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1l
SUMMARY

The root of the problem presented in this essay stems from the limited, atahtdgns
diminishing open landscape resources in Israel. Within a few decades, Isrbekha
transformed from a sparsely settled and empty new state into one of theronaitd
countries on earth. The fear is that the growth of urban systems will form actahne
network of human settlement that, within a few decades, will extend allay¢owsrael’s
southern border. Such an extension would turn the whole country into a single city-state,
with agricultural land and open landscapes consumed within an urban continuum.

In the last century, the shape of the Israel’'s landscape has undesgirehanges-
from the original Zionistic ideas of cultivating the land into a modendustrialized
community. Both the shifting conceptual priorities of the population andastegrowing
demand for housing have resulted in the disappearance of open landscapes

From the viewpoint of the landscape architect, the rapid transitom a pioneer
landscape to a modern industrial landscape leads to a numberiaf guastions. In a long
and continuous planning process, what are the critical design todlsvihacause a
landscape to survive or disappear? What has changed in the appr@adstape planning,
knowing that it is the last landscape left in Israel? To whgitedeare we as planners willing
and able to have an impact?

This work examines the chain of events, history, evolution of planning, and socio
cultural effects that have led to this catastrophic situatibmill attempt to propose critical
tools that might conserve the remaining open spaces in Israel.

This study begins by picturing the situation of diminishing open sgagcesa macro
viewpoint—by analyzing the planning strategy in Israel through a petrgpeof national
plans, and by aiming to investigate the planning factor as portrayéteiimage of the
Israeli landscape. Then, this study will address the smakéde &1 two ways. First, it will
address the selected case study of the Ayalon Park, which erssasphe last significant
open space remaining in the heart of Israel (at the border ofrgestiairban continuum of
Tel Aviv and its adjacent cities). Secondly this study willlde#h the principles of open
landscape strategies in order to understand what tools are aveol#éidelandscape architect
for "translating” national scale planning decisions to theconservatidrdavelopment of
landscape.
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