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Tel: 081 4555 5404 25 Oct 1993

To: The Director of Planning, Barnet L.B.
7th Floor, Barnet House, 1255 High Road,
WHETSTONE, London N20 0F

Dear Sir
_iERUV:an APPLICATION.
I oppose the application.for ‘the following reasons.

1. Repugnancy.

"The p;oposal is repugnant'to Engllsh Constitutional Law. The
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the South—West“on a winter's afternoon, when the trees at the
back would be bare. The "Planning Appraisal” on p.46 of last
February's Report by the Planning Dept. to the Town Planning
& Research Committee refers to "dense foliage™ - but that -
argixment would applyénly in the height of Summer, & even then
would not be convincing on a sunny day. At no time of the
year would it apply to the whole 250 metre span of poles &
wire -e.g. at the Wyldes Close end where the trees are more
scattered & further back from the line of the wire (between
the 2nd, 3rd & 4th poles from the end). The :peacful illusion
.of being in the -country, so carefully :preserved over the .
éars would .be ‘destroyed. The wobjectionable @spect would be
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"There woulﬂ ‘be B pposts .at each-of these sites,; one in the
“middle wof the Toad, -carrying wires across the woad,; & @all at,
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// traffic can be justified. '
6. NATURAL JUSTICE.
Members of the Eruv Committee who are also members of the
Town Planning & Research Committee should be barred from
voting at the meeting of thelatter committeewhen it deals
with the proposdal. The rules of natural justice under the
common law governing fair decision making apply -particularly
the rule "nemo judex in causa sua” (nobody i to be a judge in his own
cause), .a ude which is NOT {imited to counts of justice.It applies to
* +the decision-making of the Planning Committee. In this particular ol
it means there must .be no suspcion of bias. Such ssuspicion
wouldclearly attach to :any member of the Eruv Committee. A
“tE mere dw"declaratlon of interest"™ by a Councillor would NOT
e be ~enough .unless "the nbjectors to the appllca'tlon walve
,':the.l:r lgh'té *to' ’Obj ectto such A counclllor “par:f: i c:L:pa'tl'ng a:n
?l:he ﬁecmlon ’PL‘EASE ”NOTE "TH.AT ’I ’DO vNOT WA‘IVE ‘MYZR'I*GHT N 'THIS






