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1.0  Site Description and Physical Features 

1.1 Location  
Kings Pond is situated in close proximity to Alton Town centre (Grid Ref: SU72293945). The site is bounded 
by Ashdell Road to the south east, Waterside Court flats, built in 1989 off Paper Mill Lane to the north east 
and the Watercress Line Heritage Steam Railway to the north west. The area of the site is approximately 
4.1 ha.  
 

 

1.2 Ownership 
The site is owned by Alton Town Council, purchased in several lots in 1960s and 1970s from the National 
Health Service and W J Jackson (Victoria Foundry). 

1.3 Other Rights 
Access to ‘Kings Pond Bungalows’ below the railway embankment is via the surfaced track to the north of 
Kings Pond. This track off Ashdell Road also provides access to the pond for visitors. There are three 
properties on Ashdell Road which back onto the site. There are no public rights of way on site although 
there is access on foot around the pond as a public open space. 

1.4 Designations 
The land is not identified as falling within any international or national ecologically designations. However 
it has been designated as ‘local green space’ where development will not be permitted unless under very 
special circumstances. The underlying philosophy behind the first management Plant to the pond was “a 
piece of countryside in the town where native species are favoured over cultivars. 

1.5 Geology and Topography  
Kings Pond lies in the River Wey Valley at around 90m above sea level at the headwaters of the northern 
branch of the River Wey which crosses two other Alton Town Council open spaces at Will Hall Meadow 
(source) and Flood Meadows. 
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The bedrock is lower or grey marly chalk of the Cretaceous period deposited some 90 million years ago 
which outcrops in places on site. This is the Zigzag Formation which is poorly drained and it overlies the 
West Melbury Marly Chalk Formation. Originally there would have been a central strip of Recent River 
Alluvium (before the creation of the pond) and likely some River Terrace Gravel but this has been removed 
with reworking of the site and covered by pond dredgings in the twentieth century. Dredgings from the 
pond in 1996/7 underlie the main grassy area.  

 

1.6 Hydrology  
King’s Pond is currently an online water body at the highest point in the river that could support a water 
mill. Originally there was a simple corn mill with a small mill pond like others down the river but in the late 
eighteenth century a paper mill was established with more sets of mill wheels and there was a need for a 
larger pond so this was enlarged. Through the nineteenth century with the expansion of the paper mill as a 
large industrial site the pond was enlarged again. An 1870 OS map shows the pond at its current size and 
also the railway embankment built alongside in 1865. The railway works necessitated some culverting of 
the River Wey from the brewery site under the railway. 

Spring water from the Windmill Hill aquifer enters the river opposite the dell at the base of the bank and 
can also be seen welling up in the marshy town end of the pond, bed-fed and this strengthens the water 
supply to the pond. Whilst the River Wey has been known (circa 1989) to dry up from the source, through 
Flood Meadow and the brewery site, it has not dried up below King’s Pond. The Wey Springs pumping 
station near Will Hall Meadow was shut down in 2003 as it proved unsustainable with Alton’s population of 
2,000 in 1800 rising to 16,000 in 2009 and Alton’s water now comes from a deep borehole in the chalk at 
Lasham. 

The River Wey flows into the pond via a culvert under the railway embankment in the south west corner of 
the site and exits the pond via an Environment Agency (EA) Gauging Weir at the north east end of the site. 
There are thought to be several springs on site within the lake bed.   

The EA Gauging Weir structure where the river exits the pond comprises of a simple fixed plate system 
with the level of the pond dictated by the height of the top board. The Environment Agency have a flow 
and level gauging station situated at the weir with water levels constantly monitored and sent to the EA 
River Laboratory at Reading. 
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There are various surface water drains exiting near the culvert under the railway line from the adjoining 
highway system and the three properties situated on Ashdell Road. The surface water drainage for the 3 
properties is directed by pipes under the fence that drain onto the pedestrian path around the pond. 

The source of the River Wey rises at Will Hall Meadow 1.5km away from Kings Pond. The River Wey is a 
chalk stream and of great ecological importance on a European and National level. Due to the 
impoundment of the river, Kings Pond acts as a natural silt trap for sediment travelling downstream from 
its source. Surface runoff from Ashdell Road and the King’s View development on the hillside opposite 
follows kerb lines and makes its way to the pond causing erosion of ground and the bank as well as 
transporting silt and pollutants off the road surface to the pond.  Droppings of Canada Geese and other 
wildfowl on the pathways also add to the nutrient pollution of the pond 

1.7 Soils and Vegetation  
Situated in the floodplain the Kings Pond site is dominated by soils which overlay the chalk and are mostly 
river alluvium, some clays and loamy soils. 

Various emergent macrophytes have been identified around the margins of the pond including yellow flag 
iris, water figwort, sedges and water mint. However submerged macrophytes (waterweeds) are absent due 
to the high population of water fowl at the pond. Blanket weed, a green filamentous alga (Spirogyra) grows 
on the bottom and in summer with high water temperatures, low water levels and high nutrients it reaches 
maximum growth and detaches and floats towards the weir. Mute Swans and diving birds like Coots feed 
on it. 

Groups of shrubs and trees are present. Species identified include ash, Crack, Weeping, Grey and Goat 
willow, common alder, hawthorn, sycamore, holly, elm and horse chestnut. No veteran or trees or trees 
with TPO status have been identified. The area is not within a designated Conservation Area in planning 
terms. A few plantings around the car park include one Turkey oak and Whitebeam. The majority of trees 
and shrubs on site are self-sown 

Grassland areas on site are limited and of little botanical interest and common daisy and meadow 
buttercup have been identified which is to be expected of amenity grassland. There is also Common 
Knapweed, Creeping and Spear Thistles, Yarrow, Hogweed, Cow Parsley and some Lady’s Smock that 
provide valuable nectar sources for insects. The centre and the sloped bank by the pond also support 
Cowslips, Ox-eye Daisies and Musk Mallow. Historically mowing has been avoided in this area for a couple 
of months after the Cowslips have seeded as the leaves make food to put into the underground storage 
organs for flowers the following spring. 

1.8 Fauna  
A number of bird species were noted including wren, finches, tits and wetland species such as mallard, 
moorhen, coot, kingfisher, grey heron, swan, Tufted duck, Canada goose and little grebe. In winter circa 60 
Black-headed Gulls arrive to overwinter. (See Appendix B) 

Five species of bat have been previously recorded; Common and Soprano Pipistrelles, Daubenton’s, Brown 
Long-eared and Serotine Bats along with hedgehog and water shrew. Other mammals are a few Grey 
Squirrels, Bank Voles, Brown Rats, occasionally Mink, whilst an Otter was killed on Ashdell Road in recent 
years. 

Slow worms, grass snakes, common frog and toad have been previously identified and noted. Frogs 
occasionally lay eggs but they and the adults are predated, the latter by Grey Herons that have established 
a small heronry on the islands. Some unwanted pet Red-eared terrapins have been released into the pond 
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and can be seen basking on fallen trees and although these are unlikely to breed, they have a potential 
lifespan of 30 years and are non-native to Britain. 

There are a number of fish species which inhabit the pond including common and mirror carp, roach, pike 
and ‘minor species’ including bullhead, minnow, stickleback and stoneloach. Ornamental fish species such 
as goldfish have also been recorded.  

No scientific invertebrate surveys have been carried out but Alton Natural History Society hold details of a 
number of casual surveys on record. There are regular reports on wildlife at King’s Pond in the Annual 
Report of the Alton Natural History Society. The Town Council organised a Bioblitz at King’s Pond in June 
2020 reported on in the Annual Report of the Alton Natural History Society 2020.1 

Water quality – with the high nutrient level in the pond there is a potential risk of toxic cyanobacteria. 
Eutrophicated water exits the pond into the River Wey as evidenced by the algal growth in the exit 
channels in Waterside Court 

The Environment Agency measure water quality of the river systems in England. Each is given an overall 
ecological status, which may be one of five levels: high, good, moderate, poor and bad. There are several 
components that are used to determine this, including biological status, which looks at the quantity and 
varieties of invertebrates, angiosperms and fish. Chemical status, which compares the concentrations of 
various chemicals against known safe concentrations, is rated good or fail. 

Water quality of North Wey at Alton in 2019: 

Section Ecological 
Status 

Chemical 
Status 

Overall 
Status 

North Wey at Alton Moderate Fail  Moderate 
 

North Wey at Alton Attributes: 

 

North Wey at Alton Waterbody Map: 

 
1 The Bioblitz Field Study Data can be found at  http://www.alton.gov.uk/_UserFiles/Files/Bio-
Blitz%20data/KingsPondBioBlitz26Jun2021.pdf  
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1.9 History  
There has been a corn mill at this site since Domesday which might have involved a small mill pond but the 
rest of the site was a wet meadow with the River Wey meandering through, as shown on old maps of Alton 
1666 and the meadow area now occupied by the pond was called Mill Moor, so the pond is not of natural 
origin. This is the highest part of the northern Wey to have an adequate water flow to support a corn mill. 
By the eighteenth century a paper mill was set up alongside and this necessitated the digging out of the 
pond to provide adequate headwater for all year use. It was a heavily industrial site that continued with 
paper milling until the early twentieth century, but after closure was used to house prisoners of war during 
WW1. Whilst the mill was working a considerable amount of silt would have been washed downstream 
when water was let out through the mill. Dredging has been a constant feature every 30 years. For more 
information on the history of the site please see Appendix  

The pond and surrounding land were purchased by Alton Urban District Council during the 1960s & 1970s 
and is now owned by Alton Town Council. The paper mill building was used by Beacon Packaging until 
destroyed by fire in 1983 when the land was sold to Wimpy for redevelopment. The paper mill site was 
redeveloped in 1989 to create the Waterside Court flats. 

While the site clearly has a historic interest, there are no Scheduled Ancient Monuments or known 
archaeological features on site.  

1.10 Public Access and Use 
The site has no official public footpaths or bridleways but the site is open the public and there is a tarmac 
and hard standing path system running around the pond.  

Pedestrian access is available from the south west end of the pond via Turk Street/Ashdell Road at the 
railway bridge where there is a currently an informal unused tarmac area. This tarmac area near the bridge 
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was the site of some cottages demolished circa 1960s. It it currently used as a parking area for ATC and 
Watercress Line maintenance staff.  

Pedestrian access is also available from Waterside Court. There is a tarmac car park which is accessed from 
Ashdell Road for visitors with vehicles to use.  

Various signage and information boards have been installed providing members of the public with a 
description of the area.   

No fishing or boating is allowed at Kings Pond to avoid conflict with water fowl and the general public. 

1.11 Past Management  
1.11.1 Management Plans 

The first management plan was written by Dr June Chatfield OBE in 1985 based on guidance by the 
Hampshire Ecologist David Lloyd. This was revised in 1996 prior to the dredging of the pond (October 1996-
March 1997) and then subsequently by the then Alton Town Clerk.  

The previous version of this plan was drafted by Footprint Ecology2 and approved by Alton Town Council in 
2017, which included a five-year action plan. This 2022 version of the plan and it associated actions update 
the previous document, following a full review. 

1.11.2 General maintenance 

General maintenance including grass cutting and litter bin emptying is carried out by Alton Town Council 
staff.  The Town Council arrange for regular inspections of the trees for Health and Safety 

1.11.3 Dredging 

Due to the impoundment caused by the damming of the river the pond acts as a natural silt trap as the 
sediment load carried in the water settles out in slower flows. Being a headwater stream the discharge and 
velocity regularly changes. The pond has been dredged twice in the past in order to reduce silt levels within 
the pond.  

The Council dredged the pond in the early 1970s on acquiring the site and again some 25 years later in 
1996. Over 25 years have passed and this would need doing again. Dredging every 25 years is a 
prohibitively expensive ongoing outlay. The 1900 OS 6inch map shows only the small island, the large 
island having been created later following dredging because of the expense and difficulty of getting the 
dredged material off site. This issue was explored again during the preparation for the 1996 dredging when 
arisings from the dredging operations were used on site on the islands within the pond and to create new 
areas of bank. 

1.11.4 Canada Geese 

Annual egg oiling is carried out under licence provided by the Department of Environment, Food and Rural 
Affairs (DEFRA) under Section 16 (1) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981, in order to control the 
resident breeding Canada goose population. Egg oiling prevents the eggs from hatching but without 
encouraging the birds to re-lay, if the eggs were simply removed. The methodology was a result of 
consultation with the RSPCA Wildlife Department, the Wildfowl and Wetland Trust and The London Lakes 

 
2 King’s Pond Management Plan – written by John Underhill-Day & Chris Panter – Footprint Ecology 2017 available at 
http://www.alton.gov.uk/Kings_Pond_6330.aspx  
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Project, as well as the booklet by DETR “Management of Canada Geese” based on university research on 
their life cycles.” 

2.0    Objectives and Actions 

2.1     PRIMARY ACTION – Feasibility Study & Improvement of Water Quality and Biological Condition of  
           Kings Pond and the River Wey 
 
2.1.2 Background 

The River Wey is a chalk stream which flows though Kings Pond. Chalk streams are of international 
ecological importance with 85% of these being located in the UK. Chalk streams are groundwater fed and 
they generally have exceptional water quality, clear, pure water of a constant low temperature from 
groundwater source which combined with their gravel bed provides perfect conditions for a diverse range 
of different plants species, invertebrates, reptiles and fish. Stream Water Crowfoot, a chalk stream 
specialist waterweed grows in the cress beds at Flood Meadow and the River Wey by Costa Coffee in the 
High Street and in the former brewery grounds. The stretch of the river under the Ashdell railway bridge is 
too shaded for it but it turns up again near the confluence with the Caker Stream at Mill Lane downstream 
from the pond. 

The presence of the Kings Pond impoundment dramatically affects the character of the River Wey. 
Impoundments resulting in on-line ponds have a significant impact on the watercourse and the species 
which use it. Firstly, they act as barriers preventing fish from being able to swim upstream to their 
spawning grounds, thereby disrupting their lifecycles. This is one of the main reasons why the North Wey is 
currently failing to reach good ecological status as required by the Water Framework Directive (WFD). 

As the river enters the pond, water flow is slowed and silt is deposited in the pond. Water in the pond, with 
a large surface area, is warmed in summer when the water levels drop giving enhanced heating from the 
sun in shallow water. Seasonal changes in the water level is a constant factor. The presence of large 
numbers of waterfowl and introduced benthic feeding fish result in increased nutrient levels, greater 
turbidity and a reduction of aquatic macrophytes and invertebrates. This warmed and nutrient rich water 
then exits the pond and flows back into the chalk stream, changing the ecology for a variable distance 
downstream from the constant low temperature and low nutrient levels associated with the chalk 
groundwater springs from which the river upstream is derived. 

Prior to the 1996 dredging, the late 1980 and early 1990s was a period of Low Flow in chalk streams and 
the subject of the Halcrow Report which June Chatfield contributed to working with their biological 
consultants. At that time and even now (2022) with shallow water in the pond in summer coupled with 
high nutrient levels in the water from bottom dwelling fish (carp and roach) and droppings from the high 
population of waterfowl through public feeding, rafts of yellow-green blanket weed (Spirogyra) accumulate 
at the weir and are raked out. The weed normally grows on the bottom where it is eaten by diving birds 
like Coot and Swans but on shallow heated water it enters a different phase of growth producing spore-like 
structures to enable it to survive drought. Its growth is promoted by high nutrients, high temperatures and 
high levels of sunlight. Whilst seasonal changes are natural and cannot be controlled, high nutrients need 
to be tackled3  

 

 
3 (see The London Lakes Project, 1994). 
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2.1.3 Proposal 

In consultation with the Environment Agency (See Appendix A) , it is recommended that the Management 
Plan for the site gives strong consideration to the removal of the pond in its current form and re-profiling 
the river to greatly improving the ecological benefits, should it be feasible. The surrounding land would be 
wet meadow with the River Wey meandering through and landscaped to incorporate pondscapes and 
wetlands to accommodate differing public interests should a feasibility study support this (Works Prog Ref 
PA02). 

The Priority action is therefore: 

 To appoint of a river restoration consultant to investigate and undertake a feasibility study and 
options report for the recommendation highlighted below that would include concept 
drawings/designs, Environment Agency consultation and approval, public consultation, structural 
reports of the weir structure, flood modelling and hydraulic calculations for various options 
(Works Prog Ref PA01). 

 

2.2 SECONDARY ACTION Reduce Silt and Nutrient Input  
 
2.2.1 Background 

Low invertebrate and macrophyte diversity is a direct reflection of the poor ecological status of Kings Pond 
caused by ever increasing silt levels and nutrient loading. Local nutrient loading input includes wildfowl 
faeces, food used to feed the wildfowl, bank erosion caused by public, dogs, wildfowl, wave action and 
local run off from roads, grassland and adjoining properties.    

Macrophytes (large waterweeds) stand little chance of survival with the current population of waterfowl at 
the pond. This has been the case since the late 1970s when there was a resident population of about 100 
Mallard ducks, a pair of Mute Swan and smaller numbers of Coot. Since the 1990s Canada Geese have 
established at the pond as residents with a potential breeding population of 30 birds (at one time there 
were 11 nests) and additional non-breeders that are around in late summer to late autumn to feed and 
roost on the island. 

2.2.2 Proposal  

If the feasibility study recommended in 2.1 (Primary action) does not support pond re-profiling then there 
are several short-term options that would need to be considered in relation to siltation and the associated 
nutrient build up. It must be recognised that these are short term solutions and would be a recurring cost 
should the action in 2.1 not be pursued. (Either not supported by the public or not feasible)  

 Mechanically remove silt (dredge) in order to reduce levels. Arisings can be used in the creation of 
islands, new sections of bank and to repair eroded bank edges (Works Prog Ref RS01). 

 Continue to educate members of the public about the adverse effects of feeding wildfowl (Works 
Prog Ref RS02). 

 Carry out survey of bank erosion and areas of need of immediate repair (Works Prog Ref RS03). See 
section 2.6.  

 Locate and redirect highways surface water drains and outlets from adjoining properties (Works 
Prog Ref RS04). 

 Consider the removal of a number of the Canada Geese from the site, either through culling, 
translocation or any other option identified to reduce the population and reduce nutrient loading.  
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2.3 Maintain Existing Tree and Shrub Cover  
The existing trees and shrubs provide cover and habitat for wildlife. The woodland surrounding Kings Pond 
consists of mature and semi-mature trees together with an understory of native shrub species. With 
climate change bringing hotter summers, trees provide welcome shade and relief from high temperatures 
for both humans and wildlife. 

Maintenance recommendations: 

 Any trees that have suffered physical damage or have died should be felled where they pose a risk 
to public safety, with selected large felled dead wood remaining on site as valuable deadwood 
habitat to support invertebrates and other wildlife (Works Prog Ref TS01). 

 Any newly planted trees should be watered as necessary to aid establishment (Works Prog Ref 
TS03).  

 Newly planted trees to be native species which only occur locally. 
 All non-emergency tree works to be carried out outside of the bird nesting season (March to 

August). 
 To carry out tree surveys in accordance with the existing Town Council Non-Financial Risk 

Assessment and strategy for maintenance, new planting and long-term replacement (Works Prog 
Ref TS04). 

 The understory should be maintained to encourage development of dense, bushy structure by 
planting of hazel, hawthorn, holly and blackthorn (Works Prog Ref TS05).  

 Management of ivy to include some removal from mature trees to prevent ‘strangulation.’ Ivy is to 
be retained on some trees to benefit wildlife. Ground growing Ivy is to be removed in order to 
encourage native woodland ground fauna (Works Prog Ref TS06).  

 Marginal aquatic planting to stabilise bank erosion has been tried before and failed. Perhaps use 
soft-engineering of hurdles but it is not long-term. (Work Prog Ref TS07). 

 Tree clearance near the inlet to be undertaken in order to create a 60:40 light/shade ratio in order 
to encourage macrophyte growth within channel (Works Prog Ref TS08). 

 Periodic coppicing of willows on the island and removal of any large fallen trees within the pond, 
where they affect river flow. This should be carried out sympathetically to maintain tree cover but 
allowing branches to overhang the water’s edge to provide nesting sites for aquatic birds (TS09).     

2.4 Manage Existing Amenity Grassland   
Without sensitive management, grasslands soon become invaded by vigorous plants and grasses that can 
overwhelm what is vital habitat for birds, invertebrates and animals.  

Cutting is an effective method of managing grassland because the timing, area and height of the cut can be 
easily adapted to suit the site.  

In most situations, June or July (Spring/summer cut) is the best time for cutting, with a further cut in 
September/October (Autumn/winter cut) often being beneficial. However, cutting times can be varied to 
suit local conditions. A spring cut (Works Prog Ref AG01) knocks back thistles and vigorous grasses that can 
sometimes take hold during the winter. While an autumn cut allows the grassland plants more opportunity 
to flower and set seed (Works Prog Ref AG02 & AG03).  

Mowing the entire site in one go can remove a valuable food source for insects and birds. It is therefore 
good practice to leave some areas uncut to overwinter (Works Prog Ref AG04 & AG05). The best way to do 
this is to either cut the grassland in sections at varying times or, if you have room, to cut the edges of the 
grassland on rotation. In recent years the grass has been allowed to grow in the spring on the sloping bank 
by the pond and by the Ashdell Bungalows to allow the growth of Ladies Smock, an attractive spring flower 
and one of the host plants for egg-laying and growth of caterpillars of the Orange Tip butterfly. The Cow 
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Parsley and Hogweed in the bank are visited by a range of insects, all helping biodiversity and pollination 
services. 

It is very important to rake off and remove the clippings after cutting. High nutrient levels in the grass arise 
from the spreading of pond dredgings, the droppings of the dense populations of geese and these days 
coming down with rain from nitrogen oxides in air pollution from vehicle exhausts and agriculture. A low 
nutrient grassland (good for wild flowers) is not really feasible, but the process is slowed down by taking 
off the risings and composting them offsite as cuttings can smother delicate plants and increase fertility 
which encourages rank growth at the expense of wildflowers. If clippings are left to dry for a few days after 
cutting, flowers can shed any ripe seed and insects are able to make their escape.  

Undesirable species will need to be controlled, ideally “weeds” such as ragwort will need to be removed by 
hand pulling.  

Growth of the “amenity” grassland area, located on the upper slope, should be monitored through the 
growing season and cut and/or strimmed as required to maintain a defined space for utilising the picnic 
benches. 

2.5 Conservation Area 
A conservation area is to be considered in an area identified near the path at the south west end of the 
pond. The conservation areas should be periodically managed but minimum human interference is 
required.  

It is recommended that this area is sympathetically fenced to prevent access from visitors and dogs which 
will allow wildlife to flourish (Works Prog Ref CA01).  Fencing should consist of 50mm x 50mm 
polypropylene fencing tensioned across chestnut posts (please see picture below). 

 

There are already marsh tolerant trees in this area around the pond, the grey and goat willows are self-
sown, the alders and crack willows planted. Regular maintenance of any trees in this area will need to 
monitored and maintained as detailed in Works Prog Ref TS01 & TS04. 

An experimental wildflower area has also recently been planted opposite the long feeding station on the 
railway line side of the pond alongside two piles of logs which have been left in situ as bug and insect 
habitats. The wildflower planting should be monitored to evaluate the suitability of the planting, with 
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further sowing adjusted accordingly. Management of this area should be undertaken in-line with the 
actions listed in 2.4.  

2.6 Maintenance and Improvement of Existing Footpaths and Access 
Access points and paths across the site need to be maintained in a safe and useable condition.  

Consideration could be given to create a pollinator garden, with raised beds to provide an attractive 
gateway feature to the site with a ‘Wey Walk’ archway, similar to the recently installed arch at the Flood 
Meadows and as proposed for the Rivermead Development on the former Brewery Site. 

An alternate option may be to re-instate the car parking area on Turk Street/Ashdell Road for disabled 
visitors to the park. This would require re-surfacing and clear parking bays to be marked. Access to Wey 
Walk will need to be kept clear. Due to the location of the entrance to the proposed car parking area it is 
recommended a traffic survey should be undertaken to ensure public safety.   

There are various areas of bank edge that require attention due to erosion caused by pedestrians, dogs, 
wildfowl and natural processes such as wind/wave action. It is recommended that these areas are repaired 
using a semi-soft approach such as timber revetment which would be backfilled, compacted and 
appropriately planted.  

In order to maintain the appearance of tidy, clean hard surfaces the following actions should be 
undertaken: 

 Removal of litter (Works Prog Ref FP01) 
 Removal of grit, mud, leaf litter and plant debris (Works Prog Ref FP02) 
 Removal of weeds (Works Prog Ref FP03) 
 Inspection of any defects and potential dangers (Works Prog Ref FP04) 
 Ensure all surfaces are safe to walk on during cold weather events (Works Prog Ref FP05) 

2.7 Maintain Signage and Interpretation 
Signage and information boards have already been installed providing valuable educational information 
about the site. It is important that: 

 Signs and information boards are maintained (Works Prog Ref SI01). 
 Remind owners to keep dogs on leads and under close control at the pond.  
 Ensure life buoys are available near the waters edge in the event of an emergency.  
 Ensure signs indicates that wildfowl should only be fed at designated feeding stations on the water 

and why this is important. 
 Ensure people and dogs to not enter the water.  

2.8 Maintain Liaison with Organisations, Individuals and Community Groups  
It is important to liaise with official bodies, organisations, individuals and community groups to ensure this 
important local amenity is managed as effectively as possible. The following guidelines should be adhered 
to: 

 Liaise with Alton Town Council to plan, finance and carry out management and any urgent works 
that may be required (Works Prog Ref LO01).  

 Regular liaison between local community groups and Alton Town Council to encourage local 
engagement (Works Prog Ref LO02). 

 It is strongly recommended that Alton Town Council and local community groups should work 
together as one when improving the pond and surrounding landscape. Whilst opinions can be 
diverse, factual knowledge should be the guide.  
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 Liaise with the Environment Agency and the Wey Valley Catchment Landscape Partnership to 
improve the quality of water (Works Prog Ref LO03).  

 Record incidents of anti-social behaviour and vandalism to the Police and any incidence involving 
the death of wildfowl to DEFRA (Works Prog Ref LO04).  

 Maintain contact with local natural history groups and individual experts for management advice 
(Works Prog Ref LO05).  

2.9 Carry Out Statutory Duties as Site Owner 
Alton Town Council are obliged to meet their statutory obligations to: 

 Carry out regular health and safety checks (Works Prog Ref SD01)  
 Obtain all statutory consents and approvals necessary for carrying out management work (Works 

Prog Ref SD02). 

3.0        Works Programme 
PRIORITY ACTION  - Improve WQ and Biological Condition of Waterbody  
Task  Frequency  2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 
PA01 N/A X X X   
PA02 N/A    X X 
Reduce Silt and Nutrient Input 
Task  Frequency  2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 
RS01 As appropriate  X    
RS02 As appropriate X X X X X 
RS03 When necessary  X X X X X 
RS04 As appropriate X     
Maintain Existing Tree and Shrub Cover 
Task  Frequency  2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 
TS01 Annual  X X X X X 
TS02 Annual  X X X X X 
TS03 Annual  X X X X X 
TS04 Annual  X X X X X 
TS05 Annual  X X X X X 
TS06 Annual  X X X X X 
TS07 Bi-Annual  X  X  X 
TS08 Bi-Annual X  X  X 
TS08 Bi-Annual X  X  X 
Manage Existing Amenity Grassland   
Task  Frequency  2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 
AG01 Spring/Summer Cut – Entire site  X X X X X 
AG02 Autumn/Winter Cut – North west and south east quarter  X  X  X 
AG03 Autumn/Winter Cut – North east and south west quarter   X  X  
AG04 Overwinter- North west and south east quarter   X  X  
AG05 Overwinter – North east and south west quarter X  X  X 
AG04 Autumn and Spring X X X X X 
Conservation Area 
Task  Frequency  2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 
CA01 Check fencing every 3 months for defects X X X X X 
Maintenance and Improvement of Existing Footpaths and Bridges 
Task  Frequency  2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 
FP01 As appropriate X X X X X 
FP02 As appropriate X X X X X 
FP03 Monthly  X X X X X 
FP04 Annual X X X X X 
FP05 Annual X X X X X 
Maintain Signage and Interpretation 
Task  Frequency  2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 
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SI01 Annual X X X X X 
Maintain Liaison with Organisations, Individuals and Community Groups 
Task  Frequency  2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 
LO01 Annual/s necessary  X X X X X 
LO02 Monthly X X X X X 
LO03 As appropriate  X X X X X 
LO04 As appropriate X X X X X 
LO05 As appropriate X X X X X 
Carry Out Statutory Duties as Site Owner 
Task  Frequency  2022 2023 2024 2025 2026 
SD01 Annual  X X X X X 
SD02 As appropriate  X X X X X 

4.0        Indicative Costing  

4.1 Feasibility Study & Improvement of Water Quality and Biological Condition of Kings Pond and the 
River Wey 

4.1a Feasibility Study  
Topographic Survey (Including equipment hire) = £1300.00 (+VAT) 

Silt Survey = £600.00 (+VAT) 

Sediment Analysis = £1,950.00 (+VAT) 

Utilities Search = £450.00 (+VAT) 

Project Document Writing (Including prioritisation report) = £900.00 (+VAT) 

Estimation of Construction Costs and Material Re-Use = £450.00 (+VAT) 

Design (including map purchase) = £1395.00 (+VAT) 

WFD Compliance Assessment = £450.00 (+VAT) 

Hydrological and Hydraulic Modelling = £6000.00 (+VAT) 

Meetings and Consultations = £450.00 (+VAT) 

Environmental Permit Application = £1200.00 (+VAT) 

Environmental Permit Liaison = £450.00 (+VAT) 

TOTAL = £15,595.00 (+VAT) 

4.1b Improvement of Water Quality and Biological Condition of Kings Pond and the River Wey 
Pond Re-profiling Works (Depending on outcome of feasibility study and Environment Agency Approval)  

TOTAL = £225,000.00 (+VAT) 

4.2 Reduce Silt and Nutrient Input 

4.2a Mechanical Removal of Silt  
Silt Survey = £600.00 (+VAT) 

Sediment Analysis = £1,950.00 (+VAT) 

Utilities Search = £450.00 (+VAT) 

Topographic Survey (Including equipment hire) = £1300.00 (+VAT) 
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Design (including map purchase) = £1395.00 (+VAT) 

Environmental Permit Application = £1452.00 (+VAT) 

Environmental Permit Liaison = £450.00 (+VAT) 

Dredging (Assuming arisings to be used on site) = £20.00 (+VAT) per m3 = £192,560 (based on m3 removed 
during last dredging in 1996)  

Materials for Bank Repair (to create revetments for arisings re-use) =£400.00 (+VAT) per linear meter = 
£60,000 ( based on 150m indicative requirement) 

TOTAL = £260,157 

4.3 Conservation Area Fencing 
50mm x 3mm x 1m black polypropylene netting tensioned across chestnut posts.  

Materials = £15.00 (+VAT) per linear meter 

Labour = £850.00 (+VAT) per day 

4.4 Maintenance and Improvement of Existing Footpaths and Access 
Gateway Feature – ‘Weyside Walk’ archway = £15,000.00 - £20,000.00 (+VAT) 

4.5 General Maintenance 
Alton Town Council will carry out all routine maintenance as detailed in the works programme in 
accordance with annual budgets. 

 

5.0       Plates 

  
Plate 1 – River Wey inlet  Plate 2 – Turk Street/Ashdell Road entrance  
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Plate 3 – Proposed conservation area Plate 4 – Sluice structure & EA gauge 

  
Plate 5 – Typical erosion caused by pedestrians and wildfowl Plate 6 – Failed revetment from previous dredging operation  

  
Plate 7 – Information board at Ashdell Road vehicle entrance  Plate 8 – Course of the River Wey downstream of inlet 

  
Plate 9 – Information board and litter bin   Plate 10 – Typical hardstanding path system on site 

             
Plate 11 – Low Water level 2011 – near Ashdell Bridge Plate 12 – Canada Geese at Pond Summer 2021 
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Plate 13 – Siltation at south west end of pond Plate 14 – Proposed reedbed planting area 

  
Plate 15 – Bird feeding station 1 Plate 16 – Bird feeding station 2 (note need for bank repair) 

  
Plate 17 – Typical area of bank erosion to be repaired Plate 18 – Large willow on island to be managed 

  
Plate 19 – View of island with limited understory growth  Plate 20 – View of pond from sluice 
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6.0       Appendices 
Appendix A – Advice from the Environment Agency 
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Appendix B Document – Alton Natural History Society Annual Report 2021 

King’s Pond, Alton – Dr June Chatfield OBE 

Of the sporadic arrivals this year a Barnacle Goose was seen on 15th March at the mill end, recognised 

by its distinctive white face. It was still present on the Society’s field meeting of 1st April when it was 
joined by a single Greylag Goose. Canada Geese continue to dominate the wildfowl fauna. They returned 
to the pond as early as 5th January when 23 were seen feeding on the grass, later moving to the pond. The 
next day 31 were seen in two groups, one by the car park and the other near the river at the town end.  

On 7th January 27 were feeding on the grass at noon, most of them in pairs. On 29th January 15 were on the 
grass feeding or preening with a few standing erect on guard. The breeding season was coming under way 
and on 3rd March a pair were exploring the small island, but it was mostly submerged. The large island was 
also wet mud and much of it below water with few good dry nesting sites available so nesting was 
staggered in dates as opportunity arose. One pair were seen by the edge of the island. Twenty seven were 
feeding on the main grass on 27th March and this seems to be the resident population. By 8th April about five 
possible nests were seen, one covered in down and this could have been the nest that produced five newly 
hatched goslings on 28th April. By 7th May three family groups appeared feeding on the grass with 5 + 4 + 4 
goslings and a rise to five family groups with 8 + 5 + 4 + 3 + 1, a total; of 21 goslings, rising to 25 on 30th 

May. The family groups seemed to gather together. On the evening of 11th June at 8pm, 17 geese were 
assembled on the large island for roosting. 

Whilst the two geese (2020 brood) with the “angel wing” deformation and so flightless remained on the 
pond during December when the main population had dispersed elsewhere, on 22nd June when the2021 
goslings were well grown and getting the markings of adult plumage with the primary wing feathers 
developing, one gosling was seen with double the “angel wing” and later from the same brood another 
developed the “angel wing” in the left wing, the same as 2020. It is possible that they may have been the 
same breeding birds producing them both years, suggesting a recessive genetic cause through inbreeding, 
the latter phenomenon encouraged by uncontrolled supplementary feeding by the general public that 
make young birds reluctant to disperse to pastures new. 

By August one was experiencing the regular flights of skeins of geese flying offsite in V formation of about 
15, twice a day in early morning and again in evening. Before they take off they assemble on the pond 
making honking calls that continue as they fly off. They take off and land using the length of the pond like 
aircraft on an airport runway. 

Mute Swans started the year with the parents and cygnets left over from 2020 still in residence but 
separated from the parents and mostly confined to the mill end of the pond. They were getting white adult 
plumage but still had splotches of juvenile brown on the wings and a grey bill. By 2nd February, as the 
parents were aware of the forthcoming breeding season, they turned aggressive towards their offspring 
keeping them off the large island. The cygnets were seen on 16th February in the river beyond the large 
island. On 19th February the cob and pen, both with wings up in aggressive mode, were chasing their seven 
last year’s offspring and this continued until 3rd March. By 15th March only two juveniles remained but I was 
informed that Swan Rescue had been to take them away, but could only catch five. On 22nd March the cob 
chased one of the juveniles and both took low flight to the end of the large island, whence the cob chased 
one back again – was this its first flying lesson now the primary wing feathers were well grown? The pen 
was sitting on her nest on the island on 24th March, bringing five cygnets to feed on the grass on 16th May: 
these retreated under the protection of her outspread wings when disturbed by people walking by on what 
was probably their first outing. By 1st June the two parents were seen on the grass by the seat near King’s 
Pond Bungalows and footpath to Waterside 

Court but with only one cygnet, and again on 2nd and 9th June. It appeared from dog walkers that the 2021 
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cygnets had gone one by one over a week: was otter or mink the culprit? The trio remained together as a 
family group and on 7th September, when the single cygnet was well grown, the three were upending by 
the weir feeding on filamentous alga from the bottom of the pond. Swans normally feed on waterweeds but 
such growth does not stand a chance of surviving with the current wildfowl population giving only algae.  

Late morning on 18th October there was a loud flapping sound as swans and cygnet flew low the length of 
the pond– first flying lesson? 

Other waterfowl. The Coot bred well, some making raft nests just off the banks of the pond, usually where 
there were overhanging willows or Alder for protection. A Coot was seen sitting on its raft nest on 4th April 
with two young chicks appearing (with red heads) and rising to 6 by 19th April. As the season progressed 
the well grown young were frequently seen diving for filamentous alga by the weir. Moorhen also continue 
to thrive and breed well and are, unlike the Coot, usually active under the bankside bushes not venturing 
to the middle of the pond, but coming to the main grass to feed. 

Tufted Duck were present (both sexes) from the beginning of the year with four male and three female seen 
on 14th January, all diving down in unison. They were still around in April. On 6th January I counted 60 
Mallard but far more males than females. By 16th February the males were fighting over possession of 
females and some males (the losers) had bald chests noticeable against the dark chestnut fronts. There were 
a number of polyandrous groups. Early in the year Mallards were seen sitting in the morning sun on the 
grass by the car park, but later in the year, as on 27th July, they tended to site themselves under the shade of 
the trees by the car park in short grass. Ducklings were seen on the pond on 9th June in broods of 6, 4 and 9. 

Little Grebe were a continuous presence on the pond and were seen in courtship and frequently diving. 
However their offspring had a short life. Grey Heron continued to breed with four nests in the willows on 
the large island. On 23rd February a Grey Heron was seen by one of the nests. On 24th March a loud clacking 
noise was heard from the large island, signifying that heron chicks had hatched but there was still a chill 
wind. During the Society’s field meeting on 1st April herons were on or in nests on the large island and a 
pair seen by a nest on the small island. As they nest in trees, herons are less affected by flooding of the 
island compared with geese and ducks. Loud clacking continued from the large island on 8th April and to 
young were seen in a nest. On 10th June the clacking was audible from my drive opposite in Ashdell Road!  

By 19th July the young were about full size and starting to explore: in the evening at 10.20pm at dusk I saw a 
young heron walk down my drive at the same time as a Hedgehog walked up. 

Black-headed Gulls continue as regular winter visitors with a count of 57 on 6th January divided in numbers 
between the fallen tree and the centre of the pond. The first one seen with a black head of the summer 
plumage was on 23rd February. By 23rd March three gulls were seen, all without the black heads. Two Lesser 
Blackbacked Gulls were seen in February and one on 15th March. 

Other records 

House Sparrows continue to be heard chirping noisily from hedges in the Public gardens, Alton and at in 
the cypress hedge at King’s Pond. They are less evident in the open than they oncewere before the decline. 
Red Kite continue to soar over the area: one was flying over Alton station at 11.45am on 20th May and two 
were noted soaring over the lane leading to Charity Farm, Noar Hill, Selborne on 16th April. Little Egret is 
well established and frequently one is seen in the River Wey by The Lamports off Paper Mill Lane, Alton as 
on 14th April, an overcast and cold day when one in the river was put up as I walked past. They almost 
seem to be adopting the kick sampling technique of river recorders to liberate Freshwater Shrimps! One 
was seen perched on a tree at the edge of King’s Pond at 9.30am on 7th September and this could have been 
the one commonly seen in the river downstream from the pond. On the Society’s fungus foray at Chawton 
Park Wood, Medstead in October a Nuthatch was seen pecking around a dead birch trunk and 
photographed by Louise Fletcher. 
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Appendix  C Document – Kings Pond as an on-line Pond – Dr June Chatfield OBE 

King’s Pond as online pond 

Since the eighteenth-century King’s Pond, Alton has been an on-line pond with the River Wey entering near the 
brewery end and exiting at the weir by the site of the former papermill. It is generally acknowledged that on-line 
ponds are difficult to manage (Environment Agency and Credit Valley Conservation Canada www.creditvalleyca.ca). 
Downsides are:  

 Silt build up due to slow flow of water compared with a river 
 Build-up of nutrients from silt, water fowl and fish which encourages algal bloom as well as restricted 

biodiversity of pond and effects on river downstream (e.g. filamentous alga Cladophora) 
 Change in temperature regime as ground water brings warmth to the pond in winter 
 Restricts natural movement of native river fish 
 Dredging is only a short-term solution as we have seen at King’s Pond (1967 and 1996) 

There are three types of ponds:  

On-line where a river or stream enters at one end, flows through the pond and exits at the other 

Bypass where there is limited connection to a river (e.g. the fishing pond in Mill Lane and balancing pond in Omega 
Park, Alton) 

Off-line where the river is separated from the pond but this is not without management requirement 

Ponds are naturally part of plant succession to marsh and wet woodland – a hydrosere which progresses until a 
natural controlling factor or human management intervene to create a subsere. 

The water emerging from King’s Pond has an effect on river water downstream due to the high nutrient level but 
fortunately some of this is diluted by the numerous spring sources along the river through to Holybourne. I have 
been monitoring the wildlife at the Newman Lane steps since about 1995 and there have been changes that need 
analysing – some were due to pollution incidents but others less easy to detect may relate to King’s Pond nutrients. 

When dealing with the management of King’s Pond it needs to be done in the context of the whole river system 
from source to Haw Bridge, Holybourne. The Wey Valley Catchment Partnership has put in brushwood to speed up 
the flow for bed self-cleansing and provide habitats for invertebrates that eat and shred up dead leaves as the 
detritivore food chain in an attempt to improve the river in Flood Meadow and behind the station below King’s 
Pond. The aim is to get more of the Wey to good ecological status compliant with the EU Water Framework 
Directive that we need to bring into our own legislation eventually. 

A knowledge of King’s Pond, its origin and functioning is an essential to plan for the future. It is not easy or 
inexpensive in a pond of this size. 

History from commercial milling to amenity: evidence from maps and documents. Old large scale Ordnance Survey 
maps are in the Library and Curtis Museum. Apart from a fulling mill (Orps Mill) demolished in construction of the 
railway line, the King’s Mill and Anstey Popham Mill (off Mill Lane), both owned by the Lamport family, are the 
highest place upstream where the water supply was reliable enough to run corn mills that go back to medieval 
times. The river has had a long history of human manipulation. The paper mill started in the mid eighteenth century, 
initially 2 vat alongside a corn mill but the paper side was greatly expanded and under the tenant miller William King 
from 1780 to 1796 the pond was expanded to its present dimensions before being taken over by the Spicer family 
who held it until 1908 when it closed with the business being transferred to Kent (they blamed the poor rail service 
of a minor branch line for this!). Milling ceased in 1908 and the machinery was sold in 1913. The buildings were used 
to house prisoners of war during 1914-1918, the site was sold in 1919. The half of the site alongside the railway line 
came into the possession of the Alton Battery Company and they were bought out by W J Jackson of the Victoria 
Foundry  about 1958, who then lived in the King’s Pond bungalow, while land on the other side (including the former 
Ashdell Cottage – now replaced by 3 bungalows 23-27 Ashdell Road) was part of Ashdell House and Park set up by 
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Frederick Crowley, brewer, then to Guy Ferrand (renamed Morland Hall) came in mid-1920s into the possession of 
Sir Henry Gauvain medical superintendent of the Lord Mayor Treloar Hospital where we set up his own private clinic 
for adults, ran by his daughter after he died, closing in 1953 after which Ashdell Park and clinic came into the hands 
of the National Health Service. They sold in the 1970s when Alton Town Council bought the land around King’s Pond 
but allowed the former retired hospital administrator and his wife to live in Ashdell Cottage for life. The cottage site 
was sold by ATC for development when Mrs Caine died, but they retained the footpath and hedge adjacent to the 
pond. 

Functioning of the pond 

It served as a corn mill with paper milling starting alongside in the mid eighteenth century and greatly expanded for 
paper during the early nineteenth century. Apart from the small island of willows shown as a tree clump, the large 
island does not appear on any OS map up to 1969 (from surveys a few years before). It would appear that the pond 
was self-cleansing with water released in the mill race flushing out silt when the mill was in constant use. By the 
1940s (wartime) the pond was probably silting up. When the Alton Urban District Council purchased the pond and 
surrounding land, in several different transactions, they dredged it in the late 1960s. One of the residents in Ashdell 
Road, the late Clare Hawkins, remembered this being done and it formed her special study during teacher training at 
Winchester as a mature student. The large island would appear to have been the most practical and economical 
disposal for the dredgings. From the sale of the mill in 1919 the pond, under different ownerships was a private 
amenity with a developing silt problem but becoming a public amenity in the late 1960s.  

By the time I arrived in Alton in 1979 it was already a popular informal open space, particularly at weekends. A 
favourite feature amongst Altonians was the wildfowl population, then a resident pair of swans (dispatching their 
offspring elsewhere each March), about 100 head of mallard (as today), smaller numbers of breeding coot, moorhen, 
tufted duck and dabchick with pochard as winter visitors. Feeding the ducks (unfortunately bread) had already led to 
an overpopulation of mallards but further trouble set in during the 1990s when Canada geese started to settle 
causing conflict with the swans, and as their droppings added to pond and grass, lead to high nutrients in the water 
and silt and diminishing aquatic invertebrates. When I wrote the first Management Plan in 1984 it was estimated 
that the pond might need dredging in 10 years time. 

By the 1990s we were experiencing low flow, a phenomenon causing concern across the chalk streams in southern 
Britain, and in one year the river above King’s Pond did not flow for 18 months. Low water levels in the pond led to 
increased water temperature, concentration of nutrients and rapid growth of blanket weed alga (Spirogyra) that 
coated the bottom, then floated and there were bad smells causing complaints from the occupants of the new 
Waterside Court flats built in 1989 on the site of the former papermill. We addressed that problem initially by barley 
straw bales but also set up a King’s Pond Working party at the Town Hall that included, as well as Councillors, the 
Environment Agency, English Nature and Hampshire Wildlife Trust to advise. On a wider scale the National Rivers 
Authority commissioned a report from Halcrow consultants (whom I worked with) to investigate low flow, including 
the northern Wey. In addition to weather patterns over which we have no control, they pointed to unsustainable 
water abstraction from the source of the river at Weysprings pumping station in New Odiham Road as an important 
part of the problem and set water engineers to find a solution. It was much later (2003) that, following local 
pressure, Weysprings was shut down and water brought online to Alton from a deeper aquifer at Lasham 
Waterworks with Basingstoke’s shortfall being sourced from the Thames at Bray. As with so many 
environmental/wildlife problems the causal factor is our own species creating opportunities for invasive species and 
unsustainable populations. Human education is an essential part of wildlife solutions with the message that birds are 
not toys for human gratification only. 

Pond dredging started in Autumn 1996/ Spring 1997 with the contractors Land and Water once we had secured a 
grant from the Heritage Lottery Fund (I worked with Town Clerk Colin Gay on the application). The Environment 
Agency also undertook some felling of self-sown large sycamores from the edge to give light to the large island and 
access from the bank for dredgers while a volunteer team ran by Hampshire Conservation Volunteers undertook 
some thinning of self-seeded sycamore in the wooded patch opposite the Dell following a site visit by EHDC 
Arboriculture Officer Stewart Garside. With an on-line pond and active spring input, drainage was not undertaken, 



 

25 | P a g e  
 

instead it was wet dredged in sections with spoil conveyed directly to the bunded area (present grass) from the edge 
or transported from the other side in barges. The pond was closed to the public for the duration of the work. Whilst 
the build up to dredging was characterised by low flow, from 1999 onwards we hit a period of intense rain and the 
water soon overtopped the original edging causing erosion scars on the island and redistribution of silt draining back 
in. The wildfowl did not enable a marginal vegetation to thrive both by eating the plants and by scrambling over 
them to be fed by the public. We started to address the Canada Goose problem by regular egg oiling (method advice 
from RSPCA Wildife Dept and the Wildfowl and Wetland Trust) which has limited the number of goslings, although 
volunteer help was only possible for a single oiling expedition to the island on the Town Council’s punt (that has now 
been retired). At one point we had 11 nests on the large island, each with about 7 eggs. Large islands in on-line 
ponds are a particular target for Canada Geese – they settled on the island in the Mill Lane fishing pond too.  

June Chatfield          14.10.2016 

Appendix D Report on Kings Pond BioBlitz, 26 June 2021 – Dr David Murdoch, County Dragonfly Recorder  

To Emily Messenger, Community & Events Officer, Alton Town Council  
  
Thank you for inviting me to the BioBlitz on 26 June at Kings Pond, Alton. I hope you don't mind these comments but 
the reasons are obvious......... 
 
As the County Dragonfly Recorder, the pond was a considerable disappointment as I recorded only 2 species of 
damselfly – tens of Common Blue Enallagma cyathigerum and singles of Large Red-eyed Damselfly Erythromma 
najas.  There were none of the larger dragonflies that I would have expected. This is almost certainly because of the 
huge numbers of waterfowl fouling the pond and decreasing the water quality, as well as probably eating waterweed 
or dragonfly larvae.  I am also interested in birds and butterflies.  We saw a very limited range of birds, fewer than I 
would expect in a healthy environment, and not a single butterfly.  
  
As a GP with considerable experience of Infectious Diseases, I was appalled by the huge numbers of Brown Rats 
openly feeding on food left for waterfowl. These are a major potential source of human disease.  The Town Clerk told 
me that the Town Council has tried to take action to control vermin numbers, which I would enthusiastically support, 
but some residents have deliberately prevented these measures – actions that are crassly stupid and, I hope, against 
the law.    
  
As a parent, I am sorry to say that I was disgusted by the state of the pond and environs, THE WORST I HAVE EVER 
SEEN, even having lived for years in London – and that is really saying something. We were expecting to go pond-
dipping with our young sons but the water quality made that out of the question.  With huge quantities of wildfowl 
faeces and feathers visible everywhere, and certainly rat droppings there as well, I felt that the whole site was 
unsafe.  I have great sympathies with the Council in their efforts to improve the site when a proportion of residents are 
actively trying to thwart sensible measures taken for the good of all.  Sadly it may take a serious illness or a death 
linked to the Pond to persuade the lunatic fringe to behave in a civilised manner.   
  
In conclusion, I thought King’s Pond could be a nice place for a family to visit but at present it is disgusting and a 
health hazard; I would never take my children there in its present state. It is of minimal value for its wildlife.   
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Appendix E – Kings Pond Resident Survey undertaken by Paula Langley
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