I i  Waterhouse Square 

138-142 Hotiom I London I EC IN 1ST 

—Original Message—From 
Williams. Enid 

S a l  10 July 1014 09 40 
To MM.  Sandy 
Subject FW Consultse letter lor PlannngApplicabon APPlication 2014143324P 

CL014226 
—Original Message—From 

Dempsey. Mathew (mato Matthew Dempseyframden gov Mc( 
S a l  08 July 1014 16 17 
To GLMS 
Subject Comutee letter or PiannngApplicabon APPlication 2014143324P 

Please Ind attached Consuls. letter or PlanningApplication applicabon 2014M3321P 

T1014M332P 

1Tos e-mail may cordon iniormabon which is conlidental. legally privileged and/or CoPrIght 
protected This e- mal is intended lor the adaessee oily II you rOCSIVe this in error. please 
contact the sender and delete the matenal tom you computer 

T i n  e-Mel (and any attachments) is conMential and may contain personal views which am not 
the mews ol English Hentage trileSS spealicaly stela] II you have received Cm error. please 
delete tom your system and nobly the sender immediately Do not use. copy or disclose Me 
nbrmation n any way nor act n reliance one M y  inlormation sent to English Hentage may 
treCalle PUbildy available 



Porbco your gateway to inlormabon on sites in the National Hentape Collection. hare a look and 
lel us what you think 
htip UMW/ english-hentape org uk/prolessionagarchwes-ancl-collectionsiportico! 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 33 July 2014 14:21 
To: Planning 
Cc: Charles Leonard, Sarah Allen, Ruth Jackson, Robert Cane, Mick Farrant, dinah 

gallop 
Su bject: Application Ref .2014/433.2/P 

For the attention of Jonathan Markwell 

The Elaine Grove & Oak Village Residents Association (EGOVRA), representing 75 households in Oak 
Village, Julia Street and Elaine Grove NWS, f irmly supports the City of London's Plamaing Application No 
2014/4332/P (and the Associated Applications, Refs:- 2014/2149/PRE, 2013/7231/P, 2014/0320P) 

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

Yours faithfully 

James Waite 
Chair 
EGOVRA 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 30 Juk 2014 12:48 
To: Planning 
Subject: REF 2014/4332E 

Dear Plamanag Committee 

R E  D a m s  on Hampstead Heath 

1 Unrea l i s t i c  Modelling: 
Tropical-type downpours have increased, but there m o o  prediction of  storms of the size envisaged to 
warrant such critical re-designing of  ponds  and pools on the Heath  Once in half a million storms is the 
rough estimate This proposal seems an over-reaction, and a waste of the huge costs involved. 

2 Despol ia t ion  of  t h e  landscapes ,  a n d  c losure  of t h e  Heath: 
Following from the above a sad and unnecessary petmanent  disfigurement of the landscapes of the Heath 
and a two  year - or more  - distuption, or even closure, of  the peaceful enjoyment of this amenity. There  will 
be more difficulty in accessing walks  and ponds for those with disabilities due to the i n s e a s e d  slopes, dykes 
and polders planned 

3 R e s e n o i r s  Act. 1975: 
This Act  does not require works  of  such a gargantuan nature to be carried out A misreading, and an over-reaction 

seems to have occurred 

4 T r e e  loss: 
160 been are to be felled N o  l This  is a conservation area 

I urge  the Planning Committee to get real and refuse this proposed work 

Yours sincerely, 
Janet S u = a n  DBE 
11 Keats Grove 
ITVG 2RN 



Gimlet 

30 My 2014 12:24 
gnsconsaltegaidardynotyloowon; Raman Zola MELLO,: 
pagatclarhstotyloowon; mike demon 
Application W a w a  201414332P. Hampfind and Itgngata chain at per* 
Hampstead Heal% London FAO Jonathan Malawi! 

D a r  Idr Idetwell 

I am widen as Chanman of the Phrearig & C o w e r e d =  Wagons Group of the Lcodcartiths & Garda, 
Trust to give the Trust'sobservations on the propceal to carry nat hood protection work i t  Hamptesi 
al respect of the Hampstead and Highgate chain of ponds 

The ponds, which we fed by streams, were created for utility and amenity, and w e d  link& 
archaeological f l e e t  as well as possessing o v a l  and ecological value al addition to that 
anpulance That carrel tom rmults Iron Imam intervention owe a long pmod, and the N S  of 
'Vermilion to date has been proportionatetothe b a t o n  and to the larrfscaph so that the m a k  wen 
Italwalistics if not, strictly speaking. *ohm's 

I am not qualified to assess whether the proposed woks are proportionate to the long-tam throb of 
ficiodmg ce not, but rny m i n d s  we that the proposed wain  area. scene respects measure D l .  dearly 
ingatant to be are  that t h e c a l m d a m s  we secure and a n  safely hold back thepnewit maw 
lavds. Any work beyond that needs the most careful consideration and ndependent ammonot, not l e t  es 
the prcpcsal ' r a h  will be physically and visually deruptne in the short arrf medima Wm, enthrall mak 
la d u n g  t o f u  appearance of the pcof s and thew suttuaduags whicblha p m g a  of lima will avanbally 
m i t a  tot not camel  minty 

T a r s  sincerely 

Chris Ewa 

C h a i r  Planing & C o w e r e d =  Wagons Group 
I n n e n  A l a i  a Gardens Trust 
Thada Island Collage 
Btimrds Peek 
Labial 2W1A28J 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject 

30 July 2014 12:03 
Manning 
Application Number 2014/4332/P 

I am objecting to the unnecessary work that it is proposed to do on the ponds in the heath on the following grounds. 

I.The corporation has not consulted independent experts. There needs to be wide consultation. Other much cheaper 
alternatives should be explored (e.g.earlv warning systems. The City of London has based its plans on unrealistic 
computer modelling. 
ii.I have been using the ponds for 32 years. During this period they have not been a cause of concern from the 
standpoint of flooding, 
Iii.The works will cause large sections of the heath to be off bounds for at least 2 years. The value of this area has 
never been greater. They provide huge health benefits for local people. 
iv.The character of the ponds will be destroyed. 
v.I suspect that the corporation have ulterior motives Ci.e.the commercialisation of the ponds and their essential 
annexation excluding poorer people like myself). The motive is commercial gain not the interests of ordinary people. 

look forward to your reply and the cessation of this dreadful and completely unnecessary plan. 

Many Thanks, 

Dr.Andreas Petzold, The Open University 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 30 DI ,  2014 11:41 
To: Planning 
Subject: Construction of dams on bucolic and pastoral Hampstead Heath 

Dear Sir/Madam, 
I understand that Y O U  have the poorer to stop those damn DAMS Co Hampstead Heath and, therefore Twill 
have the boldness to beg you to do Just that, in the light of the fact that these works will be in breach of the 
Hampstead Heath Act of 1871, id eat, unlawful and totally umaecessary Indeed, the flood that occurred in 
197 6 was  actually caused by blocked sewers 
I have profound bust ,  faith and hope that common sense grill prevail in the end Those wonderful ponds 

were given to the public IP 1871, with the undertaking that there would  b e  N O  charging N O R  enclosures 
Conclusively, they D O  N O T  belong to the City of  London Cotporation, even though they manage them IP a 
quite exemplary manner. 
Finally, m a y  I put it to you  that there may be a conflict of  interest between the engineering finn and the City 
of London Corporation? I believe that the Chairman of  the Hampstead and Heath  Society, namely Mark 
Hutchinson, is going for a p d i c i a l  review in october. I have no doubt at all that David  will t r iumph over the 
giant Goliath For your infonnation, David was only a shepherd without a sword and armour, he had only 
stones as weapon and won Alea aacta est Wha t  a wonderful biblical tale! 

With m y  thanks in anticipation fot reading m y  comments full of  wisdom and rationality. 

With m y  best regal ds 

Nicole Chat let 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject 

30 luly 2014 11:17 
Planning 
application no: 2014/4332/P 

I oppose the dams on Hampstead Heath ponds. 

M y  objections are because: 

• the risk assessment is oat o f  all inoportion to the reality of t i te risks- I live right on top o f  the river 
Fleet, down hill imam the ponds. I expect than my house would he affected i f  flooding where to 
happen in extreme circumstances, however I is are necessam. After the 
incredibly wet wintem we [Dive just had, we didn't get flooded, the ponds were fine, everyone else's 
houses were fine. 

• I don't want to see the mature trees and established wild cut downer  disturbed - The Heath is a 
green lung for London, and maintains a delicate balance in nature, i f  you disturb one area, you don't 
know what oi ler t  it wi l l  have on the whole o f  the Heath ecosystem. 

• The dams are to be concrete which is a toxic substance with no ability to biodegrade, the proposed 
dams are too massive and inappropriate for their suiroundings. 

• the MO ney could be better spent 
• Disrupting the pond swimmers - toelose the ponds for 2 years is a very poor exchange for mitigating 

the risk o r  I/400,00 when the ponds are keeping people healthy right now. Lots o f  the pond 
ssritntocru are elderly, it is very good for them to walk out to the ponds, breath the fresh air and 
ssv i t n ' i f  ponds Etre shut you are risking their wellbeing and putting pressure on the Health 

Please Earn down the planning request for these dams. Keep the Heath safe froin badly considered schemes. 
Thank you 
l'amsin 

I am,m (*Mk 

38 York Rice 
Dartmouth Park 
London NW5 Slit 



GantetMatthias 

Mao 

Crude  Cambay 

Dear Camden Planning Doan wren.. 
We should M a  to protest in the strongest possible terms to the proposed d a l  engineering works to the 
ponds on Hampstead Heath. The viability study is del e a s e  in the following respects. 

It does not assume any * v a g u e  period; 

I t  does no t  model alternative solutions such as Investment in an early warning system and the sat ing up of 
• sinking fund w i th  the balance of  monks  to provide lo t  remediatioo worldinsucance. 

The d e n s e r  f a n a t i c  for  Witch this solution is offered ca remote one. There are many other potential 
c a n t e r s  o f  similar inapt i tude and it does not appear that their likebhood has been evaluated in 
comparison to t hb  one. 

I t  does not appear that the residents ol Kentish 'town have beers asked to express a New on w h e n *  they 
r a h  t o  be afforded the brotect ion being offered by this Solution'. o r  whether they m d h t  prefer the 
funds t o  be p a  to other use. 

She loss o f  over 160 trees would be extremely detrimental t o  the much treasured environment 
of  teed Heath and would be tantamount roan  active of  publicly funded vandalism 

The two year cloture of  areas ol the Heath would deprive the public of a much needed amenity lo t  an 
unacceptable length of lime. 

Sincerely. 
Pat and u n c e  Blackstone 
95 SNP 

South H i d d e n  • South Hill Paris N w 3  • immv.1611slders.crigatit • adminehlffsides.orguk 

You method this message because you are subscribed to Me Googie droops *South Hilistden- rood. 
To umutoalbo horn this group and stop reteNtogemaits from It. send an email to 
gsgaMiddwitansubscribeithitowlemixicacorn. 
▪ P a g f 0 f I l l e  W O W  send email to soinisNikidenarataelearouos cons 
W M *  group at Oncramounut000le.ronVarouo/soonhillskterj 
For more n a n o  S t  hrtoollirouosiooele.com/O/ootota. 



G e n t e t ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 00 July 2014 10:02 
To: Planning 
Subject: Proposed work on Hampstead Heath reference 2014/4332/P 

J a m  opposed to the work  proposed by Camden Council Not only will it disfigure the Heath in the short-if 
will change its appearance in the long-term and give it a much  more  municipal feel 

The giant storm that the works are expected to protect the Heath  from will do much  damage elsewhere in 
Camden It would be a better w a y  to spend limited resources to protect the lives of residents and the 
buildings they dwell in, rather than tamper with the Heath 

Olivia Climbs 
(regular walker on the Heath) 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 23 July 2014 10:56 
To: Planning 
Subject: Planning application Hampstead Heath needs to be REJECTED 

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

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

2. Unrealistic modelling: 
> models f or a giant storm with a 1 in 400 000 year probability 

> assumes no warning and no emergency services 

3. Disfigurement of Heath 
landscape: 
> new and unnaturalhuge earthworks and excabat ons at Catchpt and Model Boating Pond 

> concrete walls at Menis Bathing Pond and Highgate No 1 Pond 

4. Tree loss: 
> ober 160 trees to be felled; 

> large tree loss at Stock Pond to create giant spillway 

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

> closure of bathing ponds, 

> heaby engineering plant and thousands of HGV mobements, 

> damage to wildlire. 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 30 July 2014 11:04 
To: Planning 
Cc: Markwell, Jonathan 
Subject: Objection to the Heath Pond Project 

Greetings 

As a local resident I would like to object to the proposed grounds on the grounds of the damage 
they will inflict on the Heath, its use and beauty. From what  I understand such major works are an 
overkill, plus do we really have the spare money to plough into this project? Are there not more 
pressing and worthy projects, such as in schools, hospitals etc where this money might be better 
used? 

Claudia Nielsen 
38 Denning Rd, N M  1SU 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 30 July 2014 11:49 
To: Planning 
Su bject: Application Number 2014/4332/P 

Dear Council members, 
Please go down in history as the ones who saved this precious and unique environment - imagine in 20 years 
if ith not there? It is really the beginning of  the end of  what  remains of our wonderful city. A n n  swimmer 
of many many  years at the ponds  I am prepared to do anything to stop this madness 

m a t h  you 

F i o n a  Cunningham-Reid 
18 K e r s l e y  Street, 
L o n d o n  SVV11 4PT 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 30 July 2014 12:22 
To: Heath and Hampstead Society 
Cc: Planning, Jonathan Markwell@camden goy 
Su bject: Re Dams Objection 

London, 30 July, 2014 
I would like to extend to you  my objection to the dams that have been proposed. I live in 
NAV3 and feel that the proposals will destroy an historical and beautiful area as well as being 
expensive, unrealistic and time consuming. London needs to keep it's green spaces. There 
will be many trees felled. Hundreds and hundreds o f  people every day use the Heath as 
relief 5'om the stress o f  noise and work. CC Siegfried, 29 Daleham Gardens, London 
NAV3 5BY 



G e n t e t ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 
To: Planning, Markwell, Jonathan 
Su bject: Planning Application 2014/4332/P Heath Dams 

Categories: Orange Category 

To Jonathan Markwell,  Development Control Team, London Borough of  Camden 

Re  Planning Application 2014/4332/P Heath Dams 

Please do not in any w a y  discount this objection because it is almost a copy of  some of the Heath  and 
Hampstead Society objections as well as some others I completely support all of the Heath and Hampstead 
Society objections 

I wish  to object to the application on the following grounds 

1. Legality 
Reservoirs Act  1975 does legally not require works to b e  canned out on this huge scale 

2 Unrealistic modelling 
models for a giant storm w i t h a l  in 400,000 year probability, 

assumes no warning and n o  emergency services 

3 Disfigurement of  Heath  landscape 

n e w  and unnatural huge earthworks and excavations at Catchpit and Model  Boating Pond, 

concrete walls at M e n ' s  Bathing Pond and Highgate N o  1 Pond 

4 Tree loss 

over 160 trees to b e  felled, 

large tree loss at Stock Pond to create giant spillway. 

S. Closure and distuption 
2 years of works requiring closure of  popular parts of the Heath, 

closure of bathing ponds, 

heavy engineering plant and thousands of  H G V  movements, 

damage to wildlife 

Your sincerely 

David Burnett 

Fairmoft 
Vale of  Health 
London NV/3 IAN 





Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 30 July 2014 22:34 
To: Planning 
Cc: Markwell, Jona than 
Subject: Objection to the planning application to raim the Hampstead Heath dams 

(Reference 2014/4332/M 

Categories: Orange Category 

Dear Sir or Madam, 

P L A N N I N G  APPLICATION - to raise the Hampstead Heath dams (Reference 2014/43321P) 

I object to the proposal to raise the Hampstead Heath dams The  closure of areas of  the Heath will cause me 
great inconvenience as I have been m i n g  through the area in question every other day for 10 years The 
proposed felling of been and new earthworks and alterations to ponds will disfigure and damage the area 
and wildlife significantly. I understand that work  on this scale, wi th  aim of reducing a tiny theoretical 
risk, is wholly unnecessary and disproportionate and appears not be have been considered properly with the 
legally of  such work  disputed 

MY A D D R R I K  F O N T  FLOOR,  3 S O U T H  H I L L  P A R K  GARDENS,  NIN3 2TD 
TELEPHONE 

Yours faithfully, 

Giles Stephens 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 30 July 2014 22:45 
To: Nanning 
Subject: Application number 2014/4332/P 

Categories: Orange Category 

Dear sirs, 

I am very concerned that the decision by the City of London to proceed with very expensive; ugly; and 
disruptive dams on Hampstead Heath is based on biased and unrealistic modelling by the engineers that 
seek to benefit from the works. 

Not ALL risk needs to be removed. Risks merely need to be managed. The City of London has taken an 
unbalanced approach in dismissing more moderate solutions to flooding risk. 

Please refuse planning permission. 

Kind regards, 

Brian McDonnell 



Gentet, Matthias 

From: EIMIIIIiiiii 
Sent: 30 July 2014 23:17 
To: Planning 
Subject: Dams on hampstead Heath 

Categories: Orange Category 

Dear Sirs 
THINK before you plan 
It is a total unnecessary project you have at your fingertips, like everything else just to make 
money and destroy our beautiful heath that is forbidden to mess with 
I have been swimming in the ladies pond since I was &and am now 60 It is the most relaxing, 
marvellous, unusual , peaceful lovely place to go 
How could you even think to do something no stupid and totally uncessary. 
The world has gone insane My poor grandchildren i shudder to think what they pitiful lives will be 
when they are my age with all this health and safety and control for financial gain 
I am honestly scared And I beg you to leave this phenominal place alone forever. 
Anna Beraud 
Kentish Town NVY5 

Sent from my Pad 



Garnet Matthias 

30 My 20112316 
Fianna...) 
Maelobtk 10001114It Aaf 
I yaw. 10 400 my v0.(4.10 wry No lo me hn Dont 1”1.0 

Charge Calvary 

Hello 

I have read the proposals of the council and what the I loath and I lampstead Society 

have M A W  are the issues and concerns as to why  Ihtl..0 prOpuRalA an: tinneotssary and 
damaging to the heath. 
I am shocked at the amount o f  trees that would be felled. As a regular visitor to The 
Loath I strongly oppose this and agree very much w i th  the points staled. 

Please read the points below: 

I. Legality 
Resercoirs Act P M  don, legally not require works to be exiled out on N s  huge sale. 

2. Unrealistic modelling: 
, models for 1 giant storm with a I in MIAMI year probability. 

amumm no wattling and no emergency strikes 

3. Disfigurement of Heath landscape: 
, new and unnatural huge earthworks and excavation. at Ca l i ph  and Model Boating Pond: 

concrete walls at Mon's Bathing Pond and I lighgate No.! Pond. 

4. Tree loss: 
▪ tner 160 Irrerfis icilvd. 

. large tree 104 at Stag k Pond toc reale giant apillwa. 

5. Closure and disruption: 
▪ 2 yellTh 01 works roa rtg ( b a r e  n1 popular parts of the I loath; 



cloatne of bathing panda: 

. heavy ongineccirtg plant and thotnantho of 1.ICN mocoments. 

danmnx is. wildlifr. 

Thinkyou kw your ante 

AtIrian Priem 

Rosidont of Colders Croon 



Gentet ,  Matthias 

From: 
Sent: 00 July 2014 20:18 
To: Planning, jonathen markwell@camden goy uk 
Su bject: HAMPSTEAD ponds Project objection 

Categories: Orange Category 

Dear sir/madam, 
lam writng to object to the proposed Hampsted ponds project 
I believe that with a 1:400,000 chance of flooding it is unnecessary especially as we do have 
emergency services and weather forcasters 

It does not legally have to be done 

t w i l l  destroy the beauty of the heath 
Requires the removal of 160 trees unnecessarily. 
It will require the movement of 1000's of heavy goods vechiles through the streets causing 
unnessary disruption in local streets as well as the heath 

It will affect peoples access to the ponds and paths for exercise for a long t ime when it is not 
necessary. 
I believe the benifits of this project are oubveighed by the personal, environmental costs 
Irene Moloney 10 wi l loughby rd NVY3 1SA 



GentetMatthias 

SO key 2014 17 36 
Kenna 

Finning R a n a *  201A/43120 

D o w  [away 

Tao ealtla to r a t a  my shag coaectee TO the proposal to met  cars an the Hanwlead mew. pen:, 

I S M W S  n e w &  Is Its Flea far 40 years troika my deg twice oily every ear far way,  of those 
years. X ant h e a r  with a the ands end thee meter Wet( regrass of the mason and paw.' a wrathy 
In 40 yeana r a i l  Nears beldam of so coned 'Nodal at South End Groan thou? 30 yews ago a d  to my 
knowledge that teasattrfadad to ear read dna matianance Much. had the draw been a i r .  a i d  1St 
waded the swa m a w  of i s ,  w a r ,  is, gad ~ M a c  * a t  weed at I S  Gran, adjacent to Hwarlad 

S l a w  No Sgriffsett Swam e s  awed by tette water, it awed the soya day that it appeared and 
then has been is repeat a l a s  ance. 

Weirs jert werged from n o t  the wettest winters an reseed Irate there was no H a i n ,  from the 
Havpstead Heath f e l t  Fanateed Heat Sightedy wet awl the pads wet S t  a t  a Hearne 
warred s• M R  * m a n e d  to 

The Walt So beautiful pal of Laden, enjoyed by traw and not Wet the local Homprlad a d  laglarle 
m a i m .  I said prefer eat it we rat blighted by two years of Mary bating and angina:a rang in the 
creation of eyesore dans. catructla the w a n e  V a n  At a yeafeseicael Solari I t  The ecosystem en 
the Heat and worry for the d e f l a t e  impa that such an elaborate ananeerine project a l  heree ce the 
cashew esA plants that ahabit The Heath with us. There So nth dandy of Waite it and wand the 
p a t  sad Heath is a have old sheeld be w a d e d  ea a l l  The was M r  a low e a s e  of insect 
a d  bid  life es well as proving shelter and S a s  far II0Ty of the smallswami s. Dorawa the e r a  will 
Wage the ecoastes for awe yeas Mewing the depowre of engineers and thelr Mary plat and It ireat 
reran a d a t  re to haw keg the area will talrn to m o w .  The beattihissoriess v s .  wst Swear be kW 
Ions. 

This sthwra Said be propay risk m a m a  end careful considerotien Wen to s a t  eranases 
boated nek asernent mill w a y  illuelvate that there le no case for dawning. In my New It is sowdelaue 
that it l w  been awed to progress this fat M a  It should clearly h a  Wady been &Wined on the rands 
of saw evidence h a s  fact Micah% eery neared need far dawn 

I shad hope Hut the prepwal is rejected aid the Heath ponds visa and ecology cos be left sastated 
for the w a w a  of NO,INIL 

N - 7 7  
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6.1 Ounlioyne Road 
London aiW32YY 

30 Jul 2014 

Camden Komi.% laciannicm 

applItsileo 2014,4332P 
1 annulling to yen as a buddies's) resident of Camden and m a  of Ille heath ni object b i l k  of 
LOIldolet N3111%1118 Appliamion to conivuct huge dam n Nth n i.ays are netaled M I es n lx 
event of .  massive soma Thai type adman's I. predicted In happen only ORO; in 400.00a 

The ages Ono include felling trees and initsahe dams u Inch o dotal Ow longue and natural 
beauty of die enactment 

I tmdeoaand that independent operls iteommend that don ste 01144 Mid:. in pilled hone and 
cw. In I I*  ‘,C1101 miner on word 11 2013 there were no problem Min. the damn 

So I %Thad WC WU lib 411,froCI lo this applieatko. I blue only Ai mien Inca> an you n ill Alai: 
shady had all the detailed arguments 10111 linovfledpeabk people. 

Yours oncotely 

lama Richardoin 



E N G L I S H  HERITAGE 

l à  Jonathan MuteM 
London E l a t u r  of 
T a w  Hat 
Camden Town HO Exlemon. 
AMIN 
Canden. 
London. 
WC1H 8ND 

Deer Mr Merleeoll 

Your Rat 2014/433LP 

Ow Ref: 0.014226 

Con Sandy Kidd 
Dliact DIM:0207 973 3215 
Ernst w a r  kaeambn 

wasps ag us 

30July 2014 

TOWN 8 COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1990 (AS AMENDED) 
NATIONAL PLANNING POLICY FRAMEWORK 2012 

14ampabied and Highgate chains of ponds. Hampstead Heath . London 
Proposed englimedng works to me Hampstead and Higligaro chains of ponds 
conexishe darn t a n g  at Mode (Boating Pond (2.5m) and Mood Bathing Pond 
( I n )  new wells along dem awe  to haves@ the height of the dams Al Men's 
& W m  Pond (1m) end M t g e *  M a l  Pond (1.25m). a 0.19m hero abng pan 
of the crest at Harnprdeed Na2  Pond a new Rood stomp dem (5 6 J  lithe 
calcnpit aret  grass-tined seaways S moil pond& dein a n t  restoration. pond 
enlargement at Model Boating Pona a replacement cheming mom Waling at 
Ladies Bathing Pond and associated landscaping heeled &salon and cle-ating. 

This application is accompanied by an Etwfromnental Statement 

Recommend A m h a r a .  olsai 04ollbefg5 

Thank wiu tor your consultation doled 00July 2014. 

The Greats, London Arshasological Advisory Service (GLJuklit provides 
archaeological advice to boroughs In accordance YAW the Nations Planning Policy 
Framewock and GLAAS Charier. 

The above planning appillusnon whew affects a honing° asset of archancgoeicai 
interest or hes in an area where such assets are expected 

n OM WINO 4...40)0 
ovvr.0,11.16•MAIrpt 0.1.• 
s x  re. aro.. aro. aearo aeheit 



The National Planning Polio/ FrenleVajfk (Section 12) and the London Plan (2011 
P0NW 1.8) eMphaslee Mat the conservation of archaeological Interest '11 n material 
consideration in the planning process. Paragraph 12804 the NPPF says that 
apple:arta shoukl submit desk-based a s s e s s m e n t  and where appn3prlala 
undertake field evaluation. to desoibe the sigreicance of hadlags w a i t s  and how 
they would be + W e d  by the proposed clevelopmmt. Thls W o m e n  should be 
supplied to inform the planarig decision. If plannly consent is granted paragraph 
141 01 the 1WPF ears that applicants should be required to record and advance 
undenlardrap of the elmillicance of any heritage atoms to b o o s t  (wisely or In 
part) and to make MIS evidence publicly available. 

The apple:odor, p e w e e s  terlensrve gromoworks affecting and wound the 
Hampstead and leginate Chains of ponds which were constructed between the 
1711. and 19th caduries as pen Of Me water supply wdrestruclure for Landon. The 
ponds are extant landscape features of sAfteent Malefic interest to manse 
COnSideralkin a s  undesIgneted 'tentage assets and are also of archaeological 
interest as. the flatlet:on and Management of LondoKs miter supply Is 
merrgn.sed as a research ohtective .n Me research tram/stork for London 
archaeology 0002 ;  En911311 Homage has produced guidance on 'Moats. Ponds 
and Ornamental l a k e s  in the Historic Environment' (2011) which e m p h s l i e n  that 
man-mndo water Oodles display historic and archaeological keenest In relation to 
thee shape end pronto of the feature- Sediment and structures within land 
relationsMp to the surrounding area Oft Salting). 

The applicant's Envkonmental Statement Includes a thorough and helpful desk. 
based assessment which has been supplemented by obseivatlon of geotechnical 
test pits I do however have reservations about the assessment of aluntacance of 
ai led on the Model Boating Pond (Apnea& 9.3) where there will b e e  noticeable 
change to the shape of the pond and Its eunoundhlgs on its western side. There Is 
no evident orecedem for en island within either chain of ponds s o  kardllang the 
new eland a s  a positive boffin to the heritage asset appears unjustifiable. It 
should surety he assessed as minor or even moderate adverse Impact. Would 
n o t  he prefer/Mtn to redact* the impact by removing the Wand from the design? 

With inference to archaeological Interest provision needs to be made for reaming 
the extant arid historic form and structures of and as/iodated with the ponds. 
including !natures which may be revealed by toe works. The ES Suggest. a 
'watching brier and this would Indeed be an appropriate response kw many Melee 
aStxtugh for some works it may be preferable to undertake Mal irweedgetions 
ahead of works - for example where historic tinctures such a s  stoke* May be 
present. 1 therehre recommend that Me archaeological mitigation a k i n  for a 
rather wider range rit responses including Mal and full excavation or present/4bn in-situ 

of s igncant  structural rattiest.. These measures would be eel out kw the 
Witten scheme of invesligetker. 

There is also potential for the discovery 01 earlier buried archaeological remains. 
most likely of prehistoric date, indicated by the presence 00 510 Heath of a 
schedubd Bronze Age hirrtwr and a major MeeOlilhiC Settlement site Mhoogh the 

i w u I t . s i O i M w  Ifs 141.CellitSt 1 0 • 0 0 4  I< tt. 
.14npow OM W I N O  4 . 0 . 0 1 0  , 1 4  X01 

• • • • . . 0 0 0 .  0,1•4 
.40,1,0•01.0•OrP......”0001.0.4.1.140.614.00.100,00” 
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geeleChnIcal Investlgatbn did not discover any such roman's its scope was MO 
Nailed l a  completely reliable conclusions to be drawn 

Appraisal of this application using the Greeter London Historic Environment 
Retard and Inlonnaion submMed with the eppliCabOn indicates that the 
development sand F101 Caton Sufficient Meng,  Madly reheat of planning 
Permission provided that a condition le ganged to mourn an invikeigatiOn to be 
undedaken to advance understemang. T i e  erchaoolog cal internal should be 
conserved by Machine a condltMel as follows: 

Hedges assets ol arthaeologlai M i n e  we erpwled to sieves on the 
site. The planning suihonly althea to secure the pioworm or appropnele 
imm000logwel tneeelgeliC41. Wining the publication of feti.,S. in 
iiecoldanOe with Section 1204 the NM* 

Condos,. no devekoxnent shall Mkt  dale° Unle the 0 0 0 0 0 M  (01 their h e n  MO 
sucoessnis I ,  Ida?. lois convect he (MplarnenOlO011011 a PfectiOnnall 01 
arflumokstkel ovesbeation in :1•0104410410) wen a Wrilien Scheme of 
invevsa min alien 'U.S been submitted by IhellOVICOM and 
sei imp by the tcal planning fitstIserly No devekcillaill Shall I n a  PSC* 
nese INN In OCCOM811111 with the Wong.. Schemeal invintMilitiOn. 

InfOnnetivel yawn scheme of Imeniganon need lo be premed it 
'ohnienisd hy • S W *  W a l l e d  WahleOlOgleal WWI I ° .  in army:Lines? 

we. English Heritage Giesler London Ascliseology guidelines It must on 
a t : d e a d  by the planning aultionly before any omelet ilevileaMent rthated 
it:Away MOM. 

It is rearnmentiorl lhai tile archaeOlOgiCal rialdwOrk should Comprise of Mo 
following: 

Redesign 

Consent intense Mendel to OW 140:10 Ofellen Pond I i  Iwiasee changes mis 
VASCO 10 mete olsiontoonis Sal 

Horton:. Landscape Survey 
b a n e  Penman* * t r e y  uses Nsionc mop. dOeufnentery Ond fold survey In 
Isixiscepo In lay  01 *Mr lo i d e a *  S lums al h o w  * r e a m *  ono no. iris hargiory 0 me Me 
wittilmos to ilecimap• < M i n i  l i e  utcalyisat c i 8.444*.eni to Sotto a &mop 
ilioitson La/escape wwww is orevani to inclivarmis :soh citimmot p o u n d  imilsomes anO 
11,30110,!Ort C LIWAC•IMI Kith all es o a s e s  bat system Piney anode m o w s ,  moiWY 
ill .iiJ.sicei.15iS ceteleaddi• 
Women horn coning sidarnsecw in INS cam an inimmiso w p m °  to Ounily POO] ingteneete 
1st 'own of lie 0 rids. embinkinion cleinels and MAW.  onle, lo e n v  unclostirid Wet 
deionament.ine amnion This Viotti be kaad io m o n g o l ° ,  of Slow g i w i d  lawn 

wsneentgivuel linCellOWA0•0014 (<11151 
.14npow OM WINO 4 . 0 . 0 1 0  ,14 X01 

••••..000. ftr.elrpt 
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EVIthietion 

s e d u r . e s y c e i  f i n e  ewaustoon m w e e n  e v a r s a y f i s c h e c t k  * a w n . *  it s y n i t e n t  tenses 
e r e  r e n e w '  O n e  * n e g r o  it t o o  a f a r  twor a w n s .  * A i w i t  g a m y  dna posovsnon 
ereaute.r •  m.ty r e a m  c a t  or m o m  l e e m o w n  oboonomo on the o w n  of the w e  ono 4* 
erchseect.ez.e pole t e a l  It e a  " J o n a h  nclude excavation*" t e a  v e n d e e  A M i d  w e u e s o n  moat 
w e  t r a m  ter •Kb m f a m  • p r a y  b o n a  i r r e . d e h a n w e a n  lelluietOn1 MA Can MSC be 
requmed so t e m p s  m o p e s .  w e e p y  S e  p s m e w o n  nes  a w n  venue 

C o m t e  l e e  c s u m e l l a i  10 M U S S  i n k  S o f  nemplelan MpurelatenIS In S e a  ol M a t e  SubsOnts 
SemSethiely W O W S  peCteldaalti 

BSI 

A w e a l t h y  beef s w e a r  the picecitve i invorre .ent  e t h  m e  ellmibifteMel o r o w w w w i s  bo pants 
i tweetiselen end m o s e y  ol l e a n s  ol woleeologmbi  M P S .  esesde M e  / m e m o  A Subtle 

m e l l M e l e i c a n a r c e n c s u m n g e m e m s  l a  " r e a m  m a r o w n e •  w e  w e d  to b e  Wan 
The w a r e *  a b s  • report end watt 

Oelleeen1 M o a b  a l  see the% M e l  s •  t o  need b b e  spect isd 101 W a i l s  u p s ,  of woundoceeks 

'tandem 

T h e  a • d m e O l O g i t e l  mit igat ion Set Out a b o v e  shou ld  b e  Spool:et :  in a single, W. Men 
S a t e d *  ol  Iiiveslembexer :end repee tnee led  a n d  reporter: a s  a -  'Mecca:me bluely 0 INl 
w a l e  supply  pestles. ( S e w  m i n a m s  0 p r e s s - l e  m u " !  hese b e  . e p o r e d  seeeeneiem-OIM101TS 

t o '  p . t o c  e n g e g e m a n t  s l I M N I  be considered] a n d  FIX,01110, a i lXi  Where 
aPPrOprem 

P l e a s e  d o  n o t  h e a t h e r s 1 0  C o n t a c t  m e  sho:Jid y o u  r e q u i r e  f u r t h e r  i n f o r m a t i o n  or 
a s s e t : n o t  I w o u l d  b e  g r a t e f u l  to  h e  k e p i  i n f o r m e d  o f  t h e  p r o g r e s s  or the 
i l lppreat i  on 

P l e a s e  n o t e  t h a t  t h i s  r e s p o n s e  r e : a t e s  s o l e l y  to  a r c h a e o l o g i c a l  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s .  If 

n e c e s s a r y .  E r . g l i s h  H e r b a g e ' s  D e v e k > p m e n t  M a n a g e m e n t  o r  b i e r o n c  P l a c e s  teams 
s h o : f i d  t o  c o n s o l e d  s e p e r a t e v y  r e g a r d i n g  s t a t u t o r y  matters. 

Y o u r s  sincerely 

/ 

S a n d y  Kidd 

A r c h a e o l o g y  Advisor 
G r e a t e r  L o n d o n  Arcineolookal Advisory 
N a t i o n a l  P l a n n i n g  a n d  Conservation: London 

I W s . I . O J I C  1 4 5 5  . S " -  i s l e 0 . k a u 1 0 5 . 0 %  t e m  It. 
r o o t a n  CPO W I  K M  40 •04 !  X01 

evar.000.3/4...It Cult 
. . . P . C . . '  oar 
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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 


