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133rd year

reckoning nears

THE CONTROVERSIAL issue of whether
85 poles can be erected in Barnet streets to
form an eruv for the orthodox Jewish com-
munity will finally be decided on Wednesday
night — after 11th hour accusations and
counter-claims.

The council’s planning and research com-
mittee will consider the proposal by the
United Synagogue eruv committee to put up
poles and span them with wire to mark part
of the boundary of an eruv, or symbolically
enclosed area. Planning officers have recom-
mended that the application should be ap-
proved. )

Within the eruv, which would cover Hamp-
stead Garden Suburb, Golders Green, Hen-
don and parts of Child’s Hill, Jewish law
would be relaxed to permit Orthodox Jews to
carry keys and push prams and wheelchairs
onthe Sabbath. :

Opponents of the proposal have been col-
lecting signatures to a petition objecting 1o
the erection of the poles and wire, and claim
that by the time the committee meets they
will have collected more than 1,500 names.

They have also called into question the el-
igibility of some of the 3,400 names on. the
petition circulated by the eruv committee.
The committee has reacted angrily to this,
saying that it had carefully checked the peti-
tion, as had Barnet Council officers, who had
accepted its accuracy, :

The eruv supporters have also accused

some of their opponents of conducting a last- _

minute dirty tricks campaign, allegedly tell-

proposed. This allegation has also been angri-

ly denied.

If the proposal is approved on Wednesday
“the application may have to go back before
the public works committee because propos-
ed locations of poles have been changed
since the plan was first considered. That deci-
sion would be up to public works committee
chairman Don Goodman and officers in the
engineering department. **We never vote on
party lines on planning — every member
represents his own ward. It is an ‘understan-
ding that people consider planning ‘matters
on their planning merits,” said committee
chairman John Tiplady.

® The United Synagogue eruv commitice
has arranged a public meeting on Monday
night “as a constructive opportunity to pro-
vide information and explanation” about the
proposed eruv.

The meeting, at 7pm, is at the Golders
Green United Synagogue in Dunstan Road.,

It will take the form of a panel discussion,
the panel to include the synagogue’s Rabbi
Ivan Binstock, eruv committee chairman
David Schreiber, solicitor Edward Black and
committee member Syma Weinberg.

“There is a great deal of evidence of a lack
of understanding and information about our
proposal,” Mr Schreiber told the Ham &
High this week.

"We are very surprised that there is such
opposition from people who appear not to
understand the issues and wha do nat hava

Understanding is key to eruv

xmvsu.mmu:rmnhm
the for an erwv, a
mmmnmmum
sive than, say, the numerows tclegraph
poles -and wires belomging to British
Telecom, or the Christmas lights and dec-
orations sroand the boroegh, should stir
up somuch feeling.

As an orthodox Jew who would find an
eruv a useful facility, ail the irrational op-
position seems, initially bloody-minded. It

is tempting to feel (as many Muslims would -

{eel about not being allowed a permanent
site for a mosque) that the community does
oot accept us as & permanent religious
groupingin this country. Thatfeels very re-
Jecting,

Why do some Christisns and Jews of
other persuzsions feel s0 emotive about op-

posing the eruv? I think that one important-

{actor is that the concepts behind an eruv
are particular to Orthodox Judaism and
are not shared by Protestant Christianity
or Progressive Judaisre. Indeed, they are
some of the key issnes that led to the distine-
tion between Judsism and Christianity,
and between Orthodox and Progressive
Judaism.

These concepts are: .
© The absolute suthority of the letter of
the Law of Moses as a divine revelation.
©® The scceptance of a framework of
religious law for the faith/community, as
decided by a refigious authority.

Religious Jews who accept these con-
cepts will understand the call for an erav.

For others, who do not believe the first five-

books of the Bible are a divine code to be ap-
plied through the interpretation of a
religions authority, the eruv must seem
legalistic and (apparently) meaningjess. To
such people, accepting an eruv in the
public arena might feel like a denial of their
own belief-system, and just the sort of
thing their religious founders were spesk-
outagai
ms'l‘hh.(g‘meding. on both ddu.ngnjwﬂon
expiains, perhaps, why so m emotion
has been stirred up over a few lampposts

_ conpectedat the top by a thinstring.

Ithink that it is possible, with understan-

ding, to resolve this conlict. The key ques- -

tion is: can we feel secure enough to sc-
knowiedge and accept the existence of
other .religious groupings, with beiiefs
different, in some respects, from our gwn?
JONATHAN SAMUEL,

32 Haslemere A W4,

ANYONE may obtain a day-pass to the
British Librarv in the British Museum.

Babylonian Talmmd is om opem. acces
(Shetves 2013, Band C). .

The volume editor of Eruhin (eruvs
writes in the Introduction that grester
freedom of movement om the Ssbbath may
be achieved by one or other prescribed
rituals, of which the principal form is tesm-
ed erub(eruv), and continnes:

*“The erub consists of a specified quanti-
ty of foodstuffs deposited in a specified
place. and contributed by or on behalf of
the people concerned. Different abodes or

‘'domains are by this means regarded as

+ associated or fused into one.
In certain circumstances a croas-beam or a
side-post to form a sort of doorway to an
tsalsonecessary.” - .
ﬂfm“mm(mm
entrance to a shared courtyard, or a side-
post and a beam, or two side posts, coo-
verts this area into a shared “‘private do-
main” in which the grester freedom of
movement is permitted (Chapter 1).
vely, ‘‘one erubmay be provid-.
ed forall the town’ (bovough) if its ‘“public
domains’’ (highways 16 cubits wide) have a
side-post.or a cross-beam fixed on either
side, and if it was previously owned by one
individual (Chapter 5). So the United
swmmumw
imagination in applying, instead, for wires
suspended between poles in a part only of
the never privately owned borowgh of
Barpet.

The prescribed ritual for the ““publicdo-
mains’? {s only applicable to a town without
a wall round it (Chapter 5), so the eruv com-
mittee could choose to use its imagination
differently, by supposing that Bnrnd isa
walled town, for which partial ‘‘imaginary
boundaries’ are anyway permitted. and
posts and side-beams are not required for
the “‘public domains”.

The eruv committee should withdraw its
application and instead establish a non-
divisive Sabbath domeain, without poles
and wires on highways or other public
land, for ail who would want to wse this.

DR JEFFREY SEGALL,

I AM a young Orthodox Jewish mother
hoping soon to have the benefit of the pro-
posed eruv. I was discuscing the matter out-
side my house with a neighbour without the
same interest in the omtcome of the current
planning application. She nevertheless
agreed that it wouid be very valuable for
me and that it would therefore be un-
neighbourly to oppose it. particalarty since
it would not inconvemience her in the

Whilst we were discaming the matter,

mrdddy i fb, axti-
canvassing support for an

eruv campaign. My neighbesr refased her

support and was cowmtered by: “You

‘realise that ff you dow't sign yow’ll kave

‘them’ moving in nextto you!”’
This is what the anti-ersv movesiest s
allaboat.

FIONA RABINOWITZ,

MR SIMON'S lottor (Febwaary 12) c-itice:
ing mine (Febraary $) fs misleading. The
erection of an eruv, a permasest strac-
mn,unhrd!ybcmp-edwn:ﬂlm
ting Hill carnival. Nor are those of us sppes
ed to the applicstion Interested in
““Totalitarian ‘sxmscaess’. . .”’

What concerns us is precisely the poist
that the community s muiti-racial -snd

. muithcuitured and for a smmall mismority 0

seck to impase their will an the rest of ws is
adertisl of our freedoc.

ELIZABETHLAWRENCE,
107 Wentworth Road, NW ll__:

e R

THE MAIN probiem the proposed
eruv is that it lacks the most clermentary
- safety features. While the pro- and amti-
erwv factions argwe abost trivia, the things
that really matter are being ignoved.

For exampie, the pissned poles are not
even to be equipped with lightaing comdne-
tors — an omission which could be
disastrous. Suppose an erwv-pole was
suddenly vapocised by lightning duricg a
freak Sabbath storm. This woald com-
promise the integrity of the exuy perimeter
and, in an instant, the eruv itself wosld
cease to exist.

When an ordinary telegraph pole is
struck by lightning all that happess. is
peopie’s phomes get cut off; an erwv strike
could cut off their path to salvation. It may
be a chance in a million, but it is surely not
one worth taking.

It is a litle-known fact that the eld
children’s somg Ring a Ring o’ Roses is
about an eruv that was strack by Hghtuing.
Children link kasds in eruv-{formstiea to
sing about a pocket fufl of posies — which
were being carried on the Sabbath. The
‘‘atise0o’ represents a divine meeze (je
thunder), and we are all too (amiliar with

nothing new. The oldest one in Engiand, of

megalithic construction, is still standing om

Salishury Piain after 4,000 years,
"BRIANSIMPSON.





