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1 Bosses of I 

Heath say \ 
no to eruv ; 
HEATH PJ:anagers bavt 

£; opposed plans to create a con­
~ irovcrsial Jcwlsb rt1iglous 
_ boundary In Gold<n Greto and 
~ Hampstead Garden Suburb 
J- amid c.oncerns over pottotial 

damage toll-. • 
Lon&-standlng plans lo build 

:f a six-and-a-half mlle eru,• io 
w Baroet took another twist thl• 
'% week as the Corporation of 
Q London delh'ert:d a report to 
l Barnet Councll u.presslug 

i 
strong rcarJ abHt possible 
dumage to protected woodland. 

The study, commissioned by 
:s. Corporation chiefs two months 

•go, criticised the proposal for I 
·· 87 poks lo be ln<talled at 39 cllf. 
'51 rer~t locallons and connected 
_ by 1,100 yards or llsblng wtre. 1 ,J Th• boundary would ere••• 
~ (I an area witltl.o which Orthodox I 
f 

Jews can carry and . nsc -
7 pushchairs and° do thing;, other• 
i. >rise forbidden oo the Sabbath. 
V'\~ The pbns we.rt. given lhe I 
._'b gret.n light by Barnet Couocll 

• ) Ing that 1rees lo Wlldwood 
t last August, on tho understand· ~ 
1-- Road, which back's oo to lbc Pupils at UCS In Hampstead dashed ... . r To page 2 Wednesday morning -to watch the I 

• ot could From page 1 saods or Orthodox J•ws to Of1io~/ r! iy if, .. Heath, would not be pruned. 1be Sabbath, object.ors - who 
officiilb But eovlroomental upe.rts ban bet'b campaigning since a 
with the daim the trees would have to be pubUc lnqolrJI In 1993 - dalm 
UI they trimmed - and possibly [died - lhat the poles will lwrlngc upon 
do oot to make ,ray ror the ecnv. the penowu rights ol resldmts. 

-~ 
x,en." .It. Corporation spokesman Ellubclb Lawrence, or the 
ie Home said: ''Ibe pn,nlng or lb• trees Barnet Eruv Objectors group, 
1..1.ble to would constitute an absolute the largest eruv opponents 
ases bul contradldioa to e"l'erytbin& that IP"•P In London, said: "I am 
,pe,woa tit• managem.,,1 or .Hauupstud dcllgb!M. II is about time the 
IO Zim- Heath sta.nds tor. It Is our Corporation of London did • 

woodland.and w• doo'I want the something about the sltuaUon.'' ·ui1 ~ctocof trees to be chopl)f'd do"'1l or A spokesman !or Barnet 
tittiagton even pruned. It Is completely Council said: '-r'be. eruv ls not a 
-..:slillcd against our philosophy. cowsdl proJ•cl. It Is something ;, 
ions. "W• want lo bt S)'mpathetic It hos considered and d,.ll with 
II have to rcllgloas Dfflis but our obJec• as a planning aad blgb1nys 
1ich we tlom are •cry dear indeed. We autbor.lly. 
)f yean. are aol c:on\'ln<ed that the plans ''If the eruv committee have 
11 or the can. go ahead I.a their current problmu with uythlng undu 
n so for form without posing • risk to tbe their control, ii Is our concern 

Ines. We are now asking Bamd but problems and lssu,s arising 
Colllldl to read the report and lo other areas are for lht 
come up with a solution!' authority rtspon..<ihle to deal 

The report Is the latesl with and commtot on.."' 
attempt to block the. t:n1Y, While A spokesman for the United 

:D 
support..-s say It Is a crucbJ pro- Synagogue. Bruv Committee 

Liii
ch uld allow thou• was uoavail.•blc fo.r comm•nt. =.J 
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