Qee- -4 on . B 4-as

Akm - olthodos | , 2.

—
NEW NORTH

LONDON
SYNAGOGUE

The Manor House, 80 East End Road, Finchley. London N3 25Y N

& 081-346 8560 wIn n'a pe

To the Chair of the Planning Committee, 5.9.93.
London Borough Of Barnet.

Re. Eruv

Dear Sir,

After giving 'the matter :a great deal of thought I_have decided
ito write "to you .asking that you consider with favour the second
. @pplication for plannrng perm1551on for an Eruv in part of the

£Ba'rnet area.

: ¢ “) §I @am rabbi wof 'the :New North Tondon Synagogue,a:Masorti ~ that is
’ .»ii:raa:l."tlonal sccommunity..We have rsome four hundred families on our
mmembership Aist,most of ‘whom 1live in Barnet. T @am therefore well
aware co:E tthe wifference. the «creation :of .an Eruv #Hn“this area
,_'wou'_'l.ﬁ make }:to Jvery many -Jewish people,myself :and, :many of my
:mongr‘ggants u’ncil.udea.. “The Eruv is a wwoncept sdeveloped .by our
mab"b:.*s tto !encour«age tthe ssharing «0of family @and fx:onunum:ty life on
~#he . Sabbath iby @llowing wcertain mecessaries ‘tto be «cartried from
wone” "p'fl:a'ce “toanother-within it. Tt would “thus? .enable Family
menibers . o attend Synagogues who, at present,/because ©f ‘their
Fidelity ‘to .Jewish law, s,are mot able to do so.TIt would «enhance

; %the;L:r .spa:r.::tual and &communal .‘1.1ves “on :our .da_y 'of :rest.
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mcannot Solain ‘to .have “T"ollowed ‘the {deba'te &vh_lchﬂj.eaﬁ ?o “the
eertion «of »ithe  First application for planning- Jpefmission as
-m:l:oseﬂy @as, :[ shou’ld thave ﬁone-EBu‘J: _r.t would appea:r tt’ha‘i: there ‘.have -
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. .:r:ega:rﬂ :for the meeds of one 'pa.rt.lcular :rel:LgJ.ous grouplng ewrthrn
U | multi—ethnic @area, even ‘though their satisfaction: -willd ‘have a .
A ’zsmaflil_ 9 zlmpac‘t on ‘the «’alvstrlct as a ‘whole, ':['he answer 'should
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ZAs I amderstand h‘t ,‘.three ,arguments :l:ue .beh:rna *the 'prev:mus Ymo™L v
: '-'E‘Jrstlyn 4f «one swcommunity:.asks.For such a privilege, ,surely
5 others willl mas well. “The response to this must be: et us ‘then

! "rconsn.der :each 'one,, @Always :with @& 'bias in favour. The overrldlng

" concern must ‘be ‘the welfare of ‘@all "the people who 1live in the

borough.

This Jeads ‘to ‘the :second argument,which is that the poles needed
‘to wcreate ‘the Eruv will be -eyesores, spoiling familiar views.
While tthe poles required should certainly be kept to an :absolute
AN minimum, they will ‘hardly stand out amongst thousands, if mot
‘tens ©of thousands, of others which are there for much more

mundane purposes.
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Furthermore, if so much can be tolerated for the material needs -
and greed - of our area, should a certain amount not be done for
its spiritual wellbeing,that is,for the wellbeing of each of the
various religious and ethnic communitiesw within it? After all,
the purpose and meaning of an Eruv is to create community: surely
that is something laudable and to be encouraged. I am an admirer
of the churches and other religious buildings in Barnet. Unlike
so much else, they do not deface the landscape, but rather mark
it with testaments to the higher values of those who live there.

The third argument advanced against the creation of an Eruv is
‘that there are indeed Jewish people who are opposed to it and
-even ‘fearful about it. Unfortunately we have been through
experiences which lend serious justification to thé feelings of
‘those Jews who want @above all not to stand out, not to be visible
in :msociety .at Jlarge. But :good relations will ultimately be

. created . ‘through :courage,tolerance .and openness,rather than

cthrough anonymity and ‘the hiding of our identity. #Nor in the past
‘has ‘the attempt ‘to keep @ low ethnic profile -ultimately saved
the ‘major part ©of .any group' from .racist or.: religious
persecutlonuOn *the contrary, the message whlch‘shodld be given
d=s-ithat dn thxqupen isociety all are free fto -express -their
beldefs and Aive jaccording ‘to their tradltlons., within*the 1imits
:meosed ;b_y ’the rrespect :for Dthers and ‘the meed :to Tive ‘together.
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I iherefore mrge the Council ‘to support the appllcatlon for
;olanning ;permission to create.an Eruv. Furthermore,T believe that
it sshould :do o mot with reluctance and a sense :0f ‘being under
pressure, but as ;part of @ cconsidered policy ¥of pluralism, .and
as @ way 0f :encouraging :the walues of ‘commun:n:.,y wand :spirituality
n:lznleﬂl‘too*materlallstlcvage. ) SR T






