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ABSTRACT

In view of the pressures accompanying modern life and population growth, there is
great need and importance in the preservation of historic sites, which can create balance
between the past and future and strengthen the sense of stability and cultural continuity.
This study critically analyzes plans for preservation and development of four of the
seven colonies which were founded in Palestine in the 19th century by the German
Templers who immigrated because of religious convictions. The history of the group
and their contribution to the development of Palestine are described, as are the present
condition of the colonies. Criteria for critical analysis of preservation plans which
drawn from existing laws in the modern state of Israel, international charters, and
interviews with people connected to the colonies in one way or another. The
conclusions from this analysis show that only one plan fits the criteria.

Time present and time past
Are both perhaps present in time future,
And time future contained in time past.
- T.S. Eliot, "Burnt Norton"
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION
This study is an investigation of the preservation plans of four unique
neighborhoods in Israel, which were founded by a group of people who have fascinated
scholars, architects and laymen. This is in line with the growing awareness throughout
the world of the importance of communities, sites, buildings and monuments which are
milestones marking the history of peoples and countries and is tangible evidence of their
development. But in the past, and in the present, historical sites have been under
constant threat from modern life: population pressure, increased prosperity, public
services, land speculation and motor vehicles.
Preservation is an attempt at finding the balance between the past and the
present. It strengthens cultures, environmental and social values, and enriches the
town's character, and by extension, the lives of its inhabitants by giving a sense of
stability and cultural continuity in the face of rapid urbanization.
In Israel, too, the process of urbanization has brought with it great pressure on
open spaces and sites of historical, architectural and cultural value. From the first
years of the state there has been an unrelenting press for development and construction,
together with a desire to create and renew in all aspects of the young state. This is in
keeping with the socialist spirit that prevailed for many years. As the Socialist hymn,
The Internationale, puts it: "The earth shall rise on new foundations...". This, in
addition to the urban renewal movement and the lack of awareness of the importance
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of preservation, meant that many historic sites were destroyed or altered. In the early
1970's, as a consequence of the 1964 Venice Declaration on the need for preservation
of cultural sites, sensitivity to the issue of preservation in Israel began to be manifested
in planning, the involvement of citizens' organizations and in local and national
legislation.
One group of sites which suffered from the developers' fervor and the public's
lack of awareness, was the German Colonies They were founded by members of the
Templer Movement1 in the Holy Land2 in the second half of the 19th century and early
20th century. They represent an important chapter in the history of the development of
this land. The sites of these colonies, the product of a distinct group of settlers and
culture, drew the attention of travelers to the Holy Land in the 19th century who
commented on their unique appearance and expressed their admiration for the
Templers' achievements (Salomon, 1878:109; Oliphant, 1887:285).
Their uniqueness and the role they played in the development of Palestine, has
aroused the curiosity of historians (Carmel) and geographers (Kark, Ben Artzi,
Thalmann) who have been interested in the study of the Land of Israel in the modern
era and, in particular, the development of the Jewish settlements. This academic interest
is in itself a significant reason for preserving the German Colonies.
The people who founded the Templer Colonies came to the Holy Land as a
result of religious motives. The way they planned and built the colonies, the manner
in which they went about their daily lives, developed model agriculture and industry
and managed commerce and banking, was done out of deep religious convictions. They
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believed that they should serve as a model for the local population. Religion and
ideological motives were also the driving force behind certain groups in the United
States who developed unique towns and landscapes.
One of the most prominent of these groups are the Mormons, whose towns are
characterized by a grid plan and wide streets (Joseph Smith's concept of the "Plat of
the City of Zion"). The houses are set back from the street by a fixed distance, a plan
unique to the Mormons. Agricultural activities are confined to the back yards. The
landscape is characterized by irrigation canals along the main roads, poplar trees and
open fields around the town. Barns and granaries add to the unique landscape
(Francaviglia, 1978; Gelpke, 1973).
The Amish Mennonite ("Pennsylvania Dutch") communities of southeastern
Pennsylvania are another example. These communities are distinguished by the absence
of separate church structures and by the members' plain appearance. The open
landscape is shaped by the fact that motor vehicles are not used (Sopher, 1967:45).
Bjorklund (1964) also identified another landscape shaped by religious
principles, that of the Dutch Reform communities in Michigan. This landscape is
characterized mainly by churches at the center of the settlements, with essential
commercial establishments in their vicinity. Other commercial activity is located on the
periphery. Compact tracts of land owned by church members are planned to exclude
any non-Calvinist life from the area controlled by the Dutch Reformed. Typical farming
deals with specialized types of commercial agriculture.
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These groups affected the landscape in the United States on a large scale, the
main features of which still dominate and shape the landscape in certain areas. The
Templers created a unique landscape only within the boundaries of their settlements.
They had a great influence on the early Jewish settlements and neighborhoods, and less
on the shape and pattern of the Arab communities. Today, this uniqueness is still
manifested in the built area of some of the sites.
The power of the past lies not only in the intrinsic beauty of places and objects
being preserved, but also in the identity and sense of continuity they give. Psychologists
stress the importance of identity to individuals and groups as something they must
maintain in the face of social and economic development - development that may offer
physical comfort, security and cheaper products. This may, however, be at the price
of depersonalization.
Historic towns and buildings offer a link with the past, a sense of continuity.
They are distinguishable from one another at a time when new urban development is
increasingly standardized and depersonalized (Shankland, 1979). This is particularly
true of Israel where most of the buildings, which were constructed after 1948, show a
high degree of standardization.
The new spirit of preservation in Israel has exerted tangible influence on
planning with regard to some of the German Colonies. However, in the past there was
a great deal of irreversible destruction in some of the colonies. Furthermore, in sites
where preservation plans exist, they appear to offer insufficient protection for the sites.
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In light of this situation, the objectives of this study are:
1. to document the historic significance of the Templer Colonies,
2. to document the existing preservation plans for the sites and the physical
states of preservation,
3. to assess existing plans in light of current criteria and guidelines for
preservation, and
4. to develop recommendations for further preservation.
The remainder of this thesis is divided into chapters two through eight. Chapter
2 provides an explanation of methods used in this study. Chapter 3 deals with the issue
of preservation, its concept and rationale, and its manifestation in Israel.
Chapter 4 presents the history of the Templers in the Holy Land. Chapter 5
presents the impact of the Templers on the Holy Land in all aspects of life and
development: transportation, commerce, industry, agriculture and architecture. Chapter
6 describes the state of the colonies today, their inhabitants and state of preservation.
Chapter 7 presents the findings of interviews, describes existing preservation plans
chosen for this study and sets out criteria for preservation. Chapter 8 discusses the
existing plans in light of the criteria and suggests ideas for further preservation.
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CHAPTER 2
METHODS
Archival data and focused interviews were used as primary research methods in
this study. Archival data were used to provide historical and geographical background
information, to select plans for in-depth analysis, and to define criteria for that analysis.
Personal interviews were used to collect additional background information about the
sites and plans on issues such as the evolution of the plans, present physical state of the
sites, criteria for preservation, and opinions about the existing plans.

ARCHIVAL DATA
Historical and geographical background information was gathered from literary
sources, archival documents found in state and municipal archives, and in private
collections (Appendix 1). The uniqueness of the sites and the physical features and
landscapes of the colonies during various periods was also studied through historical
aerial and ground photographs and maps found in the sources mentioned above.
Current plans dealing with the future of the colonies chosen for this study, the
attached guidelines, and additional information relating to evolution and meaning of the
plans were obtained in the course of the interviews and from municipal and regional
councils' archives. However, in some instances access to archives was not always
granted.
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FIELD STUDIES
Visits to the sites were made to obtain a better understanding of the archival
information, historical and current plans. The physical state of the sites is described in
general terms, including buildings, fences and vegetation.

INTERVIEWS
Interviews consisted of approximately one-hour-long face-to-face, "focused
discussions" (Zeisel, 1987: 137-154). They were guided by a list of questions prepared
beforehand based on archival studies (appendix 2). The interviews were tape-recorded,
notes were taken during the course of the interviews and transcripts were prepared from
the tape-recordings.
The method for choosing the people and drawing conclusions was based on the
Delphi method (Kahn and Bruce-Briggs, 1973:187). Eighteen people were chosen to be
interviewed. One person who represents the Council for Building and Settlement Sites,
and is involved in three sites in the Tel Aviv area, was interviewed separately regarding
each site. Another person, a planner, who is involved in two sites in the north, was also
interviewed separately about each site. Altogether, 21 interviews were conducted. The
people chosen for interviews represent all the sites and a variety of disciplines (Table
2.1) including:
a. planners-architects or city planners who today are or, in the past, were
connected to preservation plans for the colonies, and who have at some time been
employed by the planning departments of the relevant municipalities;
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Table 2.1: Interview by Site and Role

Site

Role of Interviewee

Preservation
Council'
Haifa
Sarona
Walhalla
Jaffa
Jerusalem
Wilhelma
Bethlehem in
the Galilee
Waldheim
Totals2

+
+
+

3

Municipal
Planning
Dept.

Municipal
Resident
Representative

Architect
Prepared
Plan

++
+

+
+
+
+
+

+
+
7

+

+

++
+

+

+
+
3

6

2

1. Council for the Preservation of Buildings and Settlement Sites
2. Total of interviewees representing this role

b. architects who prepared plans in the past or who are involved today in
the preparation of plans for the sites;
c. heads of rural villages;
d. inhabitants of rural sites who are currently involved in the
process of preservation in their villages, or were recommended by the heads of villages
as people willing to contribute to this study. Inhabitants of urban sites were not

interviewed, either because of the character of the local population, or because the
dominant body in planning and decision-making is the municipal authority;
e. representatives of the Council for the Preservation of Buildings and
Settlement Sites, a voluntary public body with parliamentary recognition and support.
Not all of those chosen for interviews live within the community in question.
Some live in big towns where the German Colony is only one neighborhood among
many, and do not always live in the neighborhood. In the rural settlements there is a
stronger tie between the inhabitants and the site and one can assume that stronger
interests and emotions are involved. This small sample of people is a cross section
which provides a starting point for further examinations.

SELECTION OF PLANS
This study deals with plans for four sites: Sarona, Walhalla, Jerusalem and
Bethlehem in the Galilee. These sites represent a variety of local conditions and plans
which were prepared in different periods. There are no plans at the present for
Wilhelma (B'nai Atarot) and Waldheim (Alonei Abba), and Jaffa is considered to be
mainly an American Colony. The plans for Haifa are also not included because access
to the archives of the municipality was not granted.

CRITERIA FOR ASSESSMENT OF THE PRESERVATION PLANS
The preservation plans are assessed by criteria which define: a historical site,
extent of preservation, and type of preservation. Criteria were drawn from the Law of
Building and Planning, Amendment 31, 1991; the Israel Charter on the Preservation of
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Buildings and Settlement Sites (1989); international conventions or charters ratified by
the corresponding professional bodies in Israel; the work of several scholars who
addressed the problem (Fitch, 1982:33-47; Laurie, 1993; Lichfield, 1986; Salamon,
1984:6-7); and criteria mentioned by interviewees.
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CHAPTER 3
PRESERVATION
CONCEPT AND RATIONALE
Preservation relates to basic values of esthetics, patriotism, history and loss. The
objective of preservation is to create an authentic, physical link with the past. It aims
to represent the periods, styles, and history that contributed to the molding of the
character of a society and nation. Preservation refers not only to the physical
preservation of the site, but also to the ideology and concepts which are important
elements in the national consciousness. Ideally, it contributes to the strengthening of
cultural and environmental values, by creating a sense of stability and continuity. "Pride
in the past is the surest foundation for confidence in the future" (Sandys, 1971).
Preservation of the built heritage means ensuring its whole and complete existence from
the point of view of materials and forms of structures and sites. This heritage includes
elements of both stationary structures and plant life - whether whole or fragmentary which were man-made or which formed the background of human activity, and which
have been recognized as having cultural value, i.e., historic, esthetic, social or
scientific value.
But preservation is never carried out in a vacuum, with carte blanche to restore
the past. It must contend with the contemporary forces of developers, traffic, land
values, population changes, politics and bureaucracy. Somehow, the preservationists
must find a balance between past and present realities.
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Decision-making regarding sites to be preserved is difficult and complicated. On
one hand, there are straight-forward criteria, which include the physical state,
economics, urban problems (transportation, infrastructure, the need for land, etc.), and,
on the other hand, there are more abstract considerations relating to factors such as
environmental quality, culture and civilization, art, tradition and heritage. There are no
objective criteria that set down unequivocally the value - or lack of value - of
neighborhoods and structures. The criteria which determine preservation or demolition
are subjective by nature, and include a complex mix of nostalgia, sentiment,
nationalism, religion, history and ethnology. Those opposed to preservation claim it
impedes development and progress for the sake of nostalgia. They claim that new
construction is faster, is less costly, demands less administrative efforts, and is more
dramatic from the political point of view. Those who support preservation appeal to the
need to preserve evidence of the past and perpetuate heritage to preserve the collective
memory. Preservation, they say, is needed to ensure the physical, historical,
continuation of the city and to create a sense of place so as to fulfill the psychological
need for identity and belonging. Preservationists maintain that it will improve the town
by creating an interesting combination between old houses and new construction and
will create economic incentives.
Nevertheless, the philosophy of preservation must also provide an answer to the
problems of economic development, to the need to involve citizens' organizations or
individuals and private and professional bodies, and to act together to improve the
environment and to respect people and their needs.
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The principles of preservation were first defined in the 19th century. There were
two schools of thought on the subject; one advocated uniformity of style and the other,
"romantic" preservation. The first school allowed major interference in order to
"correct" mistakes in style, and in order to achieve uniformity and impose aesthetic
principles held by one particular culture. As a result of the application of these
principles, many historic buildings throughout Europe were altered beyond recognition.
On the other hand, the second school of thought preached complete respect for
a monument and the way it had survived, and objected to any interference or
restoration, except for repair work. The two schools agreed that the objects to be
conserved would be only outstanding and dominant structures, for which the criteria for
restoration would be aesthetic and historic. More modest buildings, and clusters of
buildings remained unimportant for the preservationists. This view resulted from the
situation in which there was a continuation of building techniques, no drastic changes
occurred in the traditional methods of construction, and there was no fear that the
regular buildings would be lost.
Towards the end of the 19th century, foundations for the modern school of
preservation were laid. "Analytical" preservation advocates the inclusion of complete
sites and complexes, instead of single monuments. This view states that restoration
should stop where hypothesis begins. Additions are acceptable only when they do not
harm the integrity of a monument or site, and even then, it should be clear to the
observer which parts are new. According to this principle, all phases in the history of
the monument should be respected (Mintzker, 1978).
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The principles of this school form the basis for modern preservation, as a
consequence of the two world wars conservation had a wider interpretation.
After World War I people became disillusioned with the old world. They wanted
to build on its ruins a new civilization devoted to modern technology. But the sudden,
total destruction wrought by World War II created feelings of loss and nostalgia. As a
result the definition of what should be conserved was widened to include all man-made
structures and complexes, or sites which are a combination of man-made and natural
creations which have architectural, historical, scientific or aesthetic importance. Thus
the principle of preserving an entire locality was accepted. This approach also took into
account a site's social, economic and political aspects (Reilly, 1986:23).
The international community has recognized the need for preservation of cultural
resources, formalizing it in a number of international charters: The Athens Charter
(1933), The Venice Charter (1964), and The Washington Charter (1987), each of which
was adopted by the relevant professional organization (Hacohen, 1991:34).

PRESERVATION IN ISRAEL
In the State of Israel there are three laws which deal directly with preservation
of sites: The Planning and Building Law (1965), The Law of Antiquities (1978) and
The Law on National Parks, Nature Reserves and National Sites (1963).
a. The Planning and Building Law. Until 1991 the subject of site preservation
was one of many subjects dealt with in the framework of outline plans, without separate
consideration. The law stated that the purpose of an outline plan dealing with
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preservation would be defined as "protecting a building or thing that has architectural,
historical or archeological importance" (Paragraph 3(61)). The law was amended in
1991 (Amendment no.31) to enable a real estate owner, local authority or any other
body approved by the Minister of the Interior to initiate a plan for preservation of sites
(paragraph 3.) This amendment also granted authority to the Committee of Conservation
of Sites to order those who have rights to a site, to maintain it. Under certain
circumstances it also gives the local authority the right to expropriate a site slated for
presen'ation. Anyone who feels harmed by such action may request compensation.
An important addition to the amendment was paragraph 10 which states that
every local authority (municipal or regional) must nominate a committee in charge of
preservation of sites. The law specifies the members of the committee, how it will
function, and its responsibilities. "The Site Conservation Plan" was a breakthrough in
the area of preservation in Israel. It was the first time that a plan of site preservation
got preferential status over local outline plans (paragraphs 2 and 7.)
b. The Law of Antiquities - 1978. This law defines an antiquity as anything
man-made dating before the year 1700. The Minister of Education and Culture has the
right to declare as an antiquity something that was made after 1700, if it has some
historical value. No construction, changes, or agricultural activities are allowed on such
a site. The minister may expropriate the site if it needs protection or for research
c. The Law on National Parks, Nature Reserves and National Sites - 1963.3
1. National parks: The Minister of Interior has the right to declare a historical
site as a national park on condition that the place is designated for this
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purpose in an approved plan. In this way, the protection of the site and its natural
environment are achieved.
2. National sites: The Minister of Interior is authorized to declare an area as a
"national site" to prevent damage and to enable its preservation. This law is intended
to protect a defined number of sites whose history in the development of settlements in
Israel justifies the allocation of national resources for their preservation.
In addition to the above, there is the Israeli Convention for the Conservation of
Buildings and Historical Settlements (1989) which calls the public to help to ensure
that, in the landscape of the Land of Israel, there will be tangible representation of all
periods, styles and historical processes that the country went through and that affected
its character and its social and cultural development.
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CHAPTER 4
THE TEMPLERS: ORIGIN AND HISTORY
GERMANY
The Pietist Movement - History and ideology
The Pietist Movement out of which grew Millenarism, started in Germany near
the end of the 17th century, and into the first half of the 18th century. The Pietists
wanted to revive the spirit of the Protestant Church by strengthening and deepening the
faith. The expectation of the Second Advent of Christ, and the establishment of the
kingdom of God on earth which would last one thousand years (the Millennium)4
became an important element of their faith.
The movement was begun by J.P.Spener (1635-1705), a theologist from
Frankfurt, who in his book Pia Desideria (Desires of Piety, 1675), maintained that
Lutheranism had ceased to be an inspiring belief because of its emphasis on
scholasticism. Spener proposed a program that would revive religious life through the
intention of prayer, good works and moral example. The Pietists sought guidance in the
holy Scriptures and gave less importance to - or rejected outright - later teachings of
the church.
Pietism did not detach itself from the church. It spread rapidly among the
priesthood and the laity and also had an influence on circles of the nobility. But, the
movement also aroused opposition and harsh criticism from theologians and orthodox
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circles in Dresden, Wurttemberg and Leipzig. Nevertheless, it spread beyond the
borders of Germany to England, Scandinavia, Russia, India and North America.
The founder of the Pietist Movement in Wurttemberg was J. A. Bengel
(1687-1752), who predicted that the year 1837 would see the return of Jesus Christ on
earth and the inception of the thousand-year kingdom. Another leader of the movement,
Schonherr, saw Napoleon as the Antichrist of Scripture, and the French Revolution and
other social and political events in Europe as strengthening the notion that the day of
Christ's return was close. This anticipation of the Second Coming became an especially
important element in the Wurttemberg Pietist Movement.
In the beginning of the 19th century, the pressure from the church forced many
followers of Bengel to immigrate to the Caucasus Mountains in Russia. Bengel insisted
that the End of Days was approaching and believers had to seek refuge in the east.
Their concept of "east" was the result of taking up the offer of Alexander I, the Tsar
of Russia, which provided favorable terms for people willing to settle in remote areas
of Russia.
This mass immigration of 1817 forced the governing body of Wurttemberg to
seek ways to put an end to the dwindling of the population. Thus, the king of
Wurttemberg allowed the establishment of Pietist communities which were to remain
within the framework of the Evangelical Church, but would have certain independence
in matters of organization and ritual. The first such community was established in 1819
in Korntal, near Stuttgart. The head of the community was Gottlieb Wilhelm Hoffmann,
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the father of Christoph Hoffmann, who would later become the founder of the Templer
Society (Carmel, 1990:4-5; Kark, 1983).

The Templer Society - Origin. Ideology and Goals
The Templers, or "Friends of Jerusalem" as they first

called themselves,

belonged to a German Christian sect associated with the Pietists. The Templer reform
movement originated in southwest Germany in 1854. It was established by theologist
Christoph Hoffmann (1815-1885) who believed the Protestant faith was in a state of
stagnation. Through the Stuttgart newspaper "Suddeutche Warte"5 he preached the idea
of communal life based on the precepts of the New Testament (Ben Arieh, 1986:127).
The movement was one of many Christian groups that sprang up after the
French Revolution and the Napoleonic Wars - years which were characterized by social
and political changes. These changes awakened Millenaristic ideas among Protestants,
who saw these contemporary events as heralding the coming of the Millennium (Kark,
1983:48).
Christoph Hoffmann grew up in a Pietist community in Korental in the state
of Wurttemberg which was headed by his father, Gottlieb Wilhelm Hoffmann.
Christoph Hoffmann studied theology at the University of Tubingen.
Hoffman saw the existing clerical establishment as one of the main reasons
for the social, political and economic deterioration of Europe, particularly in Germany.
He hoped to introduce new religious ideas first into the Pietistic movement, and later
into the other Protestant churches. He claimed that the prophecies in the holy scriptures
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were the remedy for the spiritual and physical distress of the period. He believed the
fate of the world reflected the words of the Prophets, and that the time had come for
the Ingathering of the People of God (das Volk Gottes) in order to save the world from
a new Babylon. He rejected the allegorical interpretation of the church that the
ingathering would take place in the next world. He did not think it was possible to
convince the contemporary clerical establishment of his ideas (Warte, 1936, 12:93;
Oliphant, 1887:17-18; Carmel, 1990:5).
As a result of lack of interest of the German states and hostility on the part of
the church, Hoffmann had to give up the idea of carrying out his plan of the
Ingathering of the People of God in the German Motherland.
In his search for a place where the ingathered peoples could live without
constraints on their way of life, according to the laws of God, Hoffmann discovered
that both the Prophets and the Pietistic theologians pointed to Jerusalem as the site of
the Ingathering. Hoffmann also hoped that settling in the Holy Land and creating a
new, true Christian society, which would be a miniature Kingdom of God with
Jerusalem at its center, would exert an influence on Europe. (Hoffmann, 1875:260;
Carmel, 1990:226).
The idea of settling in the Holy Land was a combination of ideological and
practical ideas: early Christian thinking and the attraction of the Holy Land and
Jerusalem, combined with religious persecution and a hostile atmosphere in southern
Germany. The community was also driven by economic considerations as a result of
the great hunger in Wurttemberg beginning in 1850. Those years provided fertile
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ground for new ideas and a receptiveness to Hoffmann's fiery sermons about improving
the economic situation by changing the social and political regime (Carmel, 1990:7).
The perceived danger on the eve of the Crimean War, when there were conflicts
between the Greek Orthodox and the Catholic churches in the Holy Land, made
Hoffmann's followers decide to make a new home in the Holy Land, where, they
thought, the war would ignite Armeggedon (Carmel, 1977:112).
It was George David Hardegg, who eventually became a leading figure among
the Templers, who helped to translate Hoffmann's ideas into a practical program. He
urged Hoffmann to fulfill the idea of the Ingathering of the People of God, and later
carried out the program himself (Carmel, 1990:6).
In August 1854, a significant step towards fulfilling the idea of the Ingathering
was achieved with the official declaration by Hoffmann of the establishment of the
Society for the Ingathering of the People of God in Jerusalem (Gesellschaft fur
Sammlung des Volkes Gottes in Jerusalem) during a mass meeting in Ludwigsburg.
Members of the association, Hardegg, Christophe Paulus and Louis Hohn, read a
petition at the assembly which they intended to submit to the German Constituent
Assembly (Bundesversammlung) in Frankfurt. The petition, worded in very practical
terms, asked the Assembly to intercede on their behalf to the Turkish Sultan to allow
the Ingathering of the People of God in Jerusalem through communal settlements in the
Holy Land (Palestine was part of the Turkish Ottoman Empire). Their request was
rejected by the Constituent Assembly, but the very fact that it was submitted revealed
the dissatisfaction of the movement with the state and the church of Wurttenberg.
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In 1854 there were an estimated 10,000 members of the Society for the
Ingathering of the People of God in Jerusalem, known as "Friends of Jerusalem"
(Carmel, 1990:7-8, 11).
From 1856 onward, the Society dedicated its efforts in preparing its members
for settling in Jerusalem. The Society purchased Kirschenhardthof, a farm near
Marbach Am Neckar in order to live there in the spirit of the People of God. The
leaders of the Society also moved to the farm, which served as the center of the Society
until the 1870's (Warte, 1936, 14:105).
The Society's deviation from the accepted beliefs of the Church resulted in an
eventual total schism. Members of the Society wrote their own prayers, abolished the
role of the priest, and accorded the elders of the community (Aeltestenrat) the function
of their spiritual leadership. The new society encouraged its members to actively
participate in the life of the new organization, and emphasized the importance of the
education of the younger generation (Kroyanker, 1987:68).
The Church's contention that prophecies regarding Jerusalem applied to the
Children of Israel and not to the Christians of Wurttenberg, was angrily rejected by the
Society as typical ignorance of the Church. The Protestant Church regarded the
Society's beliefs as sacrilegious. The members of the Society and their supporters were
persecuted, their newspaper "Warte" was banned and members lost their jobs. The
authorities often broke up their meetings by force, and the Society's members were
frequently beaten and stoned. In 1859 Hoffmann and the people of Kirschenhardthof
were expelled from the Church of Wurttenburg. As a result, on June 19-20, 1861, the
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representatives of the Society from other regions of Germany met and decided to break
away from the Church as well. At this same meeting, it was decided to declare The
Society for the Ingathering of the People of God in Jerusalem as an independent
religious movement to be called The Temple Society (Tempelgesellschaft). Hoffmann
was named a "bishop" and Hardegg, the "secular leader".
The Templers became an independent church whose religious leaders were
trained at an Evangelical Seminary established in Kirschenhardthof by Hardegg.
The goals of the Society were defined as: improving social conditions, educating
the youth to be a part of "God's people", building the Temple in Jerusalem, and
controlling the Holy Land (Warte, 1861, 8/8:125-126). In order to achieve these goals
the Templers were active in international Christian conferences. Their aim was to reach
the masses, without whom there could be no ingathering in Jerusalem.
But their attempts failed. The movement remained as it had begun; with the
exception of a handful of leaders who carried the burden, most of the Templers were
drawn from the lower classes. They were simple people, with little means.
Passionate arguments for and against immigration to the Holy Land greatly
reduced the number of members of the Society, alienating in particular those who had
joined in order to immigrate as soon as possible to the Holy Land in an organized
fashion.
By the beginning of the 1860's the movement numbered only 3,000 members,
while there had been 10,000 members of the "Friends of Jerusalem" in 1854. At this
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point the Society's main efforts were concentrated on preparations for immigration and
settlement in the Holy Land (Carmel, 1990:10-12).

PALESTINE UNDER OTTOMAN RULE (19TH-20TH CENTURIES)
Political State
Palestine was part of the Ottoman Empire from the 16th century until the end
of the First World War. Until 1840 Palestine was a neglected district of a degenerating
empire. But from 1841 to 1882 there was a significant change in the area: the
population grew, the administration changed completely, and Western influence spread
following the revolution in the means of transportation and communication that began
to close the gap between Turkey and Europe (Kark, 1984:9).
In 1840 Palestine again came under Turkish rule after it had been occupied by
Egypt for ten years. Turkey had changed; its rulers were influenced by the West and
even dependent on it. Turkey could not have reconquered Syria and Palestine without
the help of Britain and Austria. One can assume that all of the Ottoman Empire would
have been occupied by Russia, had it not been for the help of England, France and
Sardinia during the Crimean War (Schur, 1988:34).
It was a new era. Under Turkish rule there were changes in citizens' rights and
administrative reforms which were meant to ensure the lives of the inhabitants, their
property and honor, without discrimination of religion or ethnic background. Tax
collection was reformed to put an end to graft. This won the support of European
countries and they agreed to guarantee the territorial integrity of the empire. The new
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atmosphere encouraged the establishment of missionary institutions belonging to nearly
every Christian sect. Most of them occupied themselves with missionary work, but
others established educational, medical and charity institutions. The Ottomans were not
capable, however, of carrying out all promised reforms because of the resistance of the
local population and the weakness and faults of the administrative system (Hed,
1972:72).
Competition among the European powers for influence in the Ottoman Empire
focused attention on Palestine. In the 1850's the activities of the European powers
grew. Besides giving protection to different religions and ethnic groups, they also
influenced

the

local

administration.

They

opened

consulates

or

diplomatic

representations, and through their churches also bought land, especially after the 1896
permit for foreign subjects to purchase land (Kark, 1984:9,24).

Population
The demographic accounts of the 19th century are hardly accurate, being based
on estimates. It is apparent, however, that the population at least doubled, and perhaps
even tripled between the beginning of the 19th century and the First World War.
The improvements in the standard of living, sanitary conditions, and in the
internal security, reduced the death rate and increased the natural rate of growth. This
first happened in urban centers, and then among the rural population.
At the beginning of the 19th century, the population was estimated at
250,000-300,000 people. During the 1870's at 350,000-400,000. and on the eve of

World War I, it was estimated at 700,000-750,000. (Avitzur and Shavit, 1983:48)
Other estimates quote the figure of half a million people in 1890, and about 700,000
in 1915. Some quotes give a lower number of about 600,000 in 1915. The number of
non-Arab Christians in the 1830's was tiny, but by the eve of the First World War
there were thousands of Western Christians living in Palestine that influenced its
development (Carmel, 1983:109). Among the Christian settlers who immigrated to
Palestine were groups from the United States, German Templers and Carmelite monks
(Avitzur and Shavit, 1983:49-50).

Economy
Until the 1880's the economic changes in Palestine were limited to a few sectors
and influenced only a small percentage of the population. Most of them were the result
of internal processes within Palestine. But in the 1880's there was a noticeable
economic growth caused by changes in the world economy and imperialistic influence
in Palestine. Both Turkish and European currencies were in use in Palestine, their rates
determined by local supply and demand. The banking system in the Ottoman Empire
was backward compared to that in Europe.
The extensive imports and lack of technological experience and natural resources
were the main impediments to development of industry in Palestine. At the beginning
of the 19th century, the main income of city dwellers was based on agriculture. The
urban communities were, in fact, large villages (Ben Arieh and Bartal, 1983:71). In the
second half of the 19th century economic changes were mainly the result of the

initiative of Christians and Jews who developed international commerce, and brought
in capital which was then invested in real estate. Tourism brought about the
development of services: inns, hotels, transportation and other related services. In the
area of traditional trades and crafts, there were no significant changes until the last two
decades of the 19th century. Industry was mainly handicrafts produced by small
factories; a few larger industries processed raw materials, such as flour mills, wineries,
oil, soap, building materials, tanneries, weaving, print and household goods (Avitzur
and Shavit, 1983:51-52, 56-58, 71).
Thus, during the 19th century there was development in the means of income
of the urban inhabitants of Palestine. This was a result of changes in location of towns
and in the sizes of their populations. There were few changes until the 1880's. The
towns continued to be sustained by traditional sources of income. In spite of the diverse
and relatively larger populations, the towns continued to live off agriculture, local
commerce and some international trade in light industry.

Transportation
Following hundreds of years of neglect and deterioration, changes occurred
during the second half of the 19th century and the beginning of the 20th century in the
means of both land and sea transportation.
Continental transportation. At the beginning of the 19th century there were
few, if any, paved roads in Palestine. Nor were there carts or wagons. Transportation
between towns was on the back of beasts of burden. The first road from Jaffa to
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Jerusalem was opened in 1868 (Kark, 1989:57-58). By the end of 1914, there were less
than 600 kilometers of paved roads (Avitzur and Shavit, 1983:53-54). Although
suggestions for a railway between Jaffa and Jerusalem were made in 1830, the railway
was not inaugurated until 1892 (Kark, 1989:59; Avitzur, 1981:40).
Sea transportation. At the beginning of the 19th century the ports in Palestine
were small in the number of people and the amount of cargo that passed through. But
in the 1850's and 1860's, developments in politics, technology and transportation, and
the opening of the Suez Canal in 1869 which resulted in the beginning of steamboats
visits to the ports of Palestine, influenced the development of ports on the eastern coast
of the Mediterranean Sea. Shipping companies sailed on a regular schedule and
competed for moving pilgrims, tourists and cargo (Ben Arieh, 1983:108; Avitzur and
Shavit, 1983:52-53).

THE TEMPLERS IN THE HOLY LAND
Early Colonization Attempts
The first attempts by the Templers to settle in Palestine began in 1858 and
continued for a decade. In 1858 the Society sent an expedition to Palestine which
included Christophe Hoffmann, Hardegg, and J.Bubeck. The group studied the country
for three months.
Their conclusions were that since the country was poor and neglected, the
Muslim population was hostile, and the authorities corrupt, the Templers would not
succeed in settling. These gloomy conclusions caused great disappointment among the
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Templers and many left the movement. Articles about settlement in Palestine in "Der
Warte" became increasingly infrequent, and many assumed that the plan for the
Ingathering in Jerusalem had been dropped. In the meantime, the Templers decided to
aid the degraded Holy Land through missionary work. But their attempts at that failed
completely. According to the original plan, Templer missionaries were to have been
professionals such as doctors, teachers, craftsmen and farmers, They were to help the
residents of Palestine both practically and spiritually. However, only four young people
traveled to Palestine as missionaries. After enduring many hardships, one converted to
Islam, a second joined a missionary organization hostile to the Templers, a third died
of malaria, and the fourth simply disappeared (Carmel, 1990:9-10). This attempt and
the failure of 156 Americans, whose motivation was similar to that of the Templers,
to settle in Jaffa in 1866, did not deter a few Templers to try again to settle in the
Jezreel Valley without the help of The Society. In 1866 four young people moved to
Khuneifis (today Kibbutz Sarid). After an outbreak of diseases, however, they
subsequently moved to a higher elevation at A1 Mujeidil (today Migdal HaEmek) where
they were joined by more Templers. Even there they were unsuccessful and fell ill with
malaria and other diseases. In 1867 a group of 21 adults and five children moved to
Sammuniya (today Timrat) where they leased land which they successfully cultivated.
Despite the fact that they leased state land, and paid their taxes, their modest success
inspired greed and envy among local Turkish officials who suddenly demanded the land
be turned over within two weeks. The hostility of the local authorities and the Arab
population, together with the lack of support from Germany and the great distance from
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any town, caused the collapse of this early attempt at settlements. Although the
colonization attempt had not been approved by The Society, and its failure was
considered the result of bad planning, it represented a real threat to the aims of the
movement (Dressier, no date:21; Carmel, 1990:13, 171-172).

Establishing a Foothold in the Holy Land
As a result of the failed settlement attempts, Hoffmann and Hardegg agreed that
the goals of the movement could be realized only after proper planning (Sauer,
1985:50). They also realized that without operating capital they would not be able to
succeed. So, in February 1868, the Meeting of the Elders decided to found a settlement
fund (Kolonisationskasse) which would be used to buy land and to pay hired labor until
the settlements became self-sufficient (Lange, 1899:338).
After years of hesitation, divisiveness and internecine quarrels, in March 1868
the Templer's General Assembly decided to send Hoffmann and Hardegg to the Holy
Land to determine an appropriate site for settling. Although they only numbered 1590
adults, the Templers hoped to ensure their success as settlers by obtaining a "firman"
(permit or decree) from the Turkish Sultan. This would demonstrate his support of their
plan and give them rights to own land.
On August 6, 1868, Hardegg and Hoffmann left for Palestine with their
families. They stopped along the way to meet with officials in Vienna, Budapest and
Kushta (Constantinople) for advice. In September they asked the Sultan for permission
to buy three square miles on Mount Carmel. They explained that they represented a

43
society which had only religious motivations for settling in the Holy Land, and had no
political designs. By way of persuasion they told the Sultan that by supporting them,
he would gain the sympathy of European Christians, as well as gaining income from
lands which had until then lay barren (Carmel, 1977:113-114).
Because of the pressure from within the group, they did not wait for a reply, but
left Turkey. On October 30, 1868, they landed in Haifa. Shortly afterwards, the answer
arrived that since they were not Ottoman subjects, they could not buy land. Therefore,
Hardegg in January, 1869, purchased land in Haifa in the name of a local Ottoman
subject (Carmel, 1990:16-19; Ibid.)
From this beginning, until World War I, the Templers were to found and
operate a total of seven colonies: Haifa, Jaffa, Sarona, Jerusalem, Wilhelma, Bethlehem
in the Galilee and Waldheim (Fig. 1).
The First World War was a turning point in the history of Palestine; the
Ottoman Empire ceased to exist and the British occupied Palestine.
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History. Social Organization and the Economy of the German Colonies
The colonies until World War I
Haifa. When the Templers bought their first lands in 1869, Haifa was a poor
and filthy small town, with 4,000 inhabitants crowded inside its walls. But the growing
stream of cargo and passenger boats into the small port speeded Haifa's development.
Its population was a mixture of local residents and foreigners. Initially, the German
Colony in Haifa was intended as an agricultural settlement. Members were selected so
that there would be proper representations of all the needed professions and crafts until
the colony would become a self-sufficient, independent entity - which, aside from hired
Arab laborers, would need nothing from the outside (Carmel, 1990:21; Carmel,
1977:99-100, 115; Thalmann: 1991:34).
In the first years of its existence, the Colony was mainly rural and the settlers
engaged almost entirely in agriculture. Because of the low grade soils, the thefts of
harvests in remote plots, and diseases which afflicted the vineyards, the settlers soon
switched to other sources of income, such as transportation, tourist services, commerce
and industry, crafts and construction (Carmel, 1990:24; Thalmann, 1991:43).
In the 1870's the colony found itself in financial difficulties when the
movement's center in Germany did not send sufficient funds. These budget cuts were
a result of tensions between Hardegg and the Templer Society in Germany. For one
thing, they did not agree on how the colony should be run and how fast it should
develop. Hardegg wanted to make his colony in Haifa the leading colony. As a result
of these disagreements, in 1874 Hardegg resigned as chairman of the colony. He and
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one third of the members of the colony left the Templer Society (Carmel, 1990:23, 25).
Despite this setback, the Haifa colony developed and became in later years the
largest colony in Palestine, both in the number of members and number of buildings.
In 1902 there were 517 people living there with 92 dwellings, and 95 utility buildings
(servants' quarters, workshops, storage areas, etc.). The colony was so successful it
was able to establish another colony on top of Mt. Carmel (Karmelheim). Inside a pine
grove which they planted, they built 16 dwellings, one hotel, and two rest homes (Ibid.,
42-43, 58; Carmel, 1977:115-116).

Jaffa. Relations between Christophe Hoffmann and Hardegg were strained. At
about the same time the Haifa colony was established, Hoffmann and his followers left
to found another colony in Jaffa. In March, 1869, Hoffmann's group purchased five
buildings from Peter Martin Metzler, a Swiss missionary. The buildings included
mission property as well as some of the deserted structures of the defunct American
colony which had lived on the site (Kark, 1984;76).
One of the Metzler's conditions for the sale was that the Templers would
continue operating the mission. The Templer Society justified establishing the colony
in Jaffa because Metzler's mission was well-known in Palestine and the Christian
world. The mission included a hotel, school, hospital, pharmacy, saw-mill, olive press
and steam engine. This enabled the Templers to begin their own missionary work
among the local population and foreign residents.
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As time passed, the Templers were able to purchase the rest of the buildings
which had been owned by the American Colony, and construct new buildings. They
built a stone wall around the colony which had two main gates. Until the beginning of
the 1880's, the wall prevented the expansion of the colony.
The fact that they used an existing built site, determined their living conditions
and development. The site was surrounded by cultivated land - orange groves and fruit
trees owned by Arabs. But land available for purchase was some distance away. Thus
the Jaffa Templers were unable to live by farming, and thus were totally dependent on
the local population for food.
A few families bought land beyond the cultivated areas of Jaffa, but most of the
Templers took on professions needed for the fast-developing port of Jaffa: drivers of
passenger and cargo wagons and tour guides, craftsmen, traders, engineers, surveyors
and teachers. Thus, from the beginning, the Jaffa colony was an urban settlement
(Thalmann, 1991:44-47; Ibid.)
Following the closing of Kirschenhardthof in Germany in 1873, and Hardegg's
resignation in 1874, the Jaffa Colony became the Templer's spiritual center. The
leaders of the movement and its administration lived in Jaffa, which was the site of
their hospital, central school and the Kolonisationskasse fund.
In 1878 the administration and the secondary school were moved to Jerusalem.
The move, together with the rising competition for work in Jaffa and the rise in
property taxes prompted many members to move to other colonies. Some even left
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Palestine. This situation also deterred others from joining the Jaffa Colony (Kark,
1984:44-45; Thalmann, 1991:45-46).
By the mid-1880's there was a shortage of land in the Jaffa Colony. When the
railway route from Jerusalem to Jaffa was being planned north of the existing colony,
some inhabitants started to buy land along the planned route (Fig. 2).
At the end of 1910, many of the Templers preferred to move out of the crowded
old colony into the new area to the north. The new neighborhood was called Walhalla
and was next to the former Jewish neighborhood of Neve Tzedek. The new neighbor
hood developed fast and only the main establishments and the first families stayed
behind in the original colony.
In 1912 a new school and community house were built in Walhalla. In 1913,
construction of the German Consulate house began, and was completed during the First
World War. It was Wagner's foundry which had been built in the new neighborhood
which supplied the materials for the steel frame of the building and the water
installations. The Wieland Factory supplied the cement products, and the garden was
designed by another Templer, Friedrich Laemmle (Eisler, 1993: 94, 101).
Altogether, there was little growth in the population of the Jaffa Colony.
Between 1889 and 1910 the population grew only from 320 to 350 people. Most of the
members found work in Wagner's factory in Walhalla. The growth of the town of Jaffa,
and the split of the Colony into two distant neighborhoods, weakened the Germans'
influence on Jaffa. Their importance in Jaffa was mainly during the first stages of
Templer settlement in Palestine (Carmel, 1990:44-45, 58-59; Thalmann, 1991:45).
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Fig. 2 Jaffa and Walhalla. (Adapted from a map documenting German property,
prepared for the reparation agreement of 195 Source: State Archives)

50
Sarona. Of all the German Colonies, Sarona was the most firmly based in
agriculture. It was established as a result of pressures by members to buy Arab land
outside of Jaffa. In August, 1871 they bought 50 hectares (123.5 acres) of arable land
near the Yarkon River (central Tel Aviv today), a one-hour walk from the Jaffa
Colony. In 1872 one-tenth of the population of Sarona died of malaria, raising doubts
in the minds of the settlers about their future in Palestine. But towards the end of 1875,
after the purchase of an additional 100 hectares (247 acres), Sarona began to recover
(Carmel, 1990:31-32; Thalmann, 1991:52; Kark, 1984:77).
The settlers found infertile soil that had not been cultivated for many years. But
in the mid-1880's, Sarona was the most economically successful of all the colonies.
This was the result of concentrating on growing vineyards and building a large winery
which exported its wine abroad - mainly to Wurttemberg. Some members of Sarona
were also engaged in transportation on the Jaffa-Jerusalem route. The colony's
prosperity was evident in its tidy appearance, good planning, the use of the latest
technological advances and in its gardens (Katz, 1982:61-62; Carmel, 1990:43-44). A
the beginning of the 20th century the rate of development slowed. There
were only 250 inhabitants. There was a crisis in the wine market because of
competition from the Jewish wineries. As a result, the colony switched from vineyards
to citrus groves, but the six-year wait until the citrus was ready for harvest, meant a
transitional period of hardship for the members. A new outbreak of malaria, together
with the difficult economic situation, resulted in many leaving for the new Templers'
colony of Wilhelma (1902), or immigrating to German East Africa. But the success
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of the Jaffa oranges meant an economic comeback, and by 1914 Sarona was again the
prosperous colony it had once been. (Carmel, 1990:59-60).

Jerusalem. At the very beginning of the Templers' settlement in Palestine, 25
members rented houses inside the walled Old City of Jerusalem.

They worked in

commerce, crafts, and services.
In the early 1870's, when people were just starting to move outside the city
walls, Matthaus Frank purchased some land in Emek Refaim, southwest of the walled
city. In 1873 he built a steam-powered flour mill and a house - the beginning of the
colony in Jerusalem, later to become the center of the Templer Movement (Ibid.,33;
Ben Arieh, 1986:128; Thalmann, 1991:63).
In 1878 the Templer spiritual and administrative center was moved to Jerusalem
from Jaffa. This represented a fulfillment of the idea of Der Schritt Nach Jerusalem
("Step Towards Jerusalem").

This move added about 40 people to the Jerusalem

colony, mainly administrative personnel, teachers, and students. The members built
a secondary school and a meeting hall (Tempelgesellschaftshaus).
Initially the colony was organized so that most of its members would work in
agriculture. But because of the climate and lack of suitable soil, most took up other
professions and some of the land was sold back to the Arabs. Members worked in
construction as architects, engineers and contractors, commerce, crafts and general
services. Many were also involved in the Temple institutions as teachers, clerks, and
bankers (Carmel, 1990:38; Kroyanker, 1987:72; Ben Arieh, 1979:181).
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The first railway connecting Jaffa to Jerusalem, which was completed in 1892,
had a significant impact on the German Colony. The train station was very close to the
colony and meant it was no longer isolated. It also meant more Arab construction in the
area, providing more business for the colony. Meanwhile, the new part of Jerusalem
was developing rapidly. By the end of the 19th century it was larger than the Old City.
In 1910 there were 400 inhabitants in the German Colony with 40 dwellings and 37
miscellaneous structures. At that time, with so many European residents of Jerusalem,
the German presence was not particularly significant in the city (Carmel, 1990:34,
37-39, 60; Kroyanker, 1987:70-71; Ben Arieh, 1986:132).

Wilhelma.

Wilhelma was the first of three new settlements which were

founded at the beginning of the 20th century. By July, 1902 an area of 890 hectares
(2200 acres) was purchased which included parts of the Arab villages of Yehudia,
Rantia, and Tira. By 1910 the colony had 190 people, 33 dwellings and 34
miscellaneous structures.
Not all of the families who purchased land moved there; some bought the
landfor their children and some for speculation, in the hope that prices would rise
asthey did in the older colonies (Carmel, 1990:55-56). The settlers worked mainly in
mixed farming, which included orange groves, grape vines, olive trees for the olive
industry in Germany and almonds. They also developed a dairy and beef industry. The
rise of the urban Jewish population in Palestine meant a rise in the demand for milk and
meat. The Templers employed a Jewish supervisor to ensure the meat was kosher

53
(slaughtered and prepared in accordance with Jewish ritual law.) The improvement of
roads and means of transportation, also increased their profits from marketing of their
dairy products.
In 1909, an agricultural school was opened in Wilhelma whose goals were to
advance agriculture in Palestine, carry out scientific experiments, and to educate a new
generation of farmers who would employ modern methods.
During the First World War Wilhelma was the only Templer colony on the
Turkish defense line and was heavily bombarded. In November, 1917, it was occupied
by the British army and its inhabitants deported to Egypt (Ibid.).
Bethlehem in the Galilee and Waldheim. In 1906 the members of the German
Colony in Haifa were able to acquire additional land for their children. They bought
615 hectares (1520 acres) in Bethlehem in the Galilee. In 1907, the Evangelical group
- an offshoot of some of the original Templer families in Haifa - purchased a slightly
larger tract of land next to Bethlehem in the Galilee, in Um el-Amad, naming it
Waldheim.
This was the first German Evangelical colony in Palestine. By then, the religious
differences between the two groups was negligible, and the two colonies maintained
amicable relations.
Unlike Wilhelma, the two Galilee settlements developed very slowly. Only in
1911 were they able to officially register their lands with the Turkish authorities who
were wary of foreigners settling near the Hijaz railway. Before proper registration, the
German settlers were reluctant to invest in land development. Thus, in 1910 there were
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only 16 buildings in Bethlehem and 18 in Waldheim. This slow development continued
until the First World War (Ibid., 56-57).

Other Templer Settlements. Besides the colonies mentioned above, there were
a few other attempts to settle in Palestine during the Turkish period. One attempt was
Neuhardthof, on the coast south of Haifa, opposite the village of Tira. The Templers
bought nearly 300 hectares (741 acres) with the intention of cultivating the land while
living in Haifa. It was soon apparent that in order to prevent the stealing of crops, they
had to live there. But only between 1897-1899, when the security situation in Palestine
improved, were they able to build houses and to farm the land.
Unfortunately, the soil was of low quality and being close to the Mediterranean,
they could not find fresh water. The settlers were still harassed by the residents of Tira.
All of this prevented Neuhardthof from developing into an independent colony, or even
a subsidiary of the Haifa colony, as it was originally planned.
Other settlement attempts by Templers were associated with endeavors as hotels,
guest houses, and steam-run flour mills. The Templers were pioneers in these areas in
Palestine, virtually without competition for years. This explains the settlements made
up of only a few families in Isdud (Ashdod), Jarn'n, Tiberias, Nazareth, Gaza, Safed,
Ramie and Nablus (Fig. 1). The most stable settlements were located in Nazareth and
Ramie. In 1882 there were 28 people in Nazareth, and in Ramie there were two
families, one of which owned a flour mill. The opening of the Jaffa-Jerusalem railway
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in 1892, hurt the hotels in Ramie, which catered to travelers going back and forth by
carriages, but they continued to operate (Ibid., 60-61).

The Colonies Between World War I and the Founding of the State of Israel
At the beginning of World War I, the activities of the German Colonies slowed
down and their economic activity reduced. The situation worsened as the instability of
the Ottoman Empire increased. With the conquest of Palestine by the British, the
German Colonies were in danger of being destroyed. The young men were drafted into
the German army, which hurt the functioning of the farms.6
All the colonies also suffered because of damage to the fields, buildings and
equipment as a result of the movement of army units, some of which camped inside the
colonies.
The populations of Sarona, Wilhelma, Jaffa and Haifa were deported to Egypt
by the British forces because they were enemy subjects. The neglect and destruction
went on for three years, and the future of the colonies was in doubt.
On April 20, 1920, Great Britain was granted a mandate over Palestine by the
League of Nations. In July of that year, the Governor of Palestine, Sir Herbert Samuel,
allowed the deported Germans to return. The Germans were well treated by the
authorities. With the compensation money they received from the British they were able
to restore, physically and economically,the seven colonies. By then, the colonies in
Haifa, Jaffa, Tel Aviv (Sarona) and Jerusalem functioned as neighborhoods as opposed

to the farming colonies which retained their character as separate rural entities
(Thalmann, 1991:194-196).
The speedy restoration of the colonies after the war was due in large measure
to the widening of the Jewish consumer market. The relationship between the colonies
and the Jews declined in the 1930's when many members of the Templer Society
became followers of the German National Socialist Party (the Nazis).
With the outbreak of the Second World War the Templers were concentrated in
a few fenced colonies ("perimeter settlements") and were allowed to continue their lives
within their settlements, and to market their products. After the war there were strong
sentiments against Germans and the British forced them to leave the country. The last
Templers left the country during Israel's war of Independence in 1948 (Ibid., 264-266).

Physical Planning and Architecture of the Colonies
Location and Topography
The Templers' choice of location for their colonies was not by chance. They
tried to found their communities close to urban centers and major markets. The second
generation of settlers tried to remain close to existing colonies.
The Templers were not looking for places of any religious significance, nor
were they trying to settle inland in an attempt to influence the local population.
Agriculture was the main reason for choosing a location. The Templers viewed
agriculture as the means of preparing the land of God and to root themselves in the
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land. This is what determined the location of most of the German colonies. The
founders looked for soil that was easy to farm.
The factors taken into account for locating a colony were connected to personal,
political and local considerations. The exact siting of a settlement had to meet certain
requirements. The site had to be suitable for the construction of houses and farms;
priority was given to higher elevations for security reasons. Low, dry areas, or a
central location with easy access to surrounding fields, were also desirable.

Haifa. While they were still in Germany, the Templers considered first settling
in Nazareth. But the experience of several disastrous attempts to settle in the area, and
advice from local sources, persuaded them to settle along the coast. While staying in
Haifa, they became familiar with the characteristic of the town and its geographical
advantages. They found in Haifa the rare combination of climate and other favorable
conditions. They recognized in the Bay of Haifa a natural configuration suitable for the
development of the main gateway to Palestine. As Hoffmann said, "In other
circumstances, there would have been a large city with a road leading inland, and a
proper port." (Warte, 1869, 28/1:13-15).
Hardegg had the same idea, and thought Haifa would also be a good base from
which to receive the new Templers (Carmel, 1990:20). The proximity to the sea gave
them a feeling of security (since they could have the protection of battle ships) and a
connection with their motherland. They also saw the sea as providing a healthful
atmosphere. The raised topography was good for drainage and the disposal of waste.
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The fact that it was not necessary to dig deeply for wells for drinking water, and the
quality of the local stone used in building, were other reasons for choosing Haifa.
(Thalmann, 1991:32-33) In addition, the prosperous commerce and economic prospects
in Haifa were also important considerations in choosing the site (Carmel, 1977:100).
The German Colony in Haifa was planned as an agricultural community, thus,
most of its inhabitants were farmers. The slopes of Mount Carmel impressed the
newcomers as suitable for growing grapes for wine. The location of the colony was also
influenced by the fact that it was impossible to have an agricultural settlement within
the existing crowded town. Of course, the society leadership back in Germany was of
the opinion that the settlers should integrate into the town to set an example and spread
their religious ideas to the local population. However, it was clear to the leaders of the
movement in the Holy Land that a community outside the urban center would make it
easier to establish a "model farm" as an example to the local population (Ben-Artzi,
1989:22). Therefore, they established the colony outside of the walled town, a
15-minute walk from the northwestern gate, in the middle of an unpopulated, open
plain. This fact enabled the colony to expand later in three directions (Warte,
1869/4/1:49-51; Thalmann, 1991:33).

Jaffa. The choice of Jaffa as a site for settlement was an obvious one because
of its favorable geography. Besides the pleasant climate, Jaffa was also a transportation
and communication center, with an important port and a network of roads leading to
different parts of Palestine. All this made Jaffa an important center with a developing
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economy. As in Haifa, the proximity of the port, gave them a sense of security and
connection with the Motherland.
Unlike Haifa, Jaffa was not a planned community. However, because the settlers
used existing buildings, the future development of the colony was limited. At the
beginning of the 20th century, most of the settlers and their families moved to a new
neighborhood which they had built and named Walhalla (Kark, 1984:81; Kark,
1981:52; Thalmann, 1991:45-50; Ben-Artzi, 1989:22). It was north of the existing
colony on a hill about ten minutes walk from the city walls.
Despite the economic advantages of the colony, the fact that it was in an urban
environment meant that most of the members could not be involved in agriculture, and
most found their livelihood in professions needed in the city. The Templers' need for
fresh agricultural products drove some of the settlers to move to farms further away
from Jaffa, including Mt. Hope, Rohmhof (Rohm farm) Model farm which belonged
to the English mission, and GunthnerFarm (Carmel, 1990:27; Thalmann, 1991:46-47).

Sarona. The site of the Templer colony in Sarona was an hour's walk from the
colony in Jaffa (today, central Tel Aviv). The settlement was intended from the
beginning as an agricultural unit. Since it was near the Yarkon River and Ayalon
Stream, the settlement was founded on a dry, high point on the sandstone ridge. Their
fields, however, lay in the plains surrounding the community. The colony was situated
on the main road from Jaffa to Nablus.
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There were disadvantages to this location, including the many swamps in
the area and the resulting plague of malaria which affected many of the settlers
(Carmel, 1990:32; Ben-Artzi, 1989:22).

Jerusalem. In Jerusalem the criteria for location and siting were the same. The
land was not intended for a big agricultural colony. Still, the location of the colony was
connected in some way with the ability to engage in agriculture. Thus, the site chosen
was prestigious, and also had potential for cultivation. Only in Emek Refaim were there
level fields which could be cultivated without the need to build terraces. The Templers
bought the land from the Arab residents of Beit Safafa. The choice of site as a result
of agricultural considerations, made it unusual. Instead of being on a high point, the
Jerusalem colony was founded in the lowest point in the area. It was the first
neighborhood west of the watershed, around which other Jerusalem neighborhoods
would spring up later (Thalmann, 1991:64; Karmon, 1977:56; Ben-Artzi, 1989:23).

Wilhelma. Bethlehem of the Galilee and Waldheim. Wilhelma was founded for
the children of the southern colonies where land was available, about ten kilometers
from Jaffa-Sarona. The land that they bought was a plain and the colony was sited in
its geometric center. The "twin colonies" of Bethlehem and Waldheim were founded
as an extension of the Haifa colony in the foothills of Nazareth where land was for sale,
18 kilometers from Haifa. Bethlehem in the Galilee was sited in a saddle on a ridge
on the lands of the abandoned Arab village of Bethlehem. The Templers believed the
remainders of the structures were part of the biblical Bethlehem. Waldheim was
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founded two kilometers (1.24 miles) from Bethlehem in the Galilee, on land which was
purchased from the village of Um el Ammad. The two colonies in the lower Galilee
were planned on an elevated area, not only because of the previous experience in
Sammuniya, but also because of the settlers' need for mutual security in an alien
environment (Ben-Artzi, 1989:20-23; Dressier, 1985).

Settlement Pattern and Source of Influence
The Templers chose a clustered settlement pattern as opposed to a dispersed
pattern of separate farms and hamlets. In this they differed from most European
settlement movements which were established in America, Australia and Africa. The
settlement conditions in Palestine, the character of Turkish rule and the need to defend
themselves, made it inadvisable for the Templers to disperse as independent settlers.
They lacked the protection of a colonial government, and were not granted land, but
had to purchase lands themselves. The failed attempts of individual Templers to settle
in small farms, such as the first group in the Jezreel Valley and the one in Neuhardthof
near Haifa that were constantly attacked, provided a warning to future settlers.
These circumstances forced the Templers to gather in clustered settlements. The
settlements were designed in a regular pattern of buildings and squares which were laid
out spaciously and on the basis of a prepared plan. Contrary to what might be expected
from a community settling under the direction of a central authority, the German
colonies did not follow a homogeneous plan laid down for everyone, although all the
colonies were built in accordance with a defined plan which specified streets and the
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allocation of land use for building workshops and enterprises, agriculture, and
communal spaces and facilities.
The size of building plots and location of structures within the allotted spaces,
was dictated by the plan, whereas the form of the house was determined by the
individual settler alone. Generally, the principle of absolute equality prevailed as to the
size of plot, and only the extent of the field depended on the amount of money a settler
had invested for its acquisition.
This pattern differed from what was common at the time. In the traditional Arab
village, the pattern was also that of a clustered village, but it was irregular, haphazard
and cluttered. The pattern of the streets was generally winding and jumbled. The houses
were also cluttered with virtually no space between one house and another (Fig. 3). On
the other hand, the typical clustered Templer village was both regular and
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Fig. 3 Schematic layout of a traditional Arab village (Adapted
from Ben-Artzi, 1988:75)
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irregular. The regularity was manifested in the specific planning of the settlements and
the division of the land: size of the plots, allocation of public lots and the layout of the
streets. In most of the settlements there was equitable allocation of plots.
The heterogeneity derived from the fact that the houses were built by the
farmers themselves as individuals and not by a central body. In this way a unique
pattern was formed which can be described as clustered, spacious and heterogeneous.
Only the colony in Jaffa differed from this pattern, since it was founded on previously
existing buildings. New buildings that were added later were constructed in a cluttered
pattern. This fact forced the Templers to leave the old colony (The American Colony)
and move to a new neighborhood, Walhalla. While the form of the Templer colonies
followed a defined geometric plan; no single pattern was imposed on all the settlements.
Each colony selected a form that best suited its conditions and needs.
In Haifa the colony was planned by Yakov Shumacher. It was a modern version
of the "street village" {Strassendorf). It had a main, wide street and a parallel street on
each side which extended from the foothills of the Carmel to the coast (Fig. 4). This
permitted the western breeze to move freely through the colony. Several small, narrow
streets which connected them formed a grid. The plains west of the settlement were
designated for agriculture; the slopes of the mountain, which reminded the settlers of
the hillside vineyards of the Neckar Valley in Germany, and therefore suitable for
growing wine grapes, were allocated for vineyards.
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Fig. 4 Haifa German Colony: land division plan from 1898. (Adapted from the original
map. Source: State Archives, Record group 90, box 681, maps)
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The main street was intersected by the trunk road that led from Haifa to Jaffa
and a major road junction was established. This area was reserved for services and
enterprises to accommodate travelers, like hotels and larger businesses. Nearby, areas
were provided for light industry and crafts. It was here that a soap factory, slaughter
house, and carriage service station were established.
Building lots were allocated according to the settlers' professions. The
viticulturalists were given land for building on the street along the foothills, the farmers
were given land on the streets bordering the plain, and the craftsmen and other
tradesmen, according to their needs. The public buildings, such as the communal house
(iGemindehaus) and the schools were located at the center of the colony (Ben-Artzi,
1988:86; Ben-Artzi, 1989:25a-26; Ben Arieh, Ben-Artzi and Goren, 1987:101).
Jerusalem was also planned in the form of a "street village", that is, a row on
each side of the street of one- or two-family houses, built on spacious lots with gardens
and trees along the main street. The colony was made up of two main streets, which
met at an angle at the end, forming a triangle, and between them, a network of smaller
streets perpendicular to each other, forming a grid (Fig. 5). The public buildings (the
communal house, schools, etc.) were located at the entrance to the colony (Ben-Artzi,
1988:88; Kroyanker, 1987:79-80).
In Jaffa the cruciform street pattern was inherited as part of the previous
American Colony (Fig. 6). The two main streets led from north to south and east to
west, with several narrow alleys connecting them. The school was one of the main
buildings until it was moved to Jerusalem. Two spacious buildings were later
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Fig. 5 The German Colony in Jerusalem. (Adapted from a map documenting German
property, prepared for the reparation agreement of 1958. Source: State
Archives)
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Fig. 6 American-German Colony, 1875. (Adapted from Eisler, 1993:48)
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constructed on the site. Most of the workshops and small factories were located in the
new neighborhood of Walhalla. No public institutions were built until 1902 when the
Immanuel Church was built by the Evangelical group among the settlers.
At Sarona, which was planned by Theodor Sandel, a "gridiron" pattern was
created by two main streets which formed a cross and with narrower parallel streets.
Later, with the growth of the population, two additional streets, parallel to the original
main ones, were added. The final form was not symmetrical, but still it was square and
parallel, and resembled the form of the Haifa colony. But, whereas in Haifa there was
one main street, the Sarona colony had two main streets which intersected (Fig. 7). The
public buildings were located in the center of the colony on four designated lots.
(Ben-Artzi, 1988:86-87; Ben Arieh, Ben-Artzi and Goren, 1987:101).
An interesting form was employed in Wilhelma (Fig. 8). The main street
stretched from northeast to southwest for 1400 meters (4590 feet) which was
approximately double the length of the main street in Haifa. Two smaller streets, the
longest of which was 518 meters (1700 feet), intersected it at a right angle. The main
street was 18 meters (59 feet) wide, and the other two 12 (39 feet). This formed a
double cross (Ben-Artzi, 1988:88; Ben-Artzi, 1989:28). A "street village" form was
also used in Bethlehem in the Galilee along a 775 meter-long street (2540 feet),
stretching from northeast to southwest. This street was built as the continuation of the
road that branched off from the main highway between Haifa and Nazareth. It was
originally planned as a "single-flank street" form in which only the northwest side of
the street was allotted to buildings and farmsteads.
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Fig. 7 Sarona: layout. (Adapted from K. Imberger. Die Deurschen
Landwirtchaftlichn Kolonien In Palastina, Ohringen, 1938:126)
Eventually, also the southern flank was allotted. This main street, which was
12-meters (39 feet) wide, was bisected by a narrow street by which the fields could be
reached (Fig. 9). The public buildings, which included the communal house, school and
water tower, were located at the center (Fig. 10).
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8 Wilhelma. (Adapted from a map documenting German property, prepared for
the reparation agreement of 1958. Source: State Archives)
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Fig. 9 Bethlehem in the Galilee. (Adapted from a map documenting German property,
prepared for the reparation agreement of 1958 Source: Dressier, private
collection)
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Fig. 10 Bethlehem in the Galilee, communal house and water tower, no date. (Source:
Dressler's private collection)

In the neighboring Waldheim, a cruciform pattern was adopted. The two main
streets were 650 meters (2130 feet) long and 12 meters (39 feet) wide. The public
buildings were located at the intersection (Fig. 11).
Thus, in the seven Templer colonies there was a variety of patterns and street
forms - an unexpected phenomenon in such a small ethnic community which had settled
in an organized manner in a new country.
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11 Waldheim. (Adapted from a map documenting German property, prepared for
the reparation agreement of 1958. Source: Dressier, private collection)
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Streetscape
The look of a street in the colonies differed significantly from what was known
traditionally in local Arab villages. A Jewish traveler who visited Sarona in
1878 described his impressions:
We took note of the colonies that were founded by the Germans of
Wurttenburg. Their houses have been constructed in the typically
organized European fashion with wide streets and spacious buildings.
While walking there one can easily forget he is in a wilderness, but
imagines he is in a European town. (Salomon, 1878:109).
Elsewhere, another traveler describes the colonies as being clean, orderly, with
trees planted along the street (Fig. 12), in short, "a piece of modern Europe."
(Ben-Zion, 1949:112-113). A similar description is given by Sir Lawrence Oliphant,
who lived in the Carmel area and Haifa during the second half of the 19th century:
There is a wide, central street, with neat stone and tiled-roof houses, and
two rows of shade trees, with a short cross street, church, and school
house, and that general air of cleanliness and comfort which Germans
understand so well how to impart to their settlements. (Oliphant,
1887:285)
At the beginning the colony streets were unpaved. Photographs of the main
street of the colony in Haifa show that the part of the street where carriage and horse
traffic passed was separated by a low, stone wall from a row of trees, a wide pedestrian
walk, and the front yards of the houses. There are gates in the fence along the wall.
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One sees two types of gates: those for pedestrians and other gates to allow
passage of carts and wagons to the yards (Fig. 13). The sidewalk seems to be made of
compacted gravel, lined on both sides with curbstones. The area of the trees was
well-tended, planted with olive and mulberry trees. The road for traffic had drainage
ditches on either side (Fig. 14), and picket fences often separated the yard from the
sidewalk (Fig. 15).
In a photograph taken in the early days of Wilhelma, one can see that after
building the first houses, the settlers planted a row of eucalyptus trees on both sides of
the main street (Fig. 16). Aleppo pines (Pinus halepensis) were planted along streets
in Jerusalem (Kroyanker, 1987:70).

Architecture: design and source of influence
The Templers' style of building was a striking feature of the landscape in
Palestine in contrast to the Arab villages and towns. Their style was not uniform, but
despite the heterogeneity, the principles of planning, design and style were similar,
based on the style established in the first colony in Haifa.
The houses were spacious, even by European standards, and most were built
from the beginning with two to three stories. The Templers constructed buildings of a
new type - modern and European in their essence, but suited to the local conditions.
The houses were similar to those common in Wurttemberg (the Einheitshaus) but unlike
them, and in contrast to the traditional house found in Palestine, the Templer houses
served differing functions. A typical Templer house had two stories; the ground floor
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Fig. 12 Haifa German Colony, view from Mount Carmel, 1898. (Source: Zionist
Archives, 12.683/c)

Fig. 13 Haifa German Colony, end of 19th century. (Source: album from Gottleib
Schumacher's estate. Haifa City Archives, photo 11)
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Fig. 14 Haifa German Colony, end of 19th century. (Source: album from Gottleib
Schumacher's estate. Haifa City Archives)

Fig. 15 Haifa German Colony. (Source: Hermann Guthe, Palastina, Bielefeld und
Leipzig 1927:81)

Fig. 16 Wilhelma, main street, Nov. 1903. (Source: State Archives, Box 681/p)

Fig. 17 Typical Templer house (Waldheim)
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had a kitchen and living room with entrances to the front and back yards; the second
floor had bedrooms and an entrance to the attic. The roof was slanted and built with
tiles imported from abroad (Fig. 17). It was constructed on a wooden frame with stone
gables which included the drains. Usually the roofs slanted to two sides, sometimes
four. The attic was used either for storage or as living space. The houses also had
cellars (Ben-Artzi, 1988:83; Kroyanker, 1987:81; Amiran, 1973:27). In addition to the
date of construction, many buildings had biblical inscriptions engraved above the main
entrances which demonstrates the Templers' link with the bible (Fig. 18).

^uoachft ScraMlrni^Lik^ cs miisst \xuM gtben bcnen i)ie bicU Ucbcn
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'fit

Fig. 18

Inscription from Psalm 122, 5-6, and date of construction, engraved above
main entrance. (Source: Kroyanker, 1987:110)

In the colonies in the lower Galilee, because of budget constraints, the buildings
had two stories. The ground floor was used to store hay and keep livestock, and the
upper floor was used as the family living quarters and had a separate entrance from the
outside. The houses in these colonies were located at the back of a yard, and only later,
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when economic conditions improved, new houses were built in the front of the yard
(Fig. 19), leaving the old buildings for storage and livestock (Ben-Artzi, 1989:30-31).

Fig. 19

Bethlehem in the Galilee, buildings of early and late stages, 1940's? (Source:
Dressler's private collection)

Most of the buildings in Jerusalem were one-family houses; only a few were
two-family dwellings. Some were of modest design, others more stylized. The entrance
was through a raised porch. There were separate outhouses at first,

until there was

running water so indoor plumbing could be installed. The entrance to the cellar was by
stairs on the outside. The cellar was divided into several rooms used to store food, tools

and wine. In many there were water cisterns which collected water from roofs and
gutters, and another room in the cellar was used by the Arab servant.
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Construction materials of the houses throughout the country were mainly those
available locally. Instead of wood - the most common building material in their
motherland, the Templers used hard limestone or litoral sandstone, depending on the
location of the colony. The walls were thick (80-100 cm. or 31.5-39.4 in.) and were
constructed using the technology employed in Jerusalem in those days: two layers of
stone for the interior and exterior, with a mixture of mortar and fragments of stone
between them. The facade of the house was made of stone in the "rough Hami"
textured surface with protruding mortar joints. Arches were used in some cases as a
local motif (Kroyanker, 1987:81; Ben-Artzi, 1989:30).
In Wilhelma, the houses were built of litoral sandstone. Other materials used
included hard limestone, which was brought from the hills, baked bricks and adobe
bricks which were prepared on site. Houses had different designs - the size and interior
arrangement were adapted according to the demands and needs of the owner
(Thalmann, 1991:118).
In Jaffa, originally an American settlement, there were eight houses constructed
of American wood, to which were added 18 houses built of litoral sandstone, as well
as a school and a hospital. Some houses were constructed with solid litoral sandstone
blocks, other with crushed litoral sandstone and sand compacted in wooden frames,
which was then covered with plaster (Kark, 1984:84).

The Yard
The farmyard of the German farmers differed from what was then known in
Palestine. Instead of a closed yard, with a haphazard arrangement of structures and
functions, the German farmyard was spacious and carefully planned. The farmyard
included various buildings including those to accommodate servants and workers, to
store hay and the harvest, a cowshed, storehouse, stable and carriage house and a pool
to store water. In some cases the buildings were used as stores and workshops such as
carpentries, blacksmiths and small factories such as the soap factory in Haifa, or the
foundry in Jaffa. In most cases, the structures were located in back of the main house.
In this they also differed from the village house in Wurttemberg, where the main
building included the family quarters, stores, barn, stable and cowshed, all under one
roof. The utility buildings were also made of stone with tiled roofs (Kroyanker,
1987:80-81; Ben-Artzi, 1989:31; Ben-Artzi, 1988:84; Amiran, 1973:27).
In Haifa, the yards were 0.4 hectare (Warte, 1870, 24:93). The yard was
divided into two parts: the inner yard for livestock and fowl, and the outer yard for
vegetables and fruit trees. A tall wooden fence separated them. (Sauer, 1975:84). There
were flower gardens and fruit trees in the front of the house. Each yard had its own
source of water, either a well or cistern, depending on the distance from the sea
(Warte, 1874, 39:153).
In Sarona each lot was of 0.25 hectares which allowed the building of a house,
cowshed, stable and other service buildings, and a garden which was used for vegetable
and fruit trees (Imberger, 1938:35). Different fruit trees were grown in Sarona, mainly
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local in origin, such as mulberry, sycamore, fig, oranges, carob and olive. The yards
were surrounded by fences with gates for wagons and carriages.
In Jerusalem the yards were surrounded by stone fences, with an iron grill on
top with intermittent bars that were either twisted or square. In the mid-1920's the main
street was widened at the expense of the size of the front yards. New stone fences were
built, using the same pattern of grill (Fig. 20). Vegetable and flower gardens were next
to the house, and trees of different kinds were planted (Fig. 21), such as Aleppo pine
and Cypress (Kroyanker, 1987).
In Wilhelma there were two sizes of lots: along the main street the lots were
one hectare, (2.47 acres) 40 meters (131 feet) wide at the front and 250 meters (820
feet) long; and on the side streets the lots were 0.23 hectares (0.59 acres) and also 40
meters (131 feet) wide at the front. The houses were spaced ten meters from each
other, and the service buildings were at a uniform distance of 20 meters (65.7 feet)
behind. The fence was usually made of wood, and the yard which extended all the way
to the fields, was used for growing vegetables and fruit trees (Thalmann, 1981:118).
The yards in Bethlehem in the Galilee and Waldheim were arranged in a similar
way to Wilhelma, but differed in size. In Bethlehem the lots were equal, 43 x 372
meters (1.6 hectares or 3.95 acres) and in Waldheim, the lots were 0.25 hectares (0.62
acres) (Ben Artzi, 1988:93-94).
In Bethlehem in the Galilee, in the front of the houses, stone walls separated the
yards from the street. There were separate gates for pedestrians and for wagons and
livestock (Fig. 22). In Waldheim there are a few stone walls, but there are also

Fig. 20 Jerusalem German Colony, stone fence with iypical iron grill

Fig. 21 Jerusalem German Colony, stone fence, Cypresses and Pines
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concrete foundations with remains of iron poles and chain-link fences. Big stone
columns mark the entrances for the wagons (Fig. 23).

88H3
Fig. 22 Bethlehem in the Galilee, stone fence

Fig. 23 Waldheim, gates
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CHAPTER 5
THE IMPACT OF THE TEMPLERS ON PALESTINE
TRANSPORTATION
The first major project carried out by the Templers immediately after they
settled in Haifa was developing transportation. At the time, transportation in Palestine
was via beasts of burden which trod ancient, neglected roads, that were usually little
more than trails. Travel from one town to another on the coast was by sea.
Horse-drawn wagons, the most common mode of transport in Europe, was almost
unknown in Palestine. With the exception of the Jaffa-Jerusalem road, which had been
recently restored (1869), there were no roads suitable for horse-drawn wagons (Kark,
1984:195-196). The wagons the Templers brought with them from Germany were
simply too wide for most roads. After disembarking in the port of Haifa, the Templers
had to take apart their wagons in order to pass through the town gates. Later on, the
gates were demolished to allow the passage of wagons (Carmel, 1977:117).
The Templers were the first in Palestine to run carriage lines between Jaffa and
Jerusalem, Haifa and Acre (the administrative center for the north) and between Haifa,
Nazareth and Tiberias. Until the line between Haifa and Acre was established, the trip
took four hours by donkey. By horse-drawn carriage it took less than one-third the
time, and the price was not much higher.
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In order to allow transportation by carriages, the Templers built several roads.
In 1873, they built at their own expense, the road from Haifa to Nazareth, a
considerable achievement considering the conditions of the time. They introduced a line
of carts and wagons for passengers and loads.
Shortly after transportation by wagons was established, the local population,
initially envious of the Germans for taking away their livelihoods, began purchasing
wagons from the Germans and competing with them.
Because of the roads built by the Templers, local landowners started hauling
their harvest from the Jezreel Valley to Haifa on wagons, thus saving time and
expense. The improved transportation forced the Turkish authorities to find
ways of guaranteeing the safety of travelers on the roads. The improvement in
security, one of the weaknesses of the local authorities, was among the most
important indirect contributions the Templers made to the country (Ibid.,
117-119, 122; Carmel, 1983:144; Carmel, 1990:42).
A similar process occurred in Jaffa and Sarona, where the Germans' mode of
transportation was also a great influence on local development. Travelers to the port of
Jaffa used the Templers' carriage line to get to Jerusalem. At the beginning, two
carriages traveled in each direction daily. By 1875, the line had developed into a big
company. The Jaffa Templers were also pioneers in the field of guided tours of the
Holy Land by carriages (Carmel, 1981:55; Carmel, 1990:29-33).
Besides developing modes of transportation the Templers also built roads and
bridges. In 1876, the Jaffa-Jerusalem road, which had fallen into disrepair, was restored
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with government money under the supervision of the Templer engineer, Theodor
Sandel. The hauling of equipment and materials for repairing the road was also carried
out by Templer wagon drivers from Jaffa and Sarona, with reinforcements of wagons
brought from Haifa.
The governors of Acre (Akko) and Haifa were often guests at the German
Colony in Haifa. They were aware of the professional and skilled personnel of the
community. Thus, in 1871, the engineer Jakob Schumacher was asked to enlarge the
pier in Haifa, deepen the harbor at Acre and to design a bridge over the Kishon River
(Warte, 1871, 23:89). The settler Oldeorf received the concession to build the
Haifa-Nablus road (Warte, 1876, 21:83). The Beilharz family became famous for the
construction of roads in the north. Their greatest accomplishment was the construction
of bridges, stations, depots and water towers along the Hijaz railway (Sauer, 1988). In
1885, Gottleib Schumacher was appointed engineer for the Acre district, and within a
short time, submitted a number of proposals for "the uplifting of Palestine", or
improvements, among which were a port at Haifa, a new bridge spanning the Kishon
River and a rail line to Damascus (Warte, 1886, 35:35-37).
In summary, the Templers introduced new means of transportation, improved
roads so they could support carriage and wagon traffic, and improved the railway
system.
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COMMERCE
The improved transportation system in Palestine brought with it a boost in
commerce. In this too, the Templers set an example for others. They were the first to
establish businesses on a European standard, and people at all levels of the urban
population took advantage of Templer-run businesses and services.
In Haifa, the Templers owned businesses which sold materials for construction
and agriculture, machinery, household goods, chemicals, and pharmaceuticals. They
were representatives of big shipping companies and seven insurance companies. In
addition, they ran two hotels and a hostel. In order to compete with these modern
businesses, the local merchants had to make changes in their shops in the old souk of
Haifa, and even change their system of dickering to the "fair system" for which the
Germans were known (Carmel, 1977:119-120; Carmel, 1990:42-43, 58, 227-228). A
similar process occurred in Jaffa, (Carmel, 1990:30; Carmel, 1981:55) and in
Jerusalem. Templers who belonged to the free professions - doctors, teachers,
architects, engineers, etc. - settled in Palestine, and contributed greatly to the
development of the country. The Templers were also the first to build modern hotels
which provided services at a European level (Carmel, 1981:55).
Much of the latest in agricultural tools and machinery were imported by German
businesses. Jewish farmers who wanted to reform their means of cultivation bought
tools and machinery from these businesses. The Templers even served as models for
organized marketing of agricultural products and farmers' cooperatives, backed by
officially recognized regulations. The cooperatives were formed to run modern dairies
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and wineries, for buying and selling of goods and to improve the marketing of goods
in the country and abroad. They were a model for the Jewish cooperative agricultural
settlements (moshav and moshava) that were set up later7 (Thalmann, 1991:271, 267).

INDUSTRY AND TRADE
The Templers were the first to establish a class of craftsmen which became a
model for the various trades. In the whole country one could not find engineers,
carpenters, architects, engravers and blacksmiths or other craftsmen who were at their
level of expertise. Not only the well-to-do among the population, but also the
authorities, used their services when they needed work done at a high level. Their
prices were fair, they were skilled, dedicated, orderly and efficient. The same can be
said for the first factories that the Templers built in Palestine for soap, machinery, beer
and cement. The introduction of steam-powered flour mills was an important innovation
for the country. The Templers also imported and distributed steam-powered engines for
other purposes (Carmel, 1990:227; Avitzur, 1982:3-4).
Wagner's Motor Factory in Walhalla (Jaffa) was known for introducing the use
of motors, especially in irrigation. It was known at the time as the biggest factory in
the country which, in 1913, employed 100 people (Carmel, 1981:55).
The factory for cement products, which was built by Hugo Wielend at the
beginning of the 20th century near Walhalla, was the first of its kind in Palestine. It
produced floor tiles and cement bricks, which made the construction of buildings easier
and faster. Later, the factory produced roof tiles. It also developed a method for the
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production of cement pipes which replaced the more expensive iron pipes used for
irrigation of citrus groves. All of this saved having to import these products from
abroad. This Wieland factory was an important milestone in the industrial development
of Palestine (Eisler, 1993:150).
Other trades which the Templers introduced were the production and
maintenance of carriages (Brugger, 1908;63), and house painting. In addition to the
Europeans who employed German house painters, rich Arabs also hired them at high
prices, because of their good work (Warte, 1874, 6/11:93-94; Carmel, 1981:55). The
Templers, who had earlier regarded themselves as too inexperienced to handle local
building materials by themselves, became the teachers and guides of both the local
population and the governing Turkish authorities in everything connected with planning,
construction and development that was to determine and shape the modern landscape
of the country.

AGRICULTURE
Most Templers were engaged in agriculture during their first years in Palestine.
Their settlement was characterized by the transfer of agricultural traditions and
experience from their home countries to Ottoman Palestine which had its own
agricultural tradition. This process was particularly evident in the period between the
1870's and the First World War. During this time the local Arab peasant ("falah")
methods of farming and organization were unsuited for developing an efficient
commercial unit, and Jewish farming during this period was just beginning. When the
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Templers first arrived, most of the Arabs in Palestine lived in small villages and rural
towns. Their farming methods were traditional and employed primitive tools. Under the
influence of the Templers, however, the Arabs adopted some new methods, including
the use of manure, modern tools for cultivation, and the introduction of new crops,
such as grains for fodder, and potatoes. But, overall, the Templers had little influence
on the Arab farmers (Thalmann, 1991:234, 237-239).
The Templers' influence on the Jewish farmers was more significant. Jewish
settlements in Palestine began at a time when the Templers' colonies were already
firmly established. Thus, the Templers served as guides to the Jewish farmers. The
Templers' farms were models and sources of inspiration to the planners of the Jewish
agricultural settlements of the Zionist movement. The Jewish farmers established close
ties with members of the German colonies from whom they learned modern cultivation
methods, the use of manure and other fertilizers, crop rotation, and raising cattle. The
Templers' mixed farming methods served as a basis for the planning of Jewish
settlements, although the Jews developed some improvements themselves (Ibid., 243,
252).
The Templers' innovations in agriculture are found in three areas: (1) a new
structure for the farming unit, (2) new agrotechnical methods and (3) the introduction
of new technologies.
(1) The structure of the farm: In the 1880's and 1890's mixed farming evolved
and crystallized in the Templer colonies. This type of farm was based on three elements
that functioned as a combined economic unit: field crops, horticulture, and dairy
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farming. This farming structure was a novelty compared to the traditional Arab farming
that lagged behind modern agricultural developments. The Templers succeeded in
achieving high yields in all these areas and set an example for the Jewish settlers.
Mixed farm became the basic structure of modern agriculture at the beginning of the
20th century in Palestine (Ibid. , 270; Ben-Artzi, 1988:92). (2) Agrotechnical methods:
Equipped with knowledge and the tradition of western farming, and after gaining initial
experience on the new site and observing Arab farming methods, the Templers applied
modern agrotechnical methods.
In traditional Arab farming there was no awareness of improving soil quality
through the use of manure. The Templers were the first in Palestine to use manure and
fertilizers in their fields, which meant they were able to get three times the yields of
that of the Arab farmers. The Templers also changed their traditional two-year seed
cycle by using a new sequence of multi-crops. They also stopped the practice of letting
land lie fallow and, instead, used land in a more controlled manner. They were able to
ensure a steady income by planting many different crops, which were spaced throughout
the year and provided work for all the members of the farm. This was a method known
to the western world, but not to farmers in Palestine.
The Templers were also the first to use modern pest control methods, unknown
to the Jewish and Arab farmers, and which later became an essential scientific subject
in the modern agriculture of the Land of Israel (Thalmann, 1991:171, 173, 178). The
Templers were the first to sow alfalfa and other grains for use as fodder and which was
intended to solve the problem of a lack of sufficient natural pasture for their cows. It
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allowed for the development of dairy farming. Their cows were not only fed well, they
were also inoculated against diseases which commonly afflicted cattle. Another practice
which influenced local agriculture was the development of new breeds of cows (Ibid.,
266,271; Carmel, 1990:56). They also improved strains of vegetables, potatoes, grapes
and bees (Katz, 1982:62).
(3) New Technologies: Through their ties with Germany and the rest of the
Western world, the Templers introduced new technologies and tools, which allowed the
extension of land for farming. They introduced European plows, including those with
steel cables and pulleys and which were pulled by horses or operated by steam engines.
They also introduced scythes and stone rollers for threshing wheat, machines for sowing
wheat and motorized irrigation systems (pumps) (Thalmann, 1991:161).

PLANNING AND ARCHITECTURE
The Templers' settlements were a pioneering venture in rural physical planning
in Palestine. They were new, planned, and attractive in their appearance. They were
a source of inspiration to the new Jewish immigrants and proof that it was possible to
settle in Palestine. The Templers' settlements influenced the new Jewish settlements.
Jews adopted the professional experience which was accumulated by the Templers and
hired professionals from their communities for surveying and planning.
The influence of the Templers on the Jewish settlements can be seen in the
orderly planning, construction materials, relative spaciousness, proper order of land
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uses, and separation between dwellings and the farm (Ben-Artzi, 1987:116). When the
Jewish society "Ahuzat Achim" decided in 1909 to build a new neighborhood in Haifa,
they planned it with a wide, paved street and dedicated five meters on each side for
gardens - planning that was surely influenced by the German example (Carmel,
1977:121).
Also, the German colony in Jaffa influenced the development of street layout
and architectural style of the new Jewish neighborhoods north of Jaffa (Kark, 1984:85).
The new neighborhood of Walhalla, which was built with big, spacious houses on large
parcels of land and gardens, was a model to be followed by the first founders of Tel
Aviv (Eisler, 1993:101). Theodor Sandel, who planned Sarona, was hired to survey and
plan Petah Tikvah, the first Jewish township ("moshava"). The German settlers
introduced advanced methods of land surveying and mapping. On the basis of the map
drawn up by Yakov Schumacher for the colony in Haifa, it became possible later to
register the land with the authorities. In 1885, Schumacher's son Dr. Gottleib
Schumacher was appointed chief engineer for the district of Akko. He also prepared
maps. In 1889, 11 Templer surveyors were involved in the land survey of Palestine
commissioned by the Ottoman government (Gavish and Kark, 1993:31-43).
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CHAPTER 6
THE COLONIES TODAY
As a consequence of World War II the original German inhabitants were
expelled. After the war of 1948 Jews moved into the vacant houses in the colonies.
Some of the colonies ceased to be residential. The rural settlements, however, kept
their character as farming communities. The following is an account of the form of
the communities and their inhabitants today.

FORM OF COMMUNITY AND INHABITANTS
Sarona: During the Second World War, The British converted Sarona into a
prison camp for Germans living in Palestine. At the end of the war the Germans were
expelled, and Sarona became a British army base, which, since the founding of the
State of Israel in 1948, has been occupied by Israeli army facilities, governmental
offices, and quasi-governmental agencies. There are no residential buildings. The area
today has one of the highest land values in the center of Tel Aviv.

Jaffa: The German inhabitants left the colony in Jaffa during the Second World
War. After the founding of the State of Israel the buildings were taken over by new
immigrants. By then, Jaffa had become part of the Tel Aviv municipality. As urban
development was concentrated in Tel Aviv, this became a neglected area. The Lutheran
Church of Emmanuel and the Pilgrims' Hostel next to it, were never abandoned and are
still operating today. Today, part of the original buildings are inhabited today mainly
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by relatively poor residents. Some houses are undergoing renovation and, some are
neglected and rapidly deteriorating.

Jerusalem: After the Templers were expelled by the British, the area was
inhabited by both Jews and Arabs. Immediately after the war of 1948, new immigrants
were given houses that had belonged to the Arabs who fled. In the last two decades,
the colony has become a prestigious neighborhood, whose residents are of a high
socio-economic status, and who look after the Templer buildings. The main street,
Emek Refaim,8 has become a major traffic artery, with commercial establishments and
restaurants on both sides.

Haifa: The German Colony in Haifa is in the center of the lower city. There
are many commercial and business establishments in the area, including garages,
restaurants, workshops, and used-car lots. The inhabitants of earlier years have been
replaced by poorer residents.

Waldheim: The last Templers left during the Israeli War of Independence in
1948. Today the village is called Alonei Abba, named for the oak (Hebrew, alon) forest
surrounding the settlement, and Abba Berdichiev, a Jewish paratrooper who was killed
during a mission to Europe during World War II.
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In 1952 the settlement became a moshav shitufi ("cooperative settlement").
Today there are about 270 inhabitants in the settlement which has about 1235 acres of
farmland. It has a factory for making metal furniture, but the moshav has serious
economic difficulties.

Bethlehem of the Galilee: The settlement has retained its original name. During
World War II, the place was converted by the British into a prison camp for Germans.
After the war the German residents were expelled, and after 1948 Jews took over the
settlement and founded a moshav ovdim ("householders' semi- cooperative settlement").
The cultivated area belonging to the settlement is about 1,000 acres and there are
approximately 260 residents.

Wilhelma: Wilhelma was also turned into a prison camp for Germans living in
Palestine, who later were expelled, mainly to Australia. The place was inhabited after
the 1948 war by Jews who were displaced from rural settlements captured by Jordan,
it was re-named B'nai Atarot after one of those rural settlements. The settlement of
about 1,000 acres is a moshav ovdim today with about 150 residents.

STATE OF PRESERVATION
Haifa. The German Colony neighborhood in Haifa has undergone a radical
change over the years, becoming an area characterized by commercial buildings,
garages, workshops and restaurants. Only parts of it are used as private residences. The
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main street, Ben-Gurion Boulevard (Karmelstrasse) was widened years ago. This
destroyed the landscaped strip along its sides, leaving narrow sidewalks.
Many buildings are deserted and in an advanced state of deterioration (Fig. 24).
Some buildings were razed, leaving only empty lots in their place. Others are now
surrounded by fences with signs reading "Warning: Building in Danger of Collapse",
their windows and doors sealed with concrete. The utility buildings are also neglected,
though a few are used as dwellings.
In those buildings that have been converted to commercial use: cafes, a Chinese
restaurant, a fish restaurant, there has been some attempt to create some sort of
atmosphere, though not necessarily faithful to the authenticity of the style of the
building. Sometimes windows have been made round, the wooden shutters have been
replaced by aluminum and plastic shutters (Fig. 25). Wooden porches and concrete
pillars have been added, and the original stone surface plastered. In some cases, the
first floor is used for commercial shops, but the upper storeys are unused and
neglected.
A similar situation can be found on the side streets, such as today's Anilevich
Street. Even structures which are in use by public bodies, such as the Center for the
Rehabilitation of the Handicapped, are not well-kept. HaGanim St., parallel to the main
street, is inhabited mainly by poor Arab families and commercial establishments. This
area is considered undesirable as a place to live because of its proximity to the port.
The houses have been haphazardly enlarged by various plaster additions (Fig. 26). The
utility buildings are used as private residences. Occasionally one can see the remains
of the original stone fences, but with later additions of concrete and chain-link fences.

Fig. 24 Haifa German Colony, neglected building.

Fig. 25 Haifa German Colony: renovated building with plastic and aluminum
shutters
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Fig. 26. Haifa German Colony, house with haphazard additions

Overall, little is left of the original organization of the yards and in many cases
the boundaries between parcels have been blurred. Some of the original trees can be
identified,

and

include:

olive

{Oka europaea), red

river

gum

(Eucalyptus

c a m a l d u l e n s i s ) , f i g t r e e s ( F i c u s c a r i c a ) , W a s h i n g t o n i a p a l m ( W a s h i n g t o n i a r o b u s ta ) ,
pines ( Pinus pinea, P. halepensis) and Italian cypress ( Cupressus sempervirens). Thus,
in contrast to the well-tended original Templer colony in Haifa, the area has become
a collection of cluttered structures, empty lots and deteriorating buildings.

The

buildings bear no resemblance to each other as a result of uncontrolled additions, which
were stuck on without regard for the original character of the colony.

Sarona.

The colony is used today for a military complex and government

offices. The sections belonging to the army and the Ministry of Defense, mainly the
northern part of the colony, are fenced off and closed to the public. Overall, only
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a few buildings remain in their original state. Additions constructed since 1948 were
built without regard to the architectural surroundings. Architectural additions and
installations, such as air conditioning systems, water pipes and grills soldered over
windows and doors have made ugly the facades of the once charming buildings. In
many of the buildings plastic and aluminum shutters have replaced the original typical
wooden ones.
In contrast to the governmental buildings, many of the structures occupied by
the army are kept in a much better state. Many of the utility buildings were removed
to make room for other buildings or parking lots. The original division of individual
plots has been erased and the characteristic appearance of the Templer street has been
lost. The sidewalks are separated from the yards by barbed wire and chain-link fences
and concrete walls.
Some of the original vegetation can be identified, such as the Umbrella pine,
Italian Cypress, olive, ficus (Ficus retusa), River gum eucalyptus, mulberry tree (Morus
nigra, M.alba), Washingtonia, carob (Ceratonia siliqua), and Aleppo pine. Thus, only
a few of the original Templer buildings in Sarona remain intact, the rest are neglected
with unsuitable additions.

Jaffa. The American Colony buildings are as of today, in an advanced state of
decay; some are abandoned, in others the plaster is deteriorating, some of the openings
have besn bricked up, and on some houses signs warn of the hazards of entering. Other
buildings have been razed, leaving empty lots.
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There have been some attempts at restoration. A house at number 4 Auerbach
St. was turned into a restaurant, and half the house at number 10 has been restored.
Both houses were pre-fabricated in Maine and brought over by the American settlers,
whose colony was later to be occupied by the Germans (Fig. 27). In the nearby
neighborhood of Walhalla there are few buildings remaining from the Templer period.
Some were demolished in recent years. The building which used to house the first
factory for motors in Palestine is still used today for metal industries. In some buildings
the original wooden shutters are still in place, while in others they have been replaced
by aluminum and plastic shutters.

Wilhelma (B'nai Atarotl. The German Colony in Wilhelma has been wellpreserved and has become a village with a high quality of life. The residents are clearly
aware of the uniqueness of the buildings. The houses are well-cared for; their owners
take considerable pride in their appearance, although they are not necessarily strict
about authenticity. For example, one house is painted pink,
another in mustard and red. The effect surprisingly, is pleasing, if somewhat precious.
Some porches have been closed in to make extra rooms; many windows are
missing the original wooden shutters. Some of the original houses have been
demolished, and modern single-family houses built on the site with no resemblance to
the architecture of the original community. Many of the utility buildings are also used
today as private dwellings. In addition to new fences, one can also see remnants of the

104
old fences, including picket fences, stone foundations or fences which have been
restored in the style of the original ones.
The communal house (Gemindehaus) still serves as a cultural center, and another
public building has been turned into a kindergarten. The private gardens are
well-tended, and one can still identify some of the original olive trees, eucalypts and
ficus. Only a few of the latter have remained since they had to be removed in the early
1950's when electricity was installed and the eucalyptus trees which lined the street
were in the way.

Jerusalem. In Jerusalem the "German Colony" neighborhood has been
maintained in a relatively good physical condition. It continues to function as a
prestigious residential neighborhood. Most of the buildings are one to two storeys with
red roof tiles, and original shutters, and with stone walls surrounding the yards. Abrg
the narrow side streets and in the yards, one can still find old trees planted by the
Templers: Aleppo pine, Italian cypress, eucalyptus, Chinaberry {Melia azedarach),
California pepper tree (Schinus molle) and olive. The trees are much taller than the
houses, giving the area a rural atmosphere.
However, some buildings have been destroyed, leaving empty lots. New
buildings have been erected on some lots and are not always in harmony with the rest
of the neighborhood. The utility buildings are sometimes used as dwellings, and
sometimes for offices and businesses. Although utilization of the buildings contributes
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to their preservation, additions such as grill work, exterior pipes, stucco wall coverings
and asbestos eaves distract from the beauty of the houses and spoil their authenticity.
Many of the original buildings are shared by more than one tenant and thus,
required interior changes, and some exterior changes to accommodate the new uses.
The Templers' meeting hall was given to the Armenian church which is not active at
present. The two Templer schools are used by the Israel Fiber Institute laboratories.
This has completely changed the character of the buildings by attaching to the exteriors
different installations and turning the empty spaces in between the buildings into a large
parking lot for the use of the employees.

Waldheim (Alonei Abba). Since the present settlement is a moshav shitufi
("cooperative settlement") which believes in equality, new standardized residential units
were built a few years after the present population settled on the site (Fig. 28). The
original Templer buildings as a result, were neglected. One can assume from the
present state of the buildings that the local people did not perceive the buildings as
worthy of preservation.
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Fig. 27 Jaffa, Auerbach Street 10

Fig. 28 Waldheim, contemporary residential house and an inhabited Templer house
in the background
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A few of the Templer buildings are used as residences by people who are not

members of the community. One building was renovated and adapted to house the
secretariat. Another is used as a kindergarten. The buildings which are in use display
poor maintenance. Mortar is missing from the joints between the stones, windows,
doors and shutters have been changed and there are non-matching additions. Thecrest
of the buildings are in a state of advanced deterioration (Fig. 29). Mortar is also
missing from masonry joints, there are cracks in the walls, iron grills are rusty or
missing, many openings are missing doors and windows, shutters are broken and roofs
leak.
The buildings built by the British during the Second World War as living
quarters for the guards are in a similar state of disrepair.
Several buildings were destroyed in the past. Of the fences and walls which
surrounded the yards, only foundations can be seen today. Occasionally one can see the
stone pillars of the gates (Fig. 23). The building in the best state of preservation is the
Evangelical Church which has also been declared a site for preservation by the Council
for the Preservation of Buildings and Settlement Sites (Fig. 30). The gardens around
the Templer buildings are neglected, however, most of the dominant trees still exist:
cypresses, pines and eucalypts.

Bethlehem in the Galillee. This settlement is a moshav ovdim ("a semicooperative householders' settlement") and therefore there is a strong sense of
ownership, in contrast to the moshav shitufi. Most of the Templer houses are used as

Fig. 29 House of first stage in advanced deterioration

Fig. 30 Waldheim, the church
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residences, well-cared for and surrounded by attractive gardens. But it is clear that
inhabitants do not respect the authenticity of the buildings. Additions and changes have
been made. New plaster covers the original stone, or new stone has been used which
does not match the original. And, stone fences were changed and windows and doors
have been replaced which do not always match the original.
The building that houses the present secretariat, and which served in the past as
the community hall, was renovated and restored with the help of the Council for the
Preservation of Buildings and Settlement Sites. But, nearby there is a building that was
used as a dairy and a few other utility buildings, which are in a state of deterioration.
This is also the fate of utility buildings and structures in the yards which are left
untreated against further destruction. In contrast, a few utility buildings were renovated
and are used as residences.
Some Templer buildings were demolished in the past and new villas built in
their place. A great part of the dominant original woody vegetation, olive,
Washingtonia palms, pines, arucaria, fig trees and carobs still exist. The division of the
land stayed the same as the original as opposed to Alonei Abba where it has blurred
because of the character of the settlement.
The recently constructed new neighborhood does not resemble the original
Templer style. Nothing has been left of the original division of the fields.
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CHAPTER 7
FINDINGS
INTERVIEWS
The third objective of this study was to assess existing plans for the colonies.
This required developing assessment criteria and guidelines. Interviews were conducted
(Table 2.1) to elicit opinions which was then used as criteria for declaring a site worthy
of preservation, or deciding what elements of the site should be preserved, which
method of preservation to apply, which period in the colony's existence to preserve
and/or emphasize, and what use or function can be made of
the site.
Also studied was another question which

might have an impact on

decision-making: the origin and ideology of the original colonies' inhabitants.

Justification for Preservation
The interviewees were asked why they thought the sites were important and
deserved to be preserved. Several reasons were given. Each interviewee cited more
than one reason.
a. architecture: the design of the public, residential and utility buildings and
their unique appearance and features;
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b. plan and fabric: the lay-out of the street system, the division ("parceling") of
the lots, the way the buildings relate to each other and to the streets, distance and
relative position of the buildings;
c. history: the importance of German colonies in the Holy Land as a milestone
in the history of the area;
d. the importance of the colonies as a stage in the physical development of
the town or village;
e. the Templers' contribution to the development of Palestine;
f. economic considerations: real estate values of the land or the buildings as
well as the business potential within the colony and the surrounding area;
g. social and psychological reasons mentioned by several professionals, which
relate to the feelings and state of mind inspired by the site and to the social changes that
might occur in the neighborhood and town as a result of preservation of a historical
site; and
h. other reasons mentioned by the interviewees not cited above.
Fourteen out of 21 interviewees (Table 7.1) justified preservation because of the
importance of the buildings, but not because they are architectural masterpieces, as
noted by some of the interviewees. Only three of the interviewees mentioned the layout
and fabric of the communities as important criteria.
The general history of the Holy Land was justified as a criterion by fourteen,
and one interviewee (a resident) discounted history as a criterion, saying it is
unimportant. The history of the development of the town was justified by eleven.

Table 7.1: Justification for Preservation1
Site

Archit Plan &
-ecture Fabric

Country's History of
Contribution Economic Socio-Psychological
History
Town's
to Jewish
Considera
Development Settlement
-tions

Haifa

3

1

3

2

Sarona

2

1

1

2

2

3

Walhalla

2

1

2

1

2

Jaffa

1

2

2

Jerusalem

2

2

3

Wilhelma

1

2

1

Bethlehem
HaGelilit
Waldheim

2,

1

Totals

13

I

3

3

1
1

2

1

2

2

1

1

1

14

13

6

14

1. Numbers represent responses on the particular reason for preservation

-Sense of historical
continuity. - Same and
respect for past work
-Educational, respect for
the past, stablity.
-Creates pleasant town by
understanding past
-Variety in the city and
attractions
-Variety -Variety of
neighborhoods and
population, preservation
of collective memory

Other

- Symbol of the city
-Connection between
Mt.Carmel and sea
- Culture is continuous

-Unique group of settlers
-Representative of a
different culture
-Unique group of people
-Decision up to individual
-Unique place
-Different, special, unique
-Unique settlement
landscape -Unique
-Unique settlement
landscape -Unique
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The contribution of the Templers to the development of Jewish settlement in the
Land of Israel was justified by only six interviewees.

The economic gain from preservation of the colonies was supported by
eleven interviewees; four claimed the opposite is true, that there is no direct gain
from preservation, but the profit from the free use of land is greater than the
outcome of preservation.
With regard to the socio-psychological aspect, eight claimed that this is
important, justifying this in several ways: that it creates a sense of continuity and
stability, it helps to develop a respect for work done in the past, that it creates
a more pleasant town through understanding its story, it creates variety in the city
and attractions, it helps to create a variety of populations, and it preserves the
collective memory of the city.
Other reasons for preservation mentioned by some interviewees were, in
the case of Haifa, that the colony is part of the view seen from Mt. Carmel,
which includes also the Bahai Temple and the port (Figs. 31-32). This is a view
that has become a symbol of the city. Another reason given was that Ben-Gurion
Avenue (the main street of the Haifa colony) is still today the true connection
between Mt. Carmel and the sea.
Other criteria mentioned were the uniqueness of the Templer group (three
interviewees) and the uniqueness of the site itself (seven interviewees): "a unique
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settlement", "a unique settlement landscape". One interviewee stated that it is up
to the individual inhabitants to decide whether to preserve.

In summary, historical criteria figured prominently as reasons for
preservation, as did architecture, which might be implied in the idea of the
colony as an aspect of a unique settlement landscape.
The descriptive definition by some of the interviewees of a "unique
settlement" is a subjective one, which includes feelings about aspects of
architectural and landscape uniqueness that are considered worth preserving. This
feeling, among some of the interviewees, stems from the "specialness" of the
site, and the fact that the site is different from new construction in the area. As
one interviewee from Wilhelma (B'nai Atarot) phrased it, "Because it is special
and unique, different from what is being built today. They are modest
houses...what I like about them is their appearance."
The fact that nearly all the interviewees related to economic considerations
indicates the weight given to this aspect in decision-making.
Particularly interesting were criteria cited that do not appear in the charter
for Preservation of Buildings and Settlement Sites, such as a colony being "a
symbol of the city", or that the colony is "the connection to the sea".
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Fig. 31 Haifa, German Colony as a symbol in a postcard
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Fig. 32 Haifa, German Colony as a symbol in an advetisement
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What to Preserve?
The purpose of this question was to determine how much of each colony
should be preserved: whether the entire colony or just parts of it. The second
issue stems from the fact that the tendency in preservation is to concentrate on
structures.
They catch the eye and are usually the dominant elements in a landscape.
It was also important to elicit opinions as to what elements in the site should be
preserved.
Table 7.2

details

the

features

that

might

be

considered

for

preservation: a. buildings only; b. buildings and the surrounding yards; c.
streets and fabric;
d. surviving vegetation.
Most of the interviewees prefer to preserve the entire site (fourteen) while
four said preserving part of the site is sufficient, emphasizing that the part to be
preserved should be the most representative of the general style of the colony.
Most of the interviewees (eighteen) said the first

priority is to preserve the

residential and public buildings. Fifteen said they wanted also to preserve the
fabric and the streets. The same number wanted also to preserve the yards
(wherever possible) and also the vegetation. One person claimed it is the decision
of the individual, another said he was satisfied with the present situation and a

Table 7.2: What to Preserve1

Entire
Site

Part of
Site

Buildings
Only

3
2

3
3

2
2

2
2

3

1

1

1

1

1

1

2
3
1

2
3
1

2
3

2
3
1

2
3

1
J
15

2
3

Site
Haifa
Sarona

Walhalla
Jaffa
Jerusalem
Wilhelma

2
3
1

Bethlehem
Waldheim

1
2
14

Total

Feature
Yards Street and
&
Fabric
Bldgs

1
1
4

18

1. Number of agreements by interviewees

15 ,

Vegetation

2
15

Remarks

1 Prefers entire site, but is a
matter of compromise
2.Preservation, but not all costs
Prefers the entire site, but is a
matter of compromise

1 .Decision up to the individual.
2.Satisfied with present
situation
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third said the decision depends on the achievable compromises. These last three
declined to go into details.

What kind of Preservation?
The method and type of preservation has obvious implications for its cost and
the willingness of the owners or public bodies to undertake the project, as well as on
the site's function and use in the future.
Two relevant types of preservation emerged from the interviews: restoration,
i.e., returning the building to its original state; and rehabilitation (reconditioning or
remodeling), i.e., works necessary to make the building usable for a contemporary
purpose which will generate sufficient value to maintain the building into the future.
The kind of preservation must also relate to the different components of the site,
because there might be a different attitude in dealing with the main buildings than with
utility buildings or yards. The interviewees were asked to relate to each component
separately (Table 7.3).
Most of the interviewees focused on restoration and even supported a
museum-like restoration of a few buildings, including the interior and exterior of the
buildings and their surroundings. Ten of the interviewees preferred preservation and
restoration of the facades of the buildings; four of them conditioned this on the use of
the structure or the knowledge that exists for its restoration. Three people preferred
restoration of the front facade only, and two claim that facades of the building should

Table 7.3: What Kind of Preservation?

Site

Front
Facade

Restoration
Interior of
All
Facades Building
Utilitv
Bldgs.

Haifa

2+

2+

Sarona

2+

1+/1-

Walhalla

2+

1 -

Jaffa
Jerusalem
Wilhelma

Yard
Fences

Front
Facade
Vegetation
2+

2+

Rehabilitation
Interior of
Building
Utility
Bldgs.

1+

1+

Yard
Fences

Vege
tation

1+

2+
1+

2+

1+/1-

1+

2+

2+

1+/2-

1+/2-

3+

3+

3+

1-

1-

1-

1+

Bethlehem

1+

1+

1 -

1 -

1+/1-

Waldheim

2+

25+/9-

24+/4-

1+/1-

Total

110+/4-

1+/1-

3+

9+12-

10+/2-

"+" Agreement
" D e p e n d s on useof building
Numbers represent the number of responses

All
Facades

1-

1+

1+

1+

1+

1+

1+

1+

2+

5+

4+

2+
1+
1+

2+

4+

1+
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be treated in a more liberal way, rehabilitation, retaining the character, but not
necessarily the details.
As to the restoration of the interior of the buildings, five interviewees were in
favor, but only in buildings which would be open to the public. In their opinion, one
cannot force an individual to restore the details of the interior of the house. Nine left
it to the decision of the owners or the user. Four preferred making adjustments to the
new use and function.
Ten of the interviewees related to the utility buildings in the yards. Of these,
four favored restoration, while finding a different use than the original one; four
claimed that this depends of the future use, and two said that the buildings should be
rehabilitated and adjusted to the new use and it is not necessary to emphasize the
original details.
A majority of the interviewees that support restoration believe that it is
necessary to preserve the entire inventory of the yards, such as fences and vegetation,
in those cases where information exists.

The Period to be Preserved
When dealing with preservation one must determine the period or architectural
layer to be preserved. Otherwise, the site could become a collection of artifacts that are
meaningless to the viewer. Thus, preservation up to the selected period should be done
and any later additions removed.
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The period that the Templer colonies were inhabited by Germans can be divided
into two major periods. The first is up to World War I. During that period most of the
buildings were constructed of materials such as stone and wood and were cemented by
mud and lime. The second period is between the two world wars. In this period
concrete and iron bars and pre-fabricated cement elements were used in construction
of most of the buildings. These new materials and the new architectural styles
introduced into Palestine at that time, influence also the design of the Templers'
buildings.
The interviewees were asked which periods should be emphasized, whether the
period up to World War I, or the period from the establishment of the colonies to
World War II (Table 7.4).

Table 7.4: Period to be Preserved and Emphasized1
Site
Haifa
Sarona
Walhalla

Until WW II

Until WW 1

1

2
2
1

Other

No Comment

Period best rooted in the

1
1

town's collective
memory
-Each building must be
judged separately.
-American period

Jaffa

Jerusalem

3

Wilhelma

1

Bethlehem

2

2

HaGelilit
Waldheim

2

Totals

5

1

Number of positive responses

1

9

2

5
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Five interviewees said that it should be the period up to World War I, and they
included the colonies of Haifa, Sarona and Walhalla. Nine advocate the preservation
from the founding of the colonies until World War II, and they included Haifa,
Jerusalem, Wilhelma, Bethlehem in the Galilee and Waldheim. In fact, in the last three
sites it is difficult to limit the period of preservation to pre-World War I, since they
were founded only one decade before the war. One of the interviewees from Haifa said
that the whole period of the Templers up to World War II should be preserved because
"Preservation is a historical editing of an urban fabric".
According to one of the interviewees the American period should be emphasized
in the American-German colony in Jaffa, despite the fact that the Americans lived there
for a very short period, since it is the only colony of its kind which exists today.
Another one said that each building should be examined individually; all the rest did
not relate to the question or did not have a definite opinion on the subject. From Table
7.4 it is clear that there is near consensus within each site.

The Use of the Sites and Their Function

The use of the site that is selected for preservation is an important factor in
ensuring proper upkeep and to retain its atmosphere. Laurie (1993) claims that
preserved sites should not be kept as artifacts only, but as places which have a
meaning, relate to history and respect it, all that, without freezing time. It is best to
view the site as an experience and to emphasize less its authenticity. We must
understand the changes as a process. The ideal case is when buildings continue to
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function and serve the same purpose as the original one: a church as a church, a bank
as a bank, as well as agricultural landscapes.

However, reality is such that in many cases this is simply not possible, and it
is necessary to introduce new meaning and function in the building and the whole site.
All the interviewees preferred that structures in colonies in urban communities
be busy day and night, so that there will not be "dead" periods. They expressed concern
that "undesirable activities" could take place during this period of no activity.
All the interviewees believe that the colonies should function as residential areas,
as a means for keeping the character of the sites that were originally essentially
residential areas. Public buildings should continue to serve as public buildings. But they
believe it is also possible to use residential buildings for various businesses and
services, as long as they do not disturb the nearby residents. For most places the
interviewees cited coffee houses, restaurants, workshops, galleries, offices and small
museums, tourist shops, and book shops as appropriate businesses. The interviewees
suggested that in Waldheim and Bethlehem in the Galillee, both situated at the entrance
to the Galillee, an area which is visited by vacationers, seasonal rooms to let and
pensions would be an appropriate use in these buildings "of a special atmosphere."
Additional suggestions for the use of the sites were: turning Wagner's factory
in Walhalla into a technological museum, and using buildings for educational
institutions, such as schools, kindergartens and community centers. Large buildings
such as the church in Waldheim (Alonei Abba) are proposed as suitable sites for
concerts and conventions.
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To sum up, there is a wide range of suggested uses. The first priority of the
interviewees is to use the buildings as residences, and secondly for quiet, cultured
private businesses and public services, which would not conflict with the adjacent
residents.

Decision-making in the Light of the Founders' Background
The settlements were founded by a population (Germans and Americans) which
no longer lives in the country. They differed in their religion and nationality from the
present inhabitants, whose willingness to preserve the sites must be examined with this
in mind.
The fact that some of the Templers sympathized with, or were active members
in the Nazi party in the 1930's and 40's, and the fact that the Nazi holocaust is part of
the national consciousness, makes this question acute. In fact, in early discussions in
municipal councils and planning committees, and even in the Council for the
Preservation of Buildings and Settlement Sites, the idea was raised that preservation and by extension, the perpetuation of these groups - might meet with antagonism from
the present residents.
Although this line of argument does not appear anywhere in the minutes of these
debates, it was mentioned by the interviewees. In Haifa, the issue arose when the
swastika design was found on the original floor tiles of a building in the colony
(Fudem, 1994). In Sarona, evidence of this argument is found in a hand-written
marginal comment on a local planning committee document (Moscovitz, June 8, 1993).
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In Walhalla, the issue resulted in a significant delay in the work of the local
Preservation Committee. The attempt to preserve Wagner's factory there, which had
been founded by a known Nazi sympathizer, made the efforts at persuading the Tel
Aviv Municipal Council to preserve the colony much more difficult (Shaheen, 1994).
In Jerusalem there were fierce objections in the City Council during a debate on
preserving the Germany Colony, because Nazi uniforms had been found in one of the
attics in the colony (Turner, 1994).
Also, in Bethlehem in the Galillee and Waldheim (Alonei Abba) the general idea
was that nothing should be done to preserve the buildings, but that nature should be
allowed to take its course until the houses disappear (Dagani, 1994; Yaeger, 1994).
The interviewees did not dismiss preservation, either because the founders were
of different nationalities or because of the Nazi period. Most of them concluded the two
issues by saying that one cannot ignore, erase or rewrite history, and that the German
Colonies are part of the history of Israel, and that this is a matter of intellectual honesty
(sixteen interviewees). One claimed that in any case, the period to be emphasized is up
to World War I, and another person (a local resident) completely ignored the historical
aspect, saying that he prefers to concentrate on the tangible artifacts.

Conclusions. From the interviews described above, the following criteria for
preservation emerge:

a. justification for preservation:
•architectural uniqueness of the buildings;
• the colonies as a milestone in the history of the Holy Land;
•the contribution of the Templers to the development of
their towns and villages;
•economic aspects: real estate value, introduction of
businesses;
• socio-psychological influences on the community;
• the German Colony in Haifa as a symbol of the town and
its connection with the sea.
b. extent of preservation and the elements to be preserved
• the entire site;
• buildings;
• yard inventory; and
• fabric and streetscape.
c. type of preservation:
•preference for restoration of exterior elements;
•rehabilitation and adjustment to present needs in the
interior of the buildings (a tendency stronger among
interviewees from the rural sector); and
• museum-like restoration of a few buildings (interior and
exterior) which will be open to the public.
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d. period to be preserved:
•up to World War I - Haifa, Sarona, Walhalla;
•from the founding of the colony up to World War II Waldheim; and
•Jaffa - emphasis on the American period.
e. uses and functions of the sites:
• round-the-clock activities;
•preference to residences;
• public buildings to continue to function as public buildings;
•residential buildings can also be used as coffee houses,
restaurants, workshops, galleries, offices, small museums, book stores,
etc.; and
•bed and breakfast in the rural settlements in the Galilee.
f. the German background of the original inhabitants and the
Nazi ideology of some of them does not play a role in
the decision whether to preserve the settlements.

PRESERVATION PLANS FOR THE COLONIES
For some of the colonies outline plans for preservation and development exist
which have been approved by the Ministry of Interior. It was not possible in the course
of this research to obtain all the plans and the accompanying sets of regulations from
all relevant municipalities and regional councils. In this study the outline plans chosen
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are from Sarona, Walhalla, Jerusalem and Bethlehem in the Galilee, for which most
relevant information was obtain. These sites represent a variety of municipal issues and
questions of land use.

Sarona. The town planning scheme TA-2270 (Fig. 33) relates to the area of the
German Colony south of Kaplan Street which is the main east-west axis. The area north
of this street is occupied by army and defense offices, and is closed to the public. This
area is not included in the evacuation plan of army offices, government and
quasi-government offices which are situated in the southern section.
The plan calls for the preservation of eleven buildings all of which are situated
on David Elazar Street. These buildings are mainly on the western side of the street and
occupy only the northern half of that street.
The buildings to be preserved will be incorporated into a central park which will
connect all the buildings, both new and old. Paragraph 9.4 in the attached set of
regulations specifies that the buildings will be preserved and restored to their original
state and will be designated for public use. In the area of the street to be preserved, all
the vegetation will also be protected. In other parts of the neighborhood, trees will be
preserved wherever possible.
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buildings for preservation

Fig. 33 Sarona development plan
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The rest of the buildings in this area that were part of the original colony are
slated for demolition in order to widen Kaplan Street and to build high-rise buildings.
Included on the list of buildings to be razed are those from the later Templer period,
and are mainly concentrated in the western part of the site, and are characterized by the
use of concrete and pre-fabricated concrete elements which were manufactured at the
Wieland Factory in Walhalla.
The plan obliterates the fabric of the neighborhood and the original gridiron
pattern of the street layout. The proposed new buildings are planned without regard
to the buildings slated for preservation. The new complex will include a cultural center,
business center, offices and apartments.
This plan, as well as the one which was altered in Walhalla, reminds the author
of Le Corbusier's approach in which, for the sake of light, air and greenery, one should
destroy all of Paris and build prefabricated buildings. The few monuments that are
worth keeping should be incorporated in the green areas around the new houses
(Minzker, 1979:8). This plan was approved by the District Committee for Building and
Planning on the June 25, 1989. Since 1992 the Municipal Planning Department and the
local Committee for Preservation have been trying to increase the number of buildings
to be preserved to 30, especially in the area designated as an open park.

Walhalla. At present there are three town planning schemes for three different
sections of the colony. An overall outline plan is now being prepared. The colony can
be divided into four sections, according to the existing plans (Fig. 34). Town Planning

132

Fig. 34 Walhalla, First World War. (Adapted from Eisler, 1993:97)
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Scheme 2342, known as the Leiber Chocolate Factory area plan, calls for the
demolition of all the buildings in that area, including the building that served as a
Templer school, and a typical Templer residential building. Construction of a
double-tower, high-rise building for businesses and workshops was approved for the
site. Despite the objection of various public organizations and
historians, the colony buildings were destroyed in the early 1990's, and in their place
is an empty lot waiting construction.
The second section lies between Pines Street and HaAtad Lane. According to
the overall outline plan in preparation, only the buildings along the old Jerusalem-Jaffa
railway route are to be preserved. Three other Templer buildings are slated for
demolition. In their place a high-rise office building will be constructed (Shaheen,
1994).
Town Planning Scheme 2355 deals with the third section, which includes the
former Wagner Bros, factory, today the Nechushtan Factory (Fig. 35). The plan calls
for the demolition of the buildings and other structures and for building a high-rise
commercial building. The program was first presented to the Tel Aviv Planning Dept.
on May 31, 1962, and was approved with no objections from the public on June 25,
1989 (Official Gazette 3672).
In August, 1992, however, proposals were presented for a new outline plan for
the whole Walhalla neighborhood, and the need to preserve the continuity of historic
buildings along the old Jerusalem-Jaffa railway route. As a result of this rethinking
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Fig. 35 Walhalla, former Wagner Bros. Factory

four buildings in the area of the Nechushtan factory will be preserved for public use
(including the factory itself). The developers will be compensated by being granted
higher building percentage (in the United States this is called "floor area ratio"). Today,
the existing town planning scheme is undergoing changes (Shaheen, 1994).
The last section includes the building which housed the German Consulate until
World War II, and today houses local offices of the Ministry of Labour and Social
Affairs, the Lorenz Coffee House, which belonged to the Lorenz family, and two
Templer residential houses along the railway route. The last three buildings are owned
at present by the Tel Aviv Municipality.
Town Planning Scheme 2578, which deals with this area, calls for the
preservation of all the buildings and the restoration of the gardens which surrounded
the consulate and the coffee house, since there is sufficient information to do so.
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The plan was approved on June 7, 1994. The buildings will be used for
educational institutions which will serve the adjoining neighborhoods.

The new outline plan in preparation for the whole Walhalla neighborhood will
also deal with open spaces, the buildings slated for preservation, and with a new
promenade to be built on consoles (supporting columns) above the old railway route,
which is located in an artificial depression. The consuls will support a paved walk
which will overlook the historic neighborhoods in the area.

Jerusalem. The first discussions about the need for a preservation plan for the
German Colony (as it is known in Jerusalem) were held in 1965-68 (Turner, 1994). The
plan, Town Planning Scheme 2154, amendment 11, 1975, to Jerusalem Outline Plan
62, was finally approved and made public on August, 1978 (Figs. 36-37).
The boundaries of the plan encompass 35 acres. It defines buildings of historic
and architectural value for preservation, buildings which are typical to the
neighborhood, public buildings, open spaces, streets to be preserved, fences to be
preserved and the network of roads, lanes and paths. The supplementary plan which
shows the options for changes specifies the buildings to which no additions may be
made, those buildings to which additions may be made on the roof, and those where
additional houses may be built in the yard. It also specifies exceptions which may be
demolished or changed. The plan lowers the building percentage from 75% to 70%.
The plan also specifies the trees to be preserved.
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Fig. 36 Amendment 11, 1975 to Jerusalem Outline Plan No. 62, Preservation of the
German Colony
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Fig. 37 Amendment 11, 1975 to Jerusalem Outline Plan No. 62, Preservation of the
German Colony
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The accompanying set of rules states that no more than two storeys (plus cellars
and attics) are allowed in new construction and additions. It specifies the maximum
height of buildings, the type of stone, porches, roof tiles and iron grills. New
construction or additions must match the existing buildings.

Altogether, it is a

comprehensive plan which provides guidelines for the preservation of existing buildings,
the construction of new buildings and additions and the treatment of the streetscape and
vegetation.

Bethlehem in the Galilee. In response to a request by the engineer of the
Regional Council Committee for Planning and Building (Arnet, 1986) the village
secretariat asked to preserve the historical buildings along the main street (Anon.,
1986). The plan (Fig. 38) which was prepared following the request, (detailed plan
2293/c) was finally approved and made public on Dec. 2, 1993. This was several
months after the village committee declared the village as a tourist site (Anon., 1993).
Paragraph 12/b of the plan says that the front facades of the 12 historic buildings of the
northern side of the main street, and the public buildings and the water tower, should
be preserved in the framework of a "settlement site".
On November 22, 1989 Ms. Arnet applied to the Ministry of Interior requesting
the preparation of a special outline plan for the preservation of the fabric of Bethlehem
in the Galilee which would set guidelines for preservation.
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Fig. 38 Bethlehem in the Galilee, Plan No. 2293
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CHAPTER 8
ASSESSMENT OF THE PRESERVATION PLANS
AND RECOMMENDATIONS
The existing plans for the settlements which were chosen to be assessed in this
study were prepared in different periods, and not all of them are defined as preservation
outline plans. Some of them are in the process of being amended and for some sites
there are intentions to prepare preservation outline plans as defined in the amendment
to the Planning and Building Law.
An approved plan is a final product of intentions of the local authority, the
vision of the planner, the physical environmental constraints (economic trends,
transportation, legal environment, ownership of the land), the pressures of developers
and the demands by the public which finds itself directly harmed by the plan, and
organizations which represent certain ideologies they want to apply. The four plans
dealt with here have also gone through such a process. The plans were prepared at
different times. Some of them took many years to be approved, and because of the
length of time it takes to approve a plan, there is little enthusiasm for making changes
and adjustments to it during the process. Meanwhile attitudes and approaches to
preservation might have changed; public awareness might have increased. Therefore it
is advised that the plans be examined or assessed in the light of the existing law, the
conventions ratified by the relevant professional organizations in Israel, and the
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perceptions and criteria elicited during the interviews with people who represent
planners, administrators and concerned citizens.
This assessment might contribute to recommendations as to the changes and
improvements or amendments which are necessary for the existing plans.

Sarona. The plan for Sarona is a town planning scheme, which was not prepared
in the framework of a preservation outline plan, as defined in the Israeli
law.
This plan is an expression of the economics of a land-poor city which supersedes
any desire for preservation. The land under question is today prime real estate because
of its location in central Tel Aviv and its easy accessibility from the main traffic artery.
Pressure from public bodies which advocate preservation succeeded in getting the
planners to include preservation of a very small section of the colony. The initiators of
the plan and the planners eventually agreed on the necessity of giving expression to
historic continuity because of the historic value of the buildings and the role of the
colony in the development of the city.
The plan emphasizes the need for restoration of the buildings but it is not clear
whether it also includes the interiors. The plan calls for the removal of later additions
which "distort the original structure of the building", but there is no definition of the
period to be preserved and emphasized. By implication, the additions to be removed are
those which were constructed since World War II by the British and the Israelis, but
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it is unclear how to relate to additions added to the main buildings between the period
of the founding of the colony and World War II.
The plan specifically designates which trees are to be protected, and states that
those trees which are impossible to preserve in situ should be transplanted, whenever
possible.
The area to be protected is small in comparison to the whole colony and includes
only a section of one street. Those buildings slated for preservation show the
architectural uniqueness of the German Colonies and can perhaps serve as a milestone
in the general history of Palestine. But these buildings are not enough to demonstrate
the contribution to the development of the Jewish and Arab settlements in Palestine, and
the development of Tel Aviv in particular (Hornstein, 1990).
The buildings to be preserved do not represent all the later stages of the colony
and so do not demonstrate architectural development, such as the use of concrete, flat
roofs and prefabricated concrete elements which were manufactured at the Wieland
factory.
The widening of Kaplan St. will result in the demolition of two of the main
public buildings, including the prayer hall. Also, other interesting buildings will be
demolished, such as the winery and some small factories and workshops which are
located at the southern part of the colony. By leaving only a few residential houses,
the context of the colony's daily communal life is lost. It was in the second half of
the 19th century in Germany that architects acknowledged the danger of isolating
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outstanding historic buildings from their immediate environment (Muthesius, 1981:45).
The fact that the 11 buildings to be preserved will be situated in the heart of a
newly-built area of high-rise buildings, will considerably detract from the impact they
would otherwise convey. The buildings will have no socio-psychological influence on
the community, as an entire neighborhood which has an influence on its inhabitants, or
those who come for business or leisure. It is more like a monument or statue whose
influence is only local.
The layout of the streets and the fabric of the colonies were remarkable
characteristics which drew the attention of visitors to the Holy Land and influenced the
Jewish and Arab settlements in Palestine.
The interviewees advocated the preservation of the fabric and the streetscape as
an integral element of the colonies which gives them their uniqueness and primacy. In
this case, this element will be lost, and the buildings will be detached from their
environment and context.
It is clear that this plan does not correspond with the principle expressed in the
Convention for the Preservation of Towns and Historical Sites, ICOMOS, Washington
1987 (International Council on Monuments and Sites) which says that it is important to
preserve the urban fabric as it is defined by lots, streets, the relationship between
structures and green areas and open spaces.

This is not being expressed in the

proposed plan.
As to the future use of the buildings, the plan's guidelines state that they will
be used for public needs, but they don't specify the type of function. This correlates
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with the opinions elicited from the interviewees who also see public use as a good
means for preserving and maintaining buildings and keeping them open to the public.
The incorporation of the buildings in the planned park is a good decision which
will enable the use of buildings for coffee houses, restaurants, galleries, workshops, and
the like.
It is not possible to mix high-rise buildings, as proposed in the plan, in the
original layout of the streets. The streets are too narrow and the relationship between
the height of the new buildings to the street will not preserve the fabric of the original
street. In many cities in the world, the resulting distortion in scale takes on surrealistic
proportions. Building zoning ordinances should be stiffened to prevent the future
intrusion of large-scale buildings, although in some cities the juxtaposition of old and
new buildings can lead to unexpected views which can be esthetically pleasing, for
example, the redevelopment of Faneuil Hall Square in Boston or precincts around St.
Paul's Cathedral in London (Fitch, 1982:81).
It is also advised to preserve more of the original buildings in the area of the
planned park, although this will not help keep the original fabric of the neighborhood.
In order to recapture the past atmosphere, more effort should be made to preserve more
trees and to build fences constructed of materials and in patterns similar to the original.
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Walhalla. The plans which exist today are town planning schemes which deal
with different sections of the neighborhood, and, as already mentioned in chapter 7, an
outline plan for the whole neighborhood is intended.
There is a similarity between Walhalla and Sarona. Both are located in areas
which have high potential to be developed into urban centers of businesses and offices.
Today in Sarona there are no residential buildings; in Walhalla, only a few buildings
are residential. There are clearly strong economic forces which dictate the construction
of high-rise buildings.
Preservation projects can degenerate into fruitless discussions, unless adequate
funds are made available. The aims of preservationists should be realistic, or they will
be discredited; they must be economically and socially feasible. This is probably the
case for Sarona and Walhalla, since there is no public body which is willing or able to
raise all the money needed for preservation.
It might be wise for preservationists to demand less area of the site for
preservation, allowing new construction and higher building percentage rights, in order
to gain the financial means to carry out the preservation plans and to introduce new life
into the preserved buildings. In such a case, the developer would carry all the expenses
of preservation.
The planners in Wahalla are aware of the historic continuity and the need to
include public uses in the buildings and the reconstruction of gardens in the German
Colony and the Lorenz Coffee House. The fabric and the layout of the streets in the
neighborhood are not important, since they are not typical of the German Colonies.
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But there is great importance in the fact that the colony represents a significant
stage in the development of Tel Aviv.
The buildings have typical Templer features, and their value lies in adding to
urban diversity, as well as in the potential for public use for the nearby neighborhoods.
The preservation of this neighborhood will augment the effect of the preservation
carried out in nearby neighborhoods such as the American-German Colony in Jaffa,
which is historically connected to Walhalla, and the neighborhood of Neve Tzedek
which is connected to Walhalla by a bridge which crosses over abandoned railway lines.
Also, the Wagner factory inside the colony, and the Weiland factory a few hundred
meters away, are important as being pioneers and first of their kind in Palestine. It is
recommended that the Tel Aviv Municipal Department of Planning continue pursuing
the preparation of an outline preservation plan for the neighborhood, because there is
a danger that the lack of coordination between the existing plans might lead to
irreversible damage to Walhalla when the plans are carried out.

Jerusalem. The plan for the German Colony in Jerusalem is a preservation
outline plan. It was prepared before the amendment to the Planning and Building Law
was approved in 1991. It was prepared for all the reasons mentioned above to justify
preservation. The plan deals with all the required elements for preservation (Chapter
7).
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The plan does not set a timetable for completion. It is the duty of the town
planning department and licensing department to make sure that any construction in the
neighborhood will be carried out according to the guidelines of the plan.
The buildings blend into the general modest building style of Jerusalem and, on
the other hand, are unique in the rural atmosphere which influences the inhabitants and
the nearby neighborhoods. The cost of the real estate is high because of the location and
character of the neighborhood, and this justifies its preservation. The character of the
neighborhood also draws business activities into the main street and, as cited by the
interviewees, is suitable for this neighborhood; activities such as coffee houses,
restaurants, galleries, offices and arts and crafts workshops.
In fact, preservation is stricter and, in general, confined to the external facades
of the buildings, fences and vegetation. Here, there is a preference for letting the
inhabitants decide how to treat the interiors of the buildings. This could lead, however,
to the loss of physical documentation of building interiors during the Templer period.
Preservation of the exteriors and the removal of later additions, is done only
when new building plans are submitted for approval. Many houses, for which new
building plans are not submitted, remain with unsightly additions. This distracts from
the appearance of the houses and the neighborhood in general.
The preservation plan guidelines require that new buildings and additions be
built in the style of the original buildings. This poses a problem because it is contrary
to the practice of creating a difference between new and old, i.e., it should be clear to
the layman and scholar alike, just what is new and what is old.
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The plan's guidelines allow building in the backyards, under certain conditions,
to take advantage of the building percentage rights. This could cause an increase in
density and a change in the ratio of vegetation to built area, and thus, change the image
of the neighborhood. It is this fabric that is so dominant in Jerusalem's German Colony,
that gives it its special atmosphere, and that all the interviewees want so much to
preserve. In light of this uniformity of opinion, it is suggested that the present outline
plan be amended and a nucleus of selected typical houses be created and strict
preservation be carried out in which building in the yards is prohibited.
In conclusion, despite a few faults, the plan is a good example of a holistic
approach in which all components are dealt with. Realistic answers are given to
problems which plague many preservation projects, without creating drastic changes in
the neighborhood.

Bethlehem in the Galilee. Although this colony is included in the list of
"settlement sites for preservation," the existing plan for the settlement is a "detailed
plan" which is insufficient for preservation of the original buildings and their
surroundings.
The plan does not specify how to preserve the site or what type of preservation
to apply. It does not provide guidelines for the treatment of the exteriors, interiors,
vegetation, fences or fabric of the site. Neither does it specify which period to preserve
and what kind of uses are allowed or ought to be retained in existing buildings.
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The plan simply details the buildings whose front facades are to be preserved.
This is a positive step because it prevents further harm to the buildings. On the other
hand, there is still danger that other features such as fences, vegetation and utility
buildings will be damaged.
To conclude, the present plan is far from being satisfactory as a means to carry
out a preservation project. Much depends on the good will or understanding of the
individual property owner and the ability of the local planning department to control
and ensure proper construction. It is therefore recommended that a "preservation outline
plan" be prepared in accordance with the requirements of the law.

CONCLUSION
The question of the colonies being formerly inhabited by Germans who
sympathized with the Nazi movement does not represent an impediment today, since
municipal officials and planners have realized the importance of preservation of the
colonies as a landmark in the development of the country and the towns the colonies
are in. Also, They realize that economic gain can be achieved through the introduction
of suitable businesses which can encourage tourism and places of entertainment and
leisure, and raise property values.

Nevertheless, in some cases, the sites are most

valuable and suitable for modern urban business centers, especially in the light of the
shortage of land in a country like Israel, and the fact that the colonies are characterized
by low-density housing on relatively large tracts of land.
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Of the four plans dealt with in this study, only the one for Jerusalem's German
Colony is workable for carrying out preservation in a systematic manner. This is one
of the cases where the value of the real estate has been boosted. Sarona and Walhalla
are two neighborhoods which are located on sites suitable for business centers, and the
inadequate plans for these places should be amended

in order to preserve enough

buildings so that both visitors and inhabitants will experience the uniqueness of the site.
The colony in Bethlehem in the Galilee does not suffer from pressures of
development and is an ideal site to carry out preservation planning which will fulfill all
the criteria elicited in this study.
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SUMMARY
This study is an attempt to critically analyze the existing statutory plans for four
of the Templer colonies in Israel. In a rapidly developing country like Israel, there is
a danger that natural assets, historical and cultural sites and monuments may be
destroyed by construction.
The need for preservation arose to prevent processes of deterioration and
destruction which inevitably occur in urban environments. The will to preserve historic
sites is inspired byfeelings of loss and nostalgia, the need to create a sense of place, and
by economic reasons.
Making decisions on preservation of a site or how to carry it out, is difficult and
complex. On one hand there are the direct considerations regarding the physical state
of the site, including economics and such urban concerns as transportation,
infrastructure, the need for land, etc.

On the other hand, are the more abstract

arguments involving environmental quality, culture, art, tradition, nationalism, social
education and tourism. Even politics plays a significant role in deciding whether a site
should be preserved.
Such a decision is made even more difficult when the site in question was
founded and inhabited by a population of a different origin than the one living in it at
present. This is the case of the Templer colonies.
The Templer colonies - or, as they are referred to frequently, the German
colonies - have suffered both from neglect and indiscriminate development. While
plans have been prepared to preserve or develop some of these sites, they have been
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prepared at different, times and under different circumstances. Therefore it is important
to scrutinize the existing plans, pinpoint their weaknesses, and improve them so that an
important chapter in the development of the Holy Land is not lost.
This thesis concerns a group of people who came to the Holy Land from
Germany in the last century, driven by religious convictions. They contributed to the
development of Palestine through the introduction of new methods in planning,
construction, agriculture, business, commerce, transportation, industry and other fields.
Their colonies served as models to some of the new Jewish settlements of the period.
The Templers, who had been persecuted in Germany, succeeded in establishing
four colonies in the 1870's and an additional three in the first decade of the 20th
century. Today, the first four colonies have been incorporated into the cities of Haifa,
Tel Aviv and Jerusalem; the rest have remained as rural communities.
The original Templer inhabitants left the country during and after the Second
World War because of strong sentiments against Germans. After the war of 1948 which
created the state of Israel, the colonies that were rural settlements became farming
cooperatives, and the neighborhoods in Haifa, Jerusalem, Jaffa and Walhalla (in Tel
Aviv) were occupied by Jews. Sarona (in Tel Aviv) became a center for government
offices.
To critically analyze the existing plans for preserving these colonies, a set of
criteria had to be established. This was done by using the criteria which exist in the
Israeli Law of Planning and Building, international preservation conventions, and
Israel's own Convention for Preservation.
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In addition, 21 interviews were conducted to elicit opinions and criteria for
preservation. The interviewees represent a wide-range of disciplines, and are connected
in one way or another to the plans or neighborhoods in question.
The criteria for preservation which emerged from the interviews deal with the
justification for preservation, the extent of preservation, the elements to be preserved,
the type of preservation and the period to be preserved or emphasized, as well as, the
use and function of the sites.
The criteria which the interviewees found most important were the architectural
uniqueness of the colonies, the fact that they represent a milestone in the development
of Palestine, and economic considerations.
The interviewees preferred that the entire site be preserved, including buildings,
street layout, fabric and yards.
As to the type of preservation, most emphasis was placed on restoration of
facades, while allowing changes in the interior. And, features found in the yard, it was
suggested, should be treated in a more liberal way.
Most interviewees favored preservation of the features which existed until World
War Two.

The majority cited, as appropriate, uses common in preserved

neighborhoods, such as coffee houses, restaurants, workshops, galleries, offices and
tourist shops.
They prefer that the neighborhood be active day and night, to prevent
"undesirable activities."
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When the selected plans were analyzed, it was found that the only plan which
can be considered a preservation plan, is the one for the Colony in Jerusalem. This plan
deals with all aspects of preservation: what kind of preservation (whether the entire site
or part of it, and what features and elements), what type of preservation to use, which
period should be preserved and emphasized, as well as permitted building percentage,
design of future buildings and compensation to real estate owners.
The plans for Sarona and Walhalla allow for the preservation of some of the
buildings, but also the construction of high-rise buildings which are not in scale with
the original buildings.
The last plan, the one for Bethlehem in the Galilee, only specifies the front
facades to be preserved.
The issue of preservation must have a central role in any urban planning system.
Unlike many other planning issues that can be solved in the future by technological
means, investment of money and/or legislative processes, -preservation should be carried
out today as it may not be possible in the future.
But the need for preservation can not always withstand the pressure of
developers. The only way to deal with this phenomenon is to view the specific element
which is recommended to be preserved, as part of a comprehensive, urban system,
which includes the physical and natural context of the towns and neighborhoods.
There is no denying that any system for preservation demands special efforts in
the operational and administrative aspects of urban planning. But, in addition to
aesthetic and environmental values, such a system for preservation contributes to social

155
structure, for example, by encouraging

movement into the neighborhood of a

population with the means to carry out preservation.
Preservation of historic neighborhoods can also boost the economy of whole
towns or neighborhoods by attracting businesses and tourists.
All of this can be realized only if new comprehensive plans are drawn and
implemented for the Templer sites in which respect for the past and those living there
in the present, are taken into account.
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FOOTNOTES
'There is no connection with the Order of the Templars, during the time of the
Crusaders.
2A

Note on usage. Throughout this thesis four terms are used almost
interchangeably to describe the area between the Jordan River and the Mediterranean
Sea: The Holy Land, The Land of Israel, Palestine and Israel. Each of these terms has
its own historical, religious or political connotations. The first two relate to religious
perceptions of the land where Biblical events took place; "Palestine" is the term for the
area in currency during the periods of Turkish and British rule; "Israel" refers to the
modern state founded in 1948.
3 Book of Laws 404, 1963, p. 149, and the amendment about national sites in the
Book of Laws 754, 1975, p. 34.
4 The

Book of Daniel and the Revelation of St. John, 20, 1-16.

5 Later,

the paper was called "Der Warte" and became the newspaper of the
Templers. It is a principle source of information about the Templers.
'Turkey and Germany were allies during World War I.
7 In

the early I880's Jews in Europe began moving to Palestine as part of the
Zionist movement for Jewish revival and independence. They founded cooperative
agricultural settlements in an effort to "return the Jews to agriculture."
8 Street

names in this paper refer to contemporary names.

APPENDIX 1
LIST OF ARCHIVAL SOURCES
State Archives - Jerusalem
Central Zionist Archives - Jerusalem
Jerusalem Municipal Archives
Haifa Municipal Archives
The Marine Museum - Haifa
Tel Aviv Municipal Archives
The Archives of The Jezreelim Regional Planning and Building Committee
Aryeh Dressier's private collection
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APPENDIX 2
QUESTIONNAIRE
1. Position

2. Profession
3. What is your involvement in the site?
4. How would you describe the condition of the site today?
5. Do you think there is a need to preserve the site? Yes/no
6. If "no", explain.
7. If "yes", what are the reasons?
7.1 What is the site's importance from the point of view of:
a. architecture
b. history
c. development
d. (Jewish) settlement
e. economics
f. social impact
g. other
8. What are the reasons why this site should not simply be razed.
9. What should be preserved?
a.
b.
c.
d.

the entire site, or just part of it
buildings only
buildings, their surroundings and the streetscape
vegetation

10. What type of preservation is appropriate for this site?
(rehabilitation, preservation, restoration, etc. )
11. What period in the history of the site should be emphasized in its preservation?
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12. Function of site:
a. is the current usage of the site correct and appropriate?
b. if "no", what function or use would it better serve?
13. How do you relate to the fact that the site was founded by Germans?
14. How do you relate to the fact that some of the Templers belonged to the Nazi
movement?
15. General impressions and opinions.
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