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FOREWORD

The protection of cultural heritage is essential to preserving the identity, history, and
resilience of communities affected by conflict. In Gaza, where the current conflict, widely
concluded as genocide has pl aced the Gaza Stripods i
danger and threat, the need for coordinated, innovative, and courageous efforts has never
been greater. Each site, monument, and piece of history lost represents a fragment of
collective memory erased, impacting the cultural landscape not only of Gaza but of humanity

as a whole.

This report, Damage and Risk Assessment of Cultural Heritage under attack in the Gaza

strip, has been made possible through the gener ol

Protection Fund, which has played a vital role in enabling essential documentation and
preservation ef frsk dand dahaged cuGuaat ledtasge. ahe Ministry of
Tourism and Antiquities-Palestine extend its sincere gratitude to the British Council for their
commitment to safeguarding cultural heritage in the Gaza Strip facing extraordinary

adversity.

Our heartfelt thanks also go to the Endangered Archaeology in the Middle East and North
Africa (EAMENA) team at Oxford University. Their expertise, training, and resources have
empowered the team at the Center for Cultural Heritage Preservation (CCHP) to perform

detailed assessments despite the significant challenges posed by the ongoing war.

EAMENAGs training sessions and their use-of

risk areas have been instrumental in gathering critical information on sites that could not be

safely accessed otherwise.

Speci al acknowl edgment i's due to the CCHPOGs

dedication and courage in documenting damage firsthand have provided invaluable insights.
These individuals have risked their |ives
forgotten. Their work, conducted under perilous conditions, exemplifies the commitment and

resilience required to preserve history for future generations.
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As this report sheds |light on the current sta
testament to the collective efforts and Palestine-UK partnership that have made this
assessment possible. We hope this document serves as both a resource and a call to action,

inspiring continued support for cultural heritage preservation as an essential part of recovery

and peacebuilding in Gaza.

Hani Hayek

Minister

Ministry of Tourism and Antiquities
State of Palestine

2025
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On October 7, 2023, a devastating conflict began in Gaza, marking the most severe
escalation since 1948. Israel has continued the offensive, apart from a brief temporary
ceasefire in place November 24" 2023 - December 151 2023, resulting in unprecedented loss
of innocent lives. According to reports from Palestine (PS) and the Office of the UN High
Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR), more than 44,503 people have been killed in
Gaza, until December 39, 2024. The conflict has led to widespread destruction, affecting
residential, cultural, educational, health, and commercial infrastructure, as well as

agricultural landscapes, disrupting nearly all aspects of life.

Key infrastructure in Gaza, including buildings, hospitals, water and sanitation facilities, and
transport, energy, and communication networks, has suffered extensive damage. The
conflict has also caused immense psychological trauma, particularly affecting children, who
are especially vulnerable to the impacts of extreme stress and fear.

Beyond the immense human tragedy and the urgent need for humanitarian relief in Gaza,
the economic impact of the ongoing war has further crippled an already struggling economy.
Gaza, one of the most densely populated regions in the world, is home to around 2.2 million
people within an area of just 365 square kilometers. However, during the conflict, this was

reduced by Israeli Forces to a mere 35 square kilometers designated as a "safe zone."

The movement of people and goods in and out of Gaza has been severely restricted by
measures imposed by the Israeli government. This prolonged isolation, compounded by
continued episodes of conflict and internal political divisions, has led to a dire humanitarian

crisis, further worsened by the ongoing hostilities.

The ongoing conflict in Gaza has inflicted su
posing a serious threat to the preservation of its historical identity. The Gaza Strip hosts at
least 316 culturally significant sites, encompassing historic buildings, monuments, natural
heritage, and archaeological locations. Among these, 138 sites have sustained severe

damage, 61 have suffered moderate damage, and 27 have experienced minor damage.



This destruction is attributed primarily to deliberate airstrikes, ground operations involving
bulldozers, and tank incursions. Direct Israeli strikes and bombings account for 71.5% of the
total damage to heritage sites. As a result, only 90 sitesd 28.5% of the totald remain
confirmed as undamaged, representing less than one-third of Gaza's documented cultural

heritage.

The Gaza 2024 Rapid Damage and Risk Assessment for cultural heritage has been jointly
initiated by the Center for Cultural Heritage Preservation in Bethlehem (CCHP), the Oxford
University-EAMENA project, the British Council (CPF), and the Palestinian Ministry of
Tourism and Antiquities. This initiative aims to evaluate the extent of damage and losses

sustained by Gaza's cultural heritage sector during the ongoing conflict.

Furthermore, it seeks to identify and prioritize immediate and short-term recovery needs,
focusing on emergency response and mitigation efforts over the next 12-18 months, followed
by a recovery and resilience phase spanning 2-3 years, and finally, a reconstruction phase
projected to last 4-8 years for major damaged cultural heritage assets. The ultimate goal of
this assessment is to provide the Palestinian Authority, the British Council, UNESCO,
donors, and other stakeholders with a comprehensive understanding of the most pressing
recovery and preservation needs. The findings will be presented and discussed by
representatives from the Ministry of Tourism, Oxford University, and the British Council at

an upcoming meeting with donors.

The estimated costs associated with preservation efforts are categorized according to the
three phases: the emergency response and mitigation phase requires $31.2 million, the
recovery and resilience phase is projected at $96.72 million, and the reconstruction phase
for major historical icons that have suffered severe damage is estimated to be $133.23

million.
Key findings of the assessment are as follows:

Severely Damaged Sites: A total of 138 sites have sustained confirmed severe damage,

representing 61% of all damaged sites and 44% of the culturally significant sites in the Gaza
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Strip. These sites encompass historic buildings, natural heritage, monuments, and
archaeological | ocations, all of which are es
Moderately Damaged Sites: There are 61 sites and buildings that have incurred moderate

damage, accounting for 27% of the total damaged sites and 19% of the total sites with

cultural significance.

Minimally Damaged Sites: A total of 27 sites and buildings have experienced minimal

damage, representing 12% of the total damaged sites and 9% of the total sites with cultural
significance.

Undamaged Sites: There are 90 sites that remain undamaged, constituting 28% of the

total, and have not been directly impacted by the ongoing conflict thus far.

Damage Assessment for Cultural Heritage Sites
in the Gaza Strip

m Severely Damaged

= Moderately Damaged

= Minimally Damaged

= Undamaged

Figure 1: Cultural Heritage under attack in the Gaza Strip

The assessment underscores the urgent need for intervention to protect and preserve
Gazaods cultural heritage. The destruction of
physical structures but also threatens the cultural identity, social fabric, and historical
continuity of the Gaza Strip. Efforts to conduct further assessments and initiate restoration
work are hindered by the current conflict, particularly in the dangerous zones where military

activities persist.
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Governorate gaer\:lzrge(% MDoadn?;Ztgéy 'I\D/lg;ri\rgggél Undamaged Total
Gaza 101 53 6 89 249
North of Gaza 7 1 - - 8
Deir Al-Balah 9 - 11 1 21
Khan Younis 12 7 10 - 29
Rafah 9 - - - 9

Total 138 61 27 90 316

Upon completion of the Damage and Risk Assessment of cultural heritage sites in the Gaza
Strip, this report serves as both a baseline and a catalyst for initiating the first phase of

preservation programs. The immediate emergency response and mitigation phase is

Table 1: The Heritage Sites in the Gaza Strip.

projected to last between 12 to 18 months, with an estimated budget of $31.2 million. This

budget includes emergency restoration for more than 150 damaged historical houses,

providing shelter for over 1,380 individuals and minorities residing in the Old City of Gaza,

the marginalized historical neighbourhood of AIkFShuj adi yy a,

neighbourhood.
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that recovery efforts prioritize resilience and sustainability, transcending the mere

restoration of cultural heritage assets to their pre-war condition. Instead, the focus is on

rebuilding with enhancements that mitigate vulnerabilities, promote inclusivity, and

strengthen socio-economic and environmental resilience. The estimated needs include

costs associated with physical preservation, consolidation, restoration, and rebuilding,
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heritage and ensuring the long-term sustainability of the recovery process.
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In conclusion:

1 Immediate emergency response and mitigation efforts are essential to protect the
remaining undamaged sites in the Gaza Strip.

T The documentation, stabilization, and restoration of damaged sites should commence as
soon as safety conditions allow.

T A capacity-building and training program is necessary to equip young people in Gaza with
the skills needed to engage in preservation efforts in the aftermath of the conflict.

T An urgent summit involving international donors and cultural heritage organizations is
crucial to establishing a roadmap aimed at protecting the damaged cultural heritage of
the Gaza Strip. International cooperation, technical expertise, and funding will be vital in

addressingthelong-t er m i mpacts of this devastation on
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FINAL REPORT
DAMAGE AND RISK ASSESSMENT
OF CULTURAL HERITAGE UNDER ATTACK
IN THE GAZA STRIP

1. INTRODUCTION

Cultural heritage structures are major assets in a society and, therefore need proper
maintenance, repair, and rehabilitation within a cultural heritage conservation strategy. The
current war in Gaza, that started on the 7" of October 2023, severely damaged cultural
heritage structures in Gaza, already made vulnerable by the absence of a proper
conservation strategy. During the first three months of the war, MoTA, CCHP, UNESCO,
and ICOMOS-Palestine, conducted an initial damage assessment which showed that more

than 30 major cultural heritage sites in Gaza had been partially or totally damaged.

The ongoing war on Gaza has seen unprecedented escalations and damages in the number
of people lost, damage to built-up areas, and the damage and destruction of cultural heritage
properties and sites. Unfortunately, the ongoing destruction of cultural heritage sites,
monuments, and movable and immovable cultural heritage in Gaza is beyond imagination.
The war has had significant i mpacts on t

artifacts and this report seeks to describe and quantify this damage.

Damage and Risk Assessment for cultural heritage under attack provides a tool for
documentation of the damage to cultural heritage sites in Gaza caused by the ongoing war.
This project records and measures the s isigrefiGasce which offers a scientific insight to
prioritize emergency and preservation responses. The documented data aims to set
procedures for carrying out systematic rapid condition assessment (to record damage) and
risk assessment (to record threat and level of risk) of heritage places, based on both on-the-
ground and remote assessment. Given the large number of heritage properties damaged by

the war in Gaza since October 71" 2023, the implementation of rapid assessment methods

14



to quickly identify and record the level of damage and condition was essential, as it provides
the evidence to support the effective prioritization of efforts and resources and decisions on

the appropriate levels of intervention and methods of treatment.

This project was initially established by the CCHP, the EAMENA project at the University of
Oxford, and the Ministry of Tourism and Antiquities (MoTA) to prepare on a report on the
condition of Gazads heritage once the <co
established. This was seen as essential to make sure all heritage places could be safely
visited to add a ground inspection to remote sensing data. The prompt production of a report
documenting the damage to be published in the immediate aftermath of war is vital for
heritage decision-making and planning, namely, to evaluate the condition of heritage, to help
guide what should be protected on the ground in advance of clearing up, and to help guide
new developments. Unfortunately, the current situation and the start of the first phase of the
ceasefire agreement which began on the 19th January 2025. Making it important to release
an interim report to indicate the scale of damage suffered. Most other existing reports have
only reported on the relatively small number of well-known sites and this is the first report

that aims to provide a complete and comprehensive assessment.

The project is a joint initiative bringing expertise in cultural heritage preservation, academic
research, and governmental oversight together, to assess the damage and risk to cultural
heritage resources in Gaza following the impacts of war. This kind of assessment is critical
for preserving cultural history, architecture, and artifacts that may be at risk of destruction or
further damage due to ongoing or past conflicts. This report enables the comparison of
heritage places (based on assessment of value, condition, etc.) to assist decision-makers

and heritage professionals in identifying priorities at a time of limited resources.

The project is supported by the Cultural Protection Fund (CPF), led by British Council in
partnership with the UK Government Department for Culture, Media and Sport (DCMS). The
fund supports projects which protect cultural heritage at risk due to conflict or climate
change, in the Middle East, North and East Africa and South Asia.

15
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Figure 2: A satellite image of central Gaza captured on 31 October 2024 showing extensive destruction
around the Wadi Gaza (Source: Planet)

The project officially began in March 2024, when the CCHP signed an agreement to take

the lead in conducting these assessments. This marked the formal commencement of efforts

to document and evaluate the state of Gazabs

essential first step toward recovery and preservation. This collaboration aims to create a
systematic and comprehensive approach to identify damages and recommend actions for
restoration or protection, e n s 8 présengd for Hutute

generations.

1.1 Purpose and significance of the Rapid Damage and Risk Assessment for
Cultural Heritage in Gaza

Rapid Damage and Risk Assessment for Cultural Heritage is a critical process during and
after conflict, such as the ongoing war in Gaza, where it is intended to evaluate the impact
of the Israeli military operations on cultural heritage sites and historical buildings. This
assessment plays a pivotal role in understanding the extent of the damage, identifying

16
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immediate risks, and planning for the preservation and restoration of cultural assets. The

following points explain the purpose and significance of the rapid damage and risk

assessment:

Purpose of Rapid Damage and Risk Assessment:

T

To provide an immediate evaluation of the physical damage inflicted on cultural heritage
sites, including historical buildings, monuments, museums, cultural Landscape, and
archaeological sites.

To categorize the level of damage (e.g. partial, structural, or total destruction) to
prioritize future preservation/restoration/reconstruction efforts.

To identify ongoing risks such as looting, or further structural collapse that could
exacerbate the damage.

To create a documentation record that can be used for accountability, especially if the
intentional destruction of cultural heritage, a violation of international law, is involved.
To serve as a foundation for developing strategies for the restoration and preservation
of cultural heritage. This includes technical interventions and resource allocation.

To provide the necessary data to secure funding and international support for recovery
efforts.

To help rebuild the identity and resilience of the affected communities by assessing and
eventually restoring cultural heritage. Cultural sites are often integral to the social fabric
of a society.

To inform policymakers about the need for improved protection of cultural heritage in
conflict zones and the importance of integrating heritage preservation into emergency

response plans.

Significance of Rapid Damage and Risk Assessment:

T

Cultural heritage is a vital part of a community® identity and history, crucial for
maintaining a sense of continuity and normality in the aftermath of war. Documentation
is part of the humanitarian imperative to protect cultural assets during conflicts.
Cultural heritage sites often play a significant role in local economies and education.
Their preservation is therefore not just a cultural priority but also a domestic economic
one, with long-term implications for post-war recovery and development.

17



1 By documenting the damage, the rapid damage and risk assessment contributes to the
historical record, ensuring that future generations are aware of the cultural losses
suffered and the efforts made to restore them.

1 The process often involves collaboration between local authorities, international
organizations (such as UNESCO, British Council, AFD, ALIPH, CER, NORAD, World

Bank,EUetc) , and heritage experts. This fosters

shared heritage.

1 The documentation may be used in legal contexts as the destruction of cultural heritage,
is a war crime under international law (1954 Hague Convention) It is imperative that
documentation is of a high standard for this purpose as it may be challenged in legal

proceedings.

1.2 War Impact on cultural heritage in the Gaza Strip

The ongoing war on Gaza is having a devastating impact on cultural heritage, exacerbating
the already fragile condition of many archaeological and historical sites as well as cultural

landmarks. There are direct and indirectimpact s on Gazabs c tollowvsur al

Direct Impact:

1. Numerous historical and archaeological sites, some dating back thousands of years,
have been severely damaged or completely destroyed due to direct airstrikes, artillery
shelling, and ground operations. This includes ancient archaeological sites, Mamluk and
Ottoman mosques, churches, and vernacular buildings that combined all forms of
Gazad rich cultural tapestry.

2. Historic mosques and churches have been damaged or completely destroyed. These
structures are not only places of worship but also hold significant historical, social and
architectural value.

3. Archive centers, libraries, museums, and cultural centers, that house valuable
collections of artifacts, and manuscripts, have been shelled, leading to the damage or
loss of irreplaceable cultural treasures. In particular, the AI-Oma r i mosqueds

Municipality of Gaza archive, and the Wagif archive, contain historical records, rare

18
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manuscripts, and documents, which have been destroyed or rendered inaccessible,
leading to the loss of historical knowledge.

During the invasion of Gaza city, the Israeli Military looted the artifacts storage depot of
the Ministry of Tourism and Antiquities, which is managed by the French School of
Biblical and Archaeological Research in Jerusalem. Incredibly valuable artifacts were
stolen by the Israeli Military and moved to the Israeli Antiquities Authority in Israel. This
kind of organized looting and vandalism leads to the irreversible loss of cultural heritage
of humanity in Gaza (* ;?).

The Israeli tanks used various archaeological sites, such as the Roman cemetery in Beit
Lahia, Antheodon, Wadi Gaza and Nitzrim zone, as military bases. These zones have
significant cultural value and this type of use has exposed them to physical destruction.
Cultural sites in Gaza also suffer from collateral damage, as the Israeli military
indiscriminately damages and destroys buildings and neighbourhoods, including those
located in densely populated urban areas such as Gaza Old City and AI-Sh uj a
historical core. These areas include, cultural heritage sites and historical buildings, so
even when historical buildings are not targeted directly, nearby explosions cause

significant structural damage, for example, in Al-Qaisareyya Jewelry (Gold) Market.

0l yvye

Gazads wurban fabr i c, neighbouthdods iwithahiquelaechiteckurals t o r i

styles, has been extensively damaged. The destruction of these areas results in the loss

of the cultural identity of the city. Many
the regionds cultural heritage, have been
eroding the communityods cul tur al |l andscape.

More than 2 million people have been displaced to the sand dunes zone of Al-Mawasi
which contain more than eight archaeological sites. These sites now suffer from
vandalism by some of the displaced people, taking advantage of the lawlessness and
lack of security during the conflict. 3

Indirect Impact:

1. The war has disrupted the operations of cultural institutions that were responsible for

the preservation of heritage in Gaza. Staff have been displaced and some have fled out

! Nayyar, 2024
20sman, 2024
3PCBS, 2023
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of Gaza, their facilities have been destroyed, and the loss of these resources has
hampered documentation and emergency conservation efforts.

The ongoing and unprecedented nature of the war makes immediate restoration efforts
difficult. Continuous hostilities, restricted access, and lack of resources have hindered
any significant preservation or restoration work

The war has disrupted traditional cultural practices, including religious ceremonies,
traditional events, and community rituals. These practices are essential to the cultural
identity and social cohesion of the people of Gaza.

The displacement of communities and the destruction of gathering places has also
threatened the transmission of oral traditions, including stories, songs, and languages.
The destruction of cultural heritage sites in Gaza has a profound psychological impact
on the local population. These sites are often symbols of community identity and
resilience, and their loss leads to a sense of cultural dislocation and despair. Their
erasure and the continuous damage to cultural heritage wipes out significant portions of
Gaza® historical and cultural narrative.

The deliberate targeting or disproportionate damage to cultural heritage sites in Gaza is
a violation of international law, including the 1954 Hague Convention for the Protection
of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict and the Fourth Geneva Convention.
These agreements emphasize the obligation to protect cultural heritage, even during
armed conflict, and extend protections to cultural property under colonial occupation.
According to the UN resolutions, Israel as an occupation power, is obligated to protect
cultural heritage in the Occupied West Bank and Gaza including East Jerusalem within
the 1967 borders. Ensuring accountability for such violations is essential to uphold

international standards and safeguard cultural heritage for future generations.

The current and unprecedented war on Gaza has resulted in severe and widespread

damage to G a z acdlitgral heritage, threatening the loss of millennia-old history and eroding

the cultural identity of its people. The destruction of historic sites, looting by the Israeli

Military, and the disruption of cultural practices present significant challenges to future

recovery and restoration efforts. The British Council-CPF, ALIPH, and CER have taken

immediate and concerted efforts to protect and preserve what remains. Without their First
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Aid intervention, there is a risk that much of Gaza® rich cultural heritage could be lost
forever.

1.3 Objectives

This project is intended to support the Palestinian Ministry of Antiquities and Tourism (MoTA)
in acquiring the necessary information and tools for managing at-risk heritage during
emergency responses in the future. It will support (MoTA) in assessing the damage incurred
and documenting endangered cultural heritage in Gaza following the current conflict. This
will help the State of Palestine (PS) in creating an inventory and management system, for

its potential use in the aftermath of war.
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2. METHODOLOGY

The methodology for conducting a Damage and Risk Assessment for cultural heritage in the
aftermath of war involves a systematic approach to evaluate the extent of damage, assess
risks, and develop strategies for the protection and restoration of cultural assets. To achieve
that, the process in Gaza has been carried out by two professional teams (each assigned a
geographic area) and a combination of heritage professionals, architects, structural
engineers, conservators, and local authorities, with the support of the EAMENA team from
the University of Oxford and colleagues. The methodology key steps are as follows:
preparation and planning, data collection and documentation, risk assessment, and

technical reporting,

The data used in this project comprises of high resolution satellite imagery, social media
analytics, ground surveys, reports from the Palestinian Ministry of Tourism and Antiquities,
UNESCO, ICOMOS, publicly available information, and a series of Stakeholder
Engagement and Consultations. These various sources were used to triangulate and
improve the veracity of the data. The rapid damage and risk assessment adapts from the
Post-Disaster damage and risk assessment methodology jointly developed by CCHP and
the EAMENA team.

CCHP has enhanced its capacity to assess damage during ongoing conflict in Gaza, or in
situations where physical access is not possible. For this purpose, it has developed a Rapid
Damage and Needs Assessment (RDNA) methodology that is conducted remotely. In
conflict-affected settings, the methodology includes assessments of damages or losses for
all cultural heritage and related assets. The ground implementation teams have taken all
reasonable measures to ensure that such assets are included in the assessments in this
report. Conducted by triangulating satellite imagery, social media analytics, ground surveys,
reports from EAMENA team and publicly available information, this report assesses (i) the
damage to physical assets of cultural heritage; (ii) first aid and rescue needs; and (iii) the

recovery and reconstruction needs.
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Damage is assessed as the preservation value of totally, or partially damaged physical

assets. First Aid Rescue, Recovery and Reconstruction needs are divided into two broad

categories: the First Aid and Rescue phase and the Restoration/Reconstruction phase.

These are separated into immediate (0-12 months) and short-term (12-60 months).

2.1 Guiding Principles for Survey and Documentation

Documentation must be systematic, efficient, low-cost, easy-to-use and to train others, easy

to share, manage and importantly with the capacity to process and extract further

information later. It is a constant balancing act between doing what is necessary now and

the longer-term needs. The guiding principles (ICOMOS, 1996) were explained by the

EAMENA team during the training sessions and the two on the ground teams were

encouraged to develop their own principles based upon the situation in the field and

problems they faced. A summary of these guiding principles is outlined here:

T

An explanation for why documentation is required. This is even more important in an
emergency situation, such as the humanitarian crisis in Gaza.

Each person in the two on site teams were given clear responsibilities. This was vital to
ensure efforts were not duplicated or, worse, areas or sites missed. The responsibilities
were confirmed by a clear reporting structure.

Advance planning was an essential principle to ensure that responses to emergencies
or in-field problems could be properly addressed, such as time pressure, sudden Israel
incursion, restrictions on movement, lack of skills.

CCHP and EAMENA staff were clear on the content of the record, which information
that we needed to gather and what questions should be answered. Teams took into
account that it is an emergency and what is primarily needed.

Google Drive was used for management, dissemination and sharing of records in order
to gain a rapid and effective response.

The teams provided sufficient information which will lead to good first aid conservation
decisions

Team members are qualified professionals in rapid response to make a quick

understanding of the site®& context and problems.
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1 CCHP, MoTA, and EAMENA are keen to disseminate the collected information, and
manage and share the information collected as a tool to tackle first aid conservation

strategies.

Priorities for
Intervention

Community and
Organizational

Consultation on

the national level

Risk
Assessment

Rapid Damage
Assessment in
Gaza

Planning,
Fundraising,
Damage team building,

Assessment and Training

Safety and
Security
measures

Figure 3: Rapid Damage and Risk Assessment for cultural heritage in Gaza
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2.2 Evaluation Criteria

I mhis pharsejuesddssqual it at juvsel nagp poreodascuha |l ng s cal e
rankings such as High, Meay elandarLeowdef iTrheed ear
order to ensusemustarsuhdeesaanding of the ter

Our planned approach involved damage and risk assessment of G a z acdltaral heritage in
an initial preparatory phase, while Gaza is inaccessible for in situ heritage documentation,
followed by a post-conflict phase when ground recording can be safely undertaken. In
practice, partly because the conflict continued without cease fire, safe working methods
were developed to allow some ground recording in selected areas. The main groundwork
wasundert aken b ywogrbuedte@rGsiivRapsovided an accurate list of sites as
an output of a deep on-site survey and rapid assessment.

Evaluation criteria for Risk Assessment were based on assessing the structural stability of
buildings and monuments. Two structural engineers evaluate whether structures are at risk
of collapse or further deterioration. The survey teams also assessed the risk of unauthorized

access and vulnerability to intentional damage.

First Remote Emergency Response, S
Reporting (Salvage and Triage Proce

(MoTA, ICOMOS, _ _ _ _

UNESCO, CCHP) and Prioritizati al

_ l denti fPrcatriomzati on and
Damage and Risk )
Assessment Emergency/ I ntervention Al

(MoTA, CCHP, CPF) Assessment of Recovery aln

Recovery and
Rehabilitation
(MoTA, CCHP, CPF, Reconstruction
ALIPH, CER etc)

First Ai d Rescue, Consolfli

Figure4: Af t er mat h t he vaater RiskiMan&gementGGDRM)i s
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2.3 Typology of damaged cultural heritage assets

The typology of cultural heritage assets damaged in the Gaza Strip highlights the breadth of
destruction across different categories of heritage, each representing significant historical,
cultural, and social values. Below is a categorized summary of the types of assets typically

affected:

1 Historical Religious Buildings:

- Mosques: Many are centuries old, often combining architectural, artistic, and spiritual
significance.

- Churches: Rare yet historically vital to understanding the religious diversity and
history of the region.

1 Historical Houses and Neighbourhoods:

- Residential Structures: Traditional homes that reflect local architectural styles and
living practices.

- Heritage Neighbourhoods: Entire areas characterized by a cohesive historical urban
fabric.

1 Archaeological Sites:

- Ruins and excavation sites, often containing layers of history from multiple

civilizations that have inhabited the region.
1 Museums:

- Institutions preserving tangible and intangible heritage, often housing artifacts that
provide insights into Gaza's diverse history. Damage disrupts preservation and
educational efforts.

1 Historical Palaces:

- Structures associated with historical governance, prominent figures, showcasing

wealth, political history, and artistic endeavors from earlier periods.
1 Natural Heritage:
- Landscapes:Cul turally significant natural s

- Parks and Gardens: Historically important for communal or ceremonial activities.
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Artifacts:

Movable cultural items such as pottery, coins, jewelry, glass, and sculptures that

provide archaeological and cultural insights.

Historical Manuscripts:

Textual records on paper, parchment, or other materials, including religious texts,

scientific works, and literature.

Monumental Buildings:

Civic Structures: These include schools, libraries, cinemas, cultural centers, or

administrative buildings with historical significance.

Significance of Cemeteries and Shrines (Magam):

Historical Cemeteries: These bear inscriptions, tombstones, and grave markers that
provide historical records, genealogical information, and insight into cultural practices
surrounding death and remembrance during the history of the Gaza Strip.

Family Burial Sites: Locations with generations of burials that are integral to
community identity.

War Cemeteries: Memorializing soldiers or events, significant both locally and
internationally.

Religious Shrines (Magam): Dedicated to venerated figures, these serve as
pilgrimage sites and centers of local devotion.

Cultural Shrines (Magam): Memorials or sites of cultural importance tied to historical

figures, events, or traditions.

These sites reflect religious beliefs, spiritual practices, and cultural continuity. Their
destruction or damage results in the loss of unique historical records, disruption of local

traditions, and have a profound impact on community identity and heritage.

Efforts to protect, document, and restore cemeteries and Shrines (Magam) are crucial, as
they often hold irreplaceable historical and emotional value for both local communities and

the broader cultural history of the region.

The damage to these cultural assets impacts not only the physical artifacts and structures

but also the collective memory, identity, and continuity of the cultural and historical narrative
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preserving these invaluable resources for future generations.

of the Gaza Strip. Recovery, restoration, and documentation efforts are essential to

Asset Typology -
Damages

Sub-categories

Libraries and archives

Historic manuscript collections

Museums

Museums housed in significant historic buildings

Museums housed in modern buildings

Archaeological sites

Archaeological sites with an area of less than 5,000 m2

Archaeological sites with an area of more than 5,000 m?

Buildings of historical
and/or artistic interest
(Historic buildings,
cultural spaces and
galleries)

Historic housing

Historic buildings with special architectural value (Palace,

Hammam, Sibat)

Historic buildings used for commercial purposes

Buildings of artistic interest

Natural Heritage

Wadi Gaza on the UNESCO World Heritage Tentative List

Gaza coastal zone and sand dunes.

Museumbs
Movable cultural
properties

coll

Museumbébs coll ections

Artifacts storage

National Monuments
(including monumental
cemeteries)

Monumental buildings

Monumental cemeteries

Religious sites and
places of worship of
significant heritage

Historic Mosques and Churches with

architectural value

significant

Mosques and Churches

Cemeteries and Shrines (Magam)

Table 2: The Typology of Damaged Cultural Heritage Assets
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3. DATA COLLECTION

3.1 Field Survey

A questionnaire was used to ensure a standard method and format for collecting data to

effectively identify, assess, compare, and analyze conditions.

The two teams of highly professional experts and engineers conducted on-the-ground
surveys. When it was considered safe, the teams conducted physical inspections to
document the damage with photographs, sketches, and notes. Standardized forms to record
details of the damage were used (Annex 1).
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On-site visual inspection was used to assess the damage. This included taking photographs,
videos, and detailed notes. The teams utilized GPS and Geographic Information System
(GIS) technology to map damaged sites accurately and obtain precise locations. This helped
in creating a georeferenced database of affected cultural heritage. The teams engaged local
communities to report damage through a mobile app and social media. Damage is classified
into three categories, such as: Minor Damage: Superficial or non-structural damage;
Moderate Damage: Damage affecting the integrity but repairable; and Severe Damage or
Total Destruction: Structural damage requiring significant restoration/sites that are beyond
repair.

3.2 Remote Sensing
The EAMENA team provided support t o t Hhe-Grali@iHeams EAMBNA

conducted a preliminary survey using freely available satellite imagery and aerial

photographs to understand the scale of damage and to plan site visits.
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EAMENA utilized satellite imagery and aerial photography to gather preliminary data on the
extent of the damage to the sites which revealed areas of Israeli military activity, conducting
detailed analysis of remote sensing imagery and using automatic change detection (ACD)
software on radar imagery. The EAMENA team also used specially purchased high-
resolution images to provide more information on damage, especially where ground access

was limited or impossible.

3.3 Archival Data and Desk-based Review

An archival data and desk-based review is being undertaken to assess damage and risks to
cultural heritage sites in Gaza involving a systematic approach to gather, analyze, and
interpret data from various sources. This method is crucial to establish a baseline pre-war
record, to understand the extent of the damage, identify ongoing risks, and inform restoration

and preservation efforts.

The sources that have been examined include historical records (photographs, and previous
studies published by local and international scholars), architectural plans and surveys, and
cultural significance studies. The sources also include also documentation from international
archives such as the British Library, and international heritage organizations such as the
French Biblical School of Archaeology of Jerusalem - Ecole Biblique et Archéologique
Francaise de Jérusalem (EBAF).

Prof. Andrew Petersen of Bradford University, an expert in Islamic architecture, has
gathered an archive of early 20" century documentation of Gazan heritage buildings, which
will be scanned by EAMENA and added to the database. This will ensure that the
architectural heritage can be included in the baseline status report.

CCHP have reviewed studies and publications that describe the cultural, religious, or
historical significance of these sites, which can aid in prioritizing restoration efforts. CCHP
gathered reports from MoTA, ICOMOS, and international bodies that document the damage

incurred during the conflict. The CCHP desk-based review team analyzed media coverage,
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eyewitness testimonies, and social media posts that provide real-time information about the
destruction of cultural sites.

In summary, the archival data and desk review for cultural heritage damage and risk
assessment in Gaza provide a critical foundation for understanding the full impact of the
conflict on these invaluable sites. By systematically gathering and analyzing data, identifying
risks, and engaging with stakeholders, this approach helps to prioritize restoration efforts,
protect against further damage, and preserve Gaza& cultural heritage for future generations.
Annex (2) shows a detailed inventory of sites assessed, including historic photographs, site

maps, and description of cultural significance.

3.4 Challenges

Collecting data for damage and risk assessment of cultural heritage sites during and after
the war in Gaza presents numerous challenges, which can significantly impact the accuracy
and comprehensiveness of the assessment. These challenges can be categorized into

logistical, technical, and safety domains:

Logistical Challenges:

1 The current war on Gaza imposed military restrictions in more than 2/3 of the Gaza
Stri pd6s dmie physiwahacaess to cultural heritage sites in the military zones.
This made on-the-ground rapid damage assessments dangerous or impossible in
various areas. This is particularly problematic in areas under heavy bombardment or in
zones of active military operations and the project was committed to not putting staff in
actively dangerous areas.

1 Damage to transportation infrastructure (roads) can hinder access to heritage sites,
complicating efforts to document and assess damage.

1 The presence of unexploded ordnance, active military zones, and structural instability

pose significant safety risks to teams attempting to assess sites.
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Technical
Challenges

| Documentation

Logistical and
Challenges - Communication
Challenges

Figure 5: Challenges facing Rapid Damage and Risk Assessment in Gaza Strip

Technical Challenges

T

Pre-war documentation of cultural heritage sites in Gaza was incomplete, in some cases
nonexistent, making it difficult to assess the extent of damage accurately. Archive and
past satellite imagery helped mitigate this challenge.

Archives at the Municipality of Gaza, IWAN, MoTA, and other repositories that store
important historical documents and records are themselves damaged or destroyed,
resulting in the loss of critical data.

While satellite images are useful, they can lack the resolution and perspective
sometimes needed to assess fine details or the extent of damage to intricate cultural

features. Cloud cover or smoke from ongoing fires can further obscure imagery.

Documentation and Communication Challenges

T

The displacement of local experts and custodians of cultural heritage due to the war led
to a loss of invaluable knowledge needed for proper documentation and access to the
materials needed for desk review.

Disruptions in communication infrastructure impeded coordination among various
stakeholders involved in the assessment, from local authorities to the two teams

themselves.

In summary, the challenges in collecting data for rapid damage and risk assessment of

cultural heritage sites in Gaza during and after the war are complex and multifaceted.
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Key Facts

Immediately following the start of the October 2023 war in Gaza and during continued
hostilities, discussions were held between the British Council, MoTA, CCHP and EAMENA
to develop a documentation and monitoring programme. Funds were obtained from the
British Council-Cultural Protection Fund and a project led by the Center for Cultural Heritage
Preservation (CCHP), in partnership with the EAMENA project of the University of Oxford,
in close cooperation with the State of Palestine (PS), commenced a Rapid Damage and
Risk Assessment for cultural heritage sites in Gaza. This work, based on field visits and on-

site work, aimed at providing a precise damage assessment.
Timeline Duration:

October 30,2023 - January 15™, 2025

October 7, 2023

March, 2024
Mobilization RDRA staff

: and stakeholders
April-June, 2024 engagement

EAMENA and UNMAS

training sessions
June-September, 2023

Mobilization of remote and

on-site data collection
November 5%, 2024

Internal and External
(Oxford and EAMENA)

review January 15%, 2025

Finalizing and publication
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Archaeological sites, Historical buildings and Monuments in the Gaza Strip

# Sites in English Sites in Arabic D[?gr:]eaeggf
1. Al-Pasha Palace FILF D
2. Great Omari Mosque P T 2DBIOF
3. Church of Saint Porphyrius EmMTpPpTTp
4. Al-Samara Hammam Wp B H
5. The Dome of Dar Al-Saada Wpr N
6. Magam of Al-Ghussein and Cemetery 4 T Hll OF
7. Al-Qaisareyya Market wT p Mot
8. Othman Qashgar Mosque pUl U Aarj
9. House of Mohammad Masoud b M/ HB
10. House of Dahdah Farah upT unF
11. House of Ramadan Al-Burno MXp MDD
12. House of Beit Sitti/ Al-Qeshawi pPMF I T
13. Sheikh Zakaria Mosque FTPbC
14. Municipality Building 7 TwyTtp

Omar Al-Mukhtar p
15. House of Al-Hato (Al-Khodari) (ppY>IOF)
16. House of Khader Tarazi-Shuhaibar PIATC P®OB b
17. Al-Mahkama Mosque wB bc B
18. Al-Qazmari Mosque ppBCUY
19. House of Al-Saqga F UTH
20. House of Wael Abd Al-Aziz CT C/NIKOF
21. Sabil Al-Refa'eyya wTt KF
22. | House of Fadel Mortaja ntipe bY fTY
23. Hathat Palace dcbhec
24. Ibn Othman Mosque AF BXK
25. Store of Hajj Al-Mashharawi pMpri BiEOCHICB

Degree of Damage:
Red Highly Damaged (HD) Green
Orange Moderate Damaged (/1) Black

Low Damaged (LD)
Not Damaged (ND)
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Degree of

# Sites in English Sites in Arabic Damage

26. Ibn Marwan Mosque AFmMpB

27. Al-Sitt Rugaya Mosque wTt Up

28. House of Khalil Al-Biltaji ctFbda?

29. House of Khalil Al-Hilimi cBTHAcHO

30. House of Abdel Qader Youssef Bseiso MbBT B3 PDH

31. Al-Moghrabi Mosque c9pNs.

32. House of Awni Bseiso MBT B

33. House of Jabir Kamel Al-Sheikh € Tl OF

34. House of Saleh Jadro pmMp 1t

35. Store of Abu Al-Ouf P m N1 FOF

36. House of Youslsef Al-Hattab UWfr Ac OF CI-
(Al-Rahman Clinic) (aoBcCp

37. Magam of Abu Al-Azm/ Shamshon aml Bl [/ ad

38. House of Sami Al-Amassi c b N POF

39. House of Awad Al-Madhoun aMK pB IO

40. House of Hussein Al-Ghussein O T Hll POF

41. House of Abd Al-Mutaleb Al-Ghussein AT ABEPH 413

42. Magam of Al-Husseini C XT hc

43. House of Akram Al-Tattar/ Anan OF XK [ p

44, Al-Sayyed Hashem Mosque al fFk

45. House of Atta Katanani/ Kassab Ur Bb ¥ AH

46. House of Mahmoud Al-Baz CfF 9KOF

47. House of Fathi Jarada WpFpt

48. House of Raja Al-Mashharawi pMpri B Frp d

49. House of Abdel Halim Al-Diraoui pmMmFpT p IO

50. House of Ahmad Al-Mashharawi pmMpn BigBcYd

51. Magam and Cemetery of Ibn Marwan LFMpPpB L4

Degree of Damage:
Red Highly Damaged (HD) Green
Orange Moderate Damaged (/D) Black

Low Damaged (LD)
Not Damaged (ND)

36



Degree of

# Sites in English Sites in Arabic Damade
52. Sibat Al-Alami cB AN
53. House of Al-Mufti/Bassam Al-Jarou MpTHF aF
54. House of Rami Al-Husseini CRTEHEL B 413
55. House of Mohammad Ishaaq Abdo npa3K Xc
56. House of Jamal Ayyad K bet d13
57. House of Mahmoud Khalil Lulu MIOMIKO b
58. House of Mahmoud Faye' Abu Shaaban OF 2101 ™
59. House of Mohammad Saleem atT4dabh
60. Al-Sheikh Shaaban Mosque OF 2411 1
61. House of Ragheb Al-Alami c B A J1HOF
62. Sibat Kassab Ur b
63. | Khan Younis EX®EF
64. Tell Al-Ajwa Wmt
65. Tell Al-Harash EFp
66. Tell Al-Rugaish ety
67. | Tell Qatif 1 1 PTA
68. Tell Qatif 2 2 PTA
69. Tell Ridan o Fp
70. Tell Umm Amer peK arb

ASaint Hilarion Mona "OAMT PbITK
71. Mosaic of Abbassan Al-Kabirah/ I WpTI3BIKO

Magam of Al-Khalil bT1 4
72. Tell Al-Rasm 2 2 a
73. Tell Al-Ahmar pBCL
74. Tell Al-Harsha wl p
75. Tell Al-Jinan O F
76. House of Abu Daqga wlp

Degree of Damage:
Red Highly Damaged (HD)
Orange Moderate Damaged (

Green
) Black

Low Damaged (LD)
Not Damaged (ND)
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Degree of

# Sites in English Sites in Arabic Damade
77. House of Abu Drazz CFp pﬂ
78. Al-Qarara Museum Wp Fp Y
79. Haifa School FYTC
80. Khan of Amir Younis Al-Nawruzi 6 MIPIOF  E XM
81. Diwan of Al-Agha Family F OupH C F
82. Grain Market of Khan Younis EXBFid> UMcC
83. | Al-Sikka (Railway) - Khan Younis Ex m Fia(_p wba (I
84. Cinema of Khan Younis Exan B
85. Commonwealth War Cemetery, Zawaida Wph 1t F ™mCIHOF
86. Hajj Freih Al-Musaddar Palace ppbHBIF p
87. House of Othman Al-Agha F OpF &

88. Deir Al-Balah Watertank o A3 IOF
89. | Magam of Al-Khader pY>
90. Masjed Abu Saleem aTADb
91. Al-Birka Attafela wAT Y
92. Maqgbarat Al-Masryeen

(Egyptians Cemetery) ATTD
93. House of Bashir Al-Rayyes E-ptep1 ZHT3
94. House of Abdel Rahim Shakoor pmMbl arTgd
95. Houseof Al-Za 6 eem aTKC
96. House of Falah Al-Aree'r PTKp IO
97. House of Omar Salouha ncmA
98. House of Tawfig Al-Sheikh € Tl KOF
99. Magam of Al-Sheikh Musafer PpTF BB
100. | House of Fadil Kassab UWF Bb
101. | House of Ragheb Al-Alami 2 2c B AN IKOF
102. | House of Afaf Qutub WAL P

Degree of Damage:
Red Highly Damaged (HD)
Orange Moderate Damaged (

Green Low Damaged (LD)
) Black Not Damaged (ND)
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# Sites in English Sites in Arabic DDeagr:]eaeggf
103. | House of Omar Al-Shawa Fwml HOF
104. | House of Mousa Al-Rayyes Epinhs d
105. | House of Abu Shanab )Khalil Al-Shawa( (FmI KOF b
106. | House of Widad Al-Saqga e v Y
107. | House and Store of Al-Sawwaf P F m HHOF
108. | House of Ahmad Al-Ramlawi p MblB p K]
109. Elo_ngrg; Mustafa and Abdel Rahman IFpYIOF aBec
110. | House of Yassir Ismail Al-Ramlawi pmMbBpPHKF b
111. | House of Deeb Ismail Al-Halees ET AnlOF
112. | House of Khalil Al- Shawa Fwml HOF
113. | House of Ayesh Al-A'r'eer pPTKp K
114. | House of Hussain Mahani CXF NnB
115. | House of Mamdooh Lulu M HOm A HOf
116. Eﬁkﬂzesﬁr]el\l/:gcv?mmad Omar P BHEDEK fECB
117. | House of Salah Abu Al-Garaya wTt Fp T OF
118. | House of Qannita/ Kamal Abu Ajwa WMt K MY
119. | House of Badawi Al-Khodari ppY> tOf
120. | House of Rushdi Oweidah wyYT Mk 8
121. | House of Seif Rajab utp
122. | House of Sabri Al-Mozzeini CORBEpp P
123. | House of Nasr Abdel Wahed p ¢ F m HOF
124. | House of Hani Gotah wA ML
125. | Qannita Family Diwan WA T X
126. | Store of Ismael Al-Bardaweel btmpp 0
127. | House of Sabri Al-Madani c X p B IOF
128. | Magam of Al-Sheikh Ali Abu Al-Kass EF BIOF M7

Degree of Damage:
Red Highly Damaged (HD) Green Low Damaged (LD)
Orange Moderate Damaged (/1) Black Not Damaged (ND)
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Degree of

# Sites in English Sites in Arabic Damade
129. | House of Abdel Qader Youssef Bseiso 2 2 MHBTt B3 PHwMm
130. | Municipality Building -Tell Al-Zouhor p MK ICHFT p
131. | Magam of Al- Sheikh Bashir pPTI 2 €
132. | Rashad Al-Shawa Cultural Center c TF YXIOF
133. | Tell Al-Sanam a x
134. | Tell Al-Hamour PMBF
135. | Toor Ikhbeineh WXT I
136. | Khirbet Al-Rasm a hp
137. | Umm Al-Mdeeda wpr
138. | Khirbet Soug Mazen ACFB @
139. | Tell Al-Habboula w KOm
140. | Tell Ma'in iR
141. | Site of Al-Mukhaymal b T
142. | Site of Makmin ATBD
143. | Magam of Bani Suhaila wAT N bH
144, |[Khi rbet Khezada wK F C
145. | Qa' Al-Kharabah WIF
146. | Tell Rafah 2 2 0
147. | Khirbet Abu Qishta wAl L
148. | Khirbet Al-Adas 2 2 Ep NK
149. | Tell Al-Barad b Fg
150. | Arab Al-Tarabin 4T IF
151. | Khirbet Al-Isra’a _Fp™H
152. | Rashad Al-Shawa Palace FwmI KOF
153. | Roman Cemetery of Jabalia FTIF 2T
154. | Tell Al-Ajjul bt /1
155. | Tell Aslan 4 bl

Degree of Damage:
Red Highly Damaged (HD) Green Low Damaged (LD)
Orange Moderate Damaged (/') Black Not Damaged (ND)
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Degree of

# Sites in English Sites in Arabic Damade
156. | House of Riyad Khalil Al-Fayoumi cBMTYIOF
157. | House of Issa Al-Whedi ppTcmIKF
158. | House of Kazim Al-Zamili cATBC
159. | House of Hamdan Eid Hijazi pCF Tc
160. | Mosaic Floor of Al-Bureij 6 Tp JIOF
161. | Tell Mosabeh 02
162. | Khirbet Rafah
163. | Anthedon Harbour AMpT
164. | Al-Balakhiya
165. | Tell Al-Sakan
166. | Makhitim Byzantine Church WT AXCT K
167. | Tell Rafah
168. Commonwealth War Cemetery/ / :

Gaza Tufah UF Yh
169. | Railway Station bTtpclto
170. | Al-Omari Mosque of Jabalia FTHKF ST
171. | British Gaza Port C X f AUCdO
172. | Artifact Storage i Ansar Compound OF oxuF plAdath
173. | Jawdat Al-Khodari Museum ppY> IOF
174. | Gaza Coast
175. | Al-Nawar Neighbourhood P MX
176. | House of Mohammad Daoud pbmFDp
177. | House of Shhata Al-Ramlawi p MblB p HOF
178. | House of Abdel Latif Nassar PF HxXx PTA
179. | House of Eid Ayyad bfrTK
180. | House of Basim Al-ljlah wAt JTK
181. | House of Riyad Fawra WpmT

Degree of Damage:
Red Highly Damaged (HD) Green Low Damaged (LD)
Orange Moderate Damaged (/D) Black Not Damaged (ND)
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Degree of

# Sites in English Sites in Arabic Damade
182. | Al-Sayyed Abu Sharekh Palace epl M3IF
183. | Hajj Sadiq Al-Mozainy Palace c XT CB IOF
184. | AL-Zeitoun (Kashko) Olive Mille ( MBIl F b)
185. | Magam of Sheikh ljleen AT AT K
186. | House of Al-Hattab/Al-Khodari ppY 3 I FACHEH
187. | House of Hamza Al-Essawi pMF BT /i
188. | House of Ali Abu Huwaidi pphT MK
189. | House of Ahmad Al-Nafar PF Y XK
190. | House of Adham Bseiso MBT B
191. | House of Yahya Al-Ma 6 s ab a wi c 9F mH/B
192. | House of Salman Helles EdAc
193. | House of Fadl Qunaytah/ Salman OFBAD
194. | Wadi Gaza
195. | Al-Nasr Mosque
196. | Roman Cemetery Beit Lahia FTKD
197. | House of Khader Al-Tarazi 2 2 p LY >3
198. | Al-Nasr Cinema p Hx IO
199. | Al-Samer Cinema
200. | The Palestinian Legislative Council CXTADBAY IOF
201. | Memorial of Al-Jondy Al-Majhool bmnt s lOF
202. | Khan Fayeq Abu Shaaban aF 29N1 M
203. | Zawiya Al-Hnood Mosque b mx n HOF
204. | Al-Ghella Market wAmM
205. | Baptist Hospital A Fps /1B lOF
206. | Municipality Park wTt p A
207. | Store of Jamal Khalaf PA> b
208. | Store of Fawra Wp m

Degree of Damage:
Red Highly Damaged (HD) Green
Orange Moderate Damaged (/1) Black

Low Damaged (LD)
Not Damaged (ND)
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# Sites in English Sites in Arabic DDeagr:]eazgf
209. | Store of Dumyati CAFT
210. | Store of Khalil Hamdan AFpBC
211. | Store of Khamis Abu Jarad bFptT M7
212. | Store of Al-Badrasawi (Ahmad Sarsour) [ pMmbp Hb pBC YDb
213. | House of Kamel Hirzallah Cpc b
214. | Store of Muhammad Al Helo M Ac KOF
215. | House of Salah Hirzallah 2 2 Cpc
216. | House of Ahmad Nimer Al-Amassi c BB /1 HOF
217. | House of Kamal Nimer Al-Amassi c bB TKOF p
218. | House of Khalil Abu Shaaban aF 201 M
219. | House of Mahmoud Abu Shaaban OF 201 ™
220. |Ashortah AThe Police wAp I
221. | The Old Post Building aT pUlOF
222. | Salam Shurrab Building UFpl
293, Jawplat Al-Khodari Historical Plants op V> IOF

Oasis

224. | Semsem Mille Building a he BIKOFn
225. | House of Nezal Helles Edc b
226. | House of Ramzi Mohammad Masoud bwm/1BHe pB
227. | House of Hatem Mohammed Al-Samari ppBBHKOF D
228. | House of Hani Saba FI9F B
229. | House of Sarah Al-Hato Mbc O
230. | House of Al-Daya/ Jawdat Al-Khodari pp Y>3 OlT AP
231. | Magam of Al-Imam Al-Shafei cTTF | IOF
232. | Al- Zawiya Al-Ahmadeyya WwT pBC
233. | Tell Al-Rugaish Cemetery €T LUp KO
234. | House of Fayez Mohammed Abu Asi cHhF K M7

Degree of Damage:

Moderate Damaged (

Green
) Black

Low Damaged (LD)
Not Damaged (ND)
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# Sites in English Sites in Arabic DDeagr:]ea (e)f
235. | House of Ahmad Al-Ghalban AF 2AMK ND
236. | House of Ahmad Al-Sousi c bm HIOF ND
237. | House of Al'a Al-Helo M A c OF ND
238. | House of Foad Al-Mozainy C X TICRB)Y ND
239. | House of Mo'en Al-Awadi c Y m/IOF ND
240. | House of Abdel Eid Al-Suwafiri PPTTFEMT ND
241. | House of Nasr Al-Jelda Wp AT HOF ND
242. | House of Imad Wafa Al-Sayegh HT F HBIOF ND
243. | House of Nabil Salah Al-Mozainy CXTCB ND
244. | House of Al-Mozainy/ Nahed Al-Sawy pMF HIOF KK F ND
245. | Samir Al-Madhoun s b o
246. | House of Nabil Salah Al-Mozainy c XT €B IOF ND
247. | House Naser Ragheb Al-Qaishawi pMmF Il TYIOF ND
248. | Katib Wilayat Mosque wTbvMmM K ND
249. | House of Majdi Ali Ajjur pmt K c4d ND
250, Xﬁéizgylfnr;amis and Abdel Qader CKTTLMIOF pb ND
251. | House of Deeb Mohammed Al-Ghalayini CXTT bl ND
252. | House of Osama Ibrahim Ismamah WBFBHLF art ND
253. | House of Ziad Philip Jahshan AFl nt W7 ND
254. | House of Georgette Youssef Shuhaibar pIaTcCl PPHwm ND
255. | House of Salem Mahmoud Shuhaibar p3Ttcl p ND
256. | House of Omar Bashir Al-Hartani CcXF Xpc OF ND
257. | House of Ramez Jum'a Al-Shurafa’ F Tpl HOF \[D)
258. | House of Khaled Mahmoud Al-Sawafiri ppTTFMBIF \[D)
259. | House of Ghassan Hashem Skeik wr ph al ND
260. | House of Hanna Yaqoub Al-Khoury ppmMm>3 KOF X \[D)

Degree of Damage:
“ Highly Damaged (HD) Green Low Damaged (LD)
) Black

Moderate Damaged ( Not Damaged (ND)
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Degree of

# Sites in English Sites in Arabic Damade
261. | House of Sharab/ MFpl ND
Tayseer Mohammed Al-Madhoun amMmkK p B OF
262. | House of Mohammed Ali Sagallah ®F B c 4K ND
263. | House of Fayez Madhat Al-Wahidi ppTcmIOF ND

264. | House of Raafat and Kazem Al-Zamili c AT BCHKOF @&

265. | House of Bakr Ajjur pmt K ND
266. | Mohammed Baousha R o
267. | House of Hamed Rizqg Siam aFTHh ®C ND
268. | House of Abdel Saeed Jabr PAFT P ND
269. | House of Mohammed lhsan Abdo np2K AaF

270. | House of Saeed Al-Bargouni cxmUp

271. | House of Salama Mohammed Ashour pMI FK pB(

272. | House of Ahmad Helmy Sakik Wwr bH cB

273. | Sheikh Ali Al-Ajami Mosque cetT/NOF c

274. | Al-Kamaliya School wT KOF B 1

275. | House of Hisham Yassin Sawan AOFMHb aT

276. | House of Shaaban Sawan AFMHBb [

277. | House of Ibrahim Bakr Al-Alami cBANKF p

278. | Latin Monastery Church A T b bl FOF

279. | Latin Monastery Library 4 T b bl OF

280. | House of Abdo Ibrahim Barakat dfF bp 2 a

281. | House of Khader Youssef Al-Ruzi pCpOF PH

282. | House of Abdel Fattah Skeik Wt BH nF

283. | House of Inshirah Ahmad Abu Wazna WXCEmMm MW

284. | House of Al-Jadrawi/ Jawdat Al-Khodari | p p Y 3 tOF/p b pa ¥

285. | House of Wasfia Darwish Al-Ghandour pmMpxXIMKF g

Degree of Damage:
LTI oy Damaged (+0)

Green
Moderate Damaged (/1) Black

Low Damaged (LD)
Not Damaged (ND)
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Degree of

# Sites in English Sites in Arabic Damade
286. | House of Mohammed Abu Jarad bFpt ™ ND
287, Khan Abu Shaaban/ /o Fl 9 M ND

Mahmoud Abu Shaaban arF 211
288. | House of Sabah Zeino M X FC \[D)
289. | Store of Hussein Mousa Al-Nakhala W KOF 3 X KOF ND
290. | House of Ammar/ Diab Abu Nujila wAT T X/pmBX
291. | Store of Abdel Razek Kaheel btrcb PCFp
292. | House of Faisal Al-Tabba’ NF 2 A OF
293. | House of Abu Ayman Al-Saqqa F U BHIOF
294. | House of Mugdad Abu Ramadan nFYBp
295. | House of Al-Basha/ Jawdat Al-Khodari ppY>3IOF dp
296. | House of Ibrahim Al-Ghandour P Mp XM
297. | House of Nahed Al-Ghazali c IOF &It R
298. | House of Abdel Raouf Mansour pMHXB PMY
299. | Diwan Al-Tabatibi/ Ilc 317 AF

Ghassan Al-Tabatibi C 9T AF
300. | House of Salman Ziad Ziada WphrTC pi
301. | House of Bashir Kamel Ajjur pMTK bBF
302. | House of Alaa Arafa wT p K
303. | House of Fawzi Rabah Ajjur pMT K uUF D
304. | House of Shaaban Mohammed Arafa wTpK pB
305. | House of Mansour Al-Shawa Fwml HOF
306. | Sheikh Khalid Mosque b HOF 3
307. | House of Khetam Abu Seedo MPTH ™
308. | House of Nabil Salameh Faraj 6p T WB bl
309. | House of Hussein Al-Mughni c x B HOR
310. | House of Hakem Al-Samari p p B HIOF
311. | House of Sukkar p bTH

Degree of Damage:
BRI oy Damaged (+0)

Green
Moderate Damaged (/1) Black

Low Damaged (LD)
Not Damaged (ND)
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Degree of

m B v ree/ NN

# Sites in English Sites in Arabic
312. | House of Ramadan Hajila wAT Tt c
313. | House of Al-Aimawi/ Ahmad Bseiso
314. | House of Al-Ushi/ Rabah Sharab's Heirs UFpl ufkBH K] ND
315. | House of Atiah Al-Mozainy CXTCB
316. | House of Awad Al-Ramlawi

Degree of Damage:
ﬁ Highly Damaged (HD) Green Low Damaged (LD)
Moderate Damaged (/1)) Black Not Damaged (ND)

The statistics of archaeological sites, historical buildings, and monuments in the Gaza Strip

are categorized by damage as follows: 138 sites as Highly Damaged (HD), 61 sites as

Moderately Damaged (

), 27 sites as Low Damaged (L D), and 90 as Not Damaged (ND).
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4. DATA ASSESSMENT

The Gaza Strip, a region with a rich tapestry of cultural heritage and historical significance,
faces unique challenges in the preservation and protection of its historical sites. Frequent
conflicts and the current war on Gaza pose significant threats to these irreplaceable assets.
In such a volatile environment, rapid damage assessment is crucial for the timely identification,

documentation, and mitigation of damage to cultural heritage sites and historical buildings.

This chapter delves into the best practices used for conducting rapid damage assessments in
Gaza. The following format emphasizes the importance of a swift yet thorough approach to
evaluating the impact of the war on these sites. The on-site teams integrated modern
technologies with traditional assessment techniques to provide a comprehensive framework
tasked with safeguarding Gaza® cultural heritage. Furthermore, this part of the study explores
all the surveyed damaged sites and historical buildings from the current conflict, offering

insights into the challenges and solutions encountered in the field.

Facilitate risk-informed decisions : Identify priorifies for infervention

Decisions identified to actions, needs and \ Identify and prioritize actions such as
pricrities will be becaked up by accurate data \ :z:z:‘;:‘jnt'{:';it\‘:s:;::#ng&:);lg;;lon
and true representation of the current situation. 1 g aing

Establish inter-agency coordination

Identify relevant experts and establish
partnerships to carry out coordinated
recovery operations.

@ Estimate supplies needed

\ ./ Based on the defined actions and
expertise, estimate supplies required
to carry out the planned intervention

l ? ) Assess damage and losses
Estimate the cost of operations h A assess impacts on lives, livelihoods,

and the the time required to tangible and intangible heritage and
resume operations and make a infrastructure
clear proposal for funding

Ensure efficient use of
resources

By defining priorities and
needs, optimize resources

Estimate resources and
time for recovery

WHY DAMAGE AND RISK ASSESSMENT?

Figure 6: Why damage and risk assessment in the aftermath of war?
Source: | CCROMO&s F AeR20BR2r ogr amm



4.1 Findings of the damage assessment for cultural heritage sites

The assessment of cultural heritage places, particularly during the current war against Gaza is
a critical step in understanding the extent of damage and informing subsequent conservation
efforts. This section presents the findings from a comprehensive damage assessment
conducted on cultural heritage sites in the Gaza Strip, providing a detailed overview of the

current state of these invaluable assets.

Through a combination of on-site inspections by the CCHP ground teams, remote sensing
analysis by EAMENA, and the analysis of historical data by experts including Dr. Hamdan Taha
and Prof. Andrew Petersen, the assessment has identified varying degrees of damage across
multiple sites. The findings reveal not only the physical impacts on structures and open sites
but also highlight the broader implications for cultural identity and historical continuity in the
Gaza Strip.

The bombardment has not only ravaged historical and cultural landmarks but also disrupted
the broader cultural identity and historical continuity in the Gaza Strip. The damage in the Old
City of Gaza and the Old neighbourhood of Al-S h u j a Districtyhas dismantled more than
just buildings. These areas, rich with centuries of cultural and historical significance, house
ancient communities where families have lived for generations. The destruction of homes in
these historic districts represents a rupture in the social fabric, with many displaced residents
losing not only their physical dwellings but also the historical connection to their ancestors and

cultural heritage.

The destruction of religious buildings, including mosques and churches, has severely impacted
the cultural identity of the indigenous populations, including both Muslim and Christian
communities. In the Old City of Gaza, religious sites are more than places of worship; they are
cornerstones of cultural life, deeply intertwined with daily social practices and communal
identity. The loss of these sites disrupts religious continuity and threatens the cultural practices

that bind the community together.
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For the Christian minority and the Muslim majority alike, these places are symbols of resilience,
coexistence, and spiritual heritage. The damage to these sacred spaces profoundly affects the
communityobés <collective memory e ocultiraliamdehstorica

narrative of Gaza.

The destruction of culturally significant sites in Gaza has broader implications, threatening the
preservation of heritage for future generations. As a result, the displacement of people and the
|l oss of cul tur al | andmar ks contribute to

identity, potentially severing ties with its long-standing historical traditions.

Key findings include the extent of structural damage to historical buildings and the erosion of
cultural landscapes in the sites where they were used as Israeli military bases and maneuver
zones. Additionally, the report underscores the compounding effects of damage, ongoing risk,

and the challenges posed by limited access to certain sites.

These findings serve as a foundation for prioritizing restoration efforts, allocating resources,
and developing strategies to mitigate further damage. By documenting the specific nature and
scope of the damage, this section aims to guide stakeholders in making informed decisions to

protect and preserve the cultural heritage that is integral to the community®& identity and history.

4.2 Damage Classification

In the aftermath of the Israeli bombing in Gaza, a damage assessment of cultural heritage sites
was conducted, classifying the level of destruction into three categories: high, moderate, and
low. This classification reflects the varying degrees of structural and cultural loss that the sites

have endured, with implications for future restoration and intervention efforts.

1. High Level of Damage (138 places)
These sites have suffered extensive destruction, with significant portions of the buildings or
sites either completely destroyed or severely compromised. In many cases, architectural

elements, historical artifacts, and cultural features have been obliterated.
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Characteristics of High Damage:

- Structural collapse or near-total destruction.

- Loss of key cultural features (artwork, inscriptions, or historic architectural elements).
- Imminent risk of further deterioration or collapse.

- Urgent need for stabilization and rescue efforts.

2. Moderate Level of Damage (61 places)

Sites in this category have sustained considerable damage but retain some of their original
structural and cultural significance. These sites may exhibit partial collapses, damaged
facades, or broken internal elements, yet they remain repairable with significant intervention.
Characteristics of Moderate Damage:

- Partial destruction of key structures or features.

- Damage to walls, or decorative elements, though the core structure remains intact.

- Requires prompt but less urgent restoration compared to sites with high damage.

- Can be salvaged and restored with moderate interventions.

3. Low Level of Damage (27 places)

These sites have experienced only minimal damage, such as superficial cracks, broken doors,
windows, or minor structural impacts. The overall integrity of these sites is largely preserved,
and they remain largely functional with minor repairs needed.

Characteristics of Low Damage:

- Superficial or cosmetic damage.

- Limited structural impact, with most elements intact.

- Minimal intervention needed, with a focus on preventive measures to avoid future damage.

This classification highlights the varying degrees of damage inflicted upon Gaza& cultural
heritage during the Israeli bombing. High-level damaged sites require immediate and extensive
intervention, while moderate and low-level damaged sites can be stabilized and restored with
less urgency. This classification will guide prioritization for rescue and restoration efforts to

protect Gazads cultural heritage.
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Rapid Damage Assessment

1. Al-Pasha Palace

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance
Area (m?)

Status of the site

CeAr LS

RN

|
1

Al-Pasha Palace

Palestine
Gaza City
Al-Daraj neighbourhood

AL-Wehda St. rd
34.466179 , 31.504482

Extremely High

Built up area= 760
Open area= 2100

The Al-Pasha Palace is located in the Daraj
neighbourhood in the historical center of Gaza City. It
is a large two-story palace dating back to the Mamluk
era, which was the seat of the viceroy of Gaza during
the Mamluk and Ottoman eras. This palace was
attributed to the Radwan family who owned it at the
beginning of the Ottoman period, and during the British
Mandate it was used as a police station, and Napoleon

stayed there for three nights during his campaign on
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Type of site
Current use of the site

Owner/manager of the site

Egypt and the Levant in 1799, which is why it was
called "Napoleon's Castle" and the Palace of
Happiness, this palace is characterized by the strength
of its facade and its beauty. This palace is
characterized by its durability and beauty, as it is
decorated with decorative elements such as pirate
figures that decorated the top of the windows in
addition to the ring, the emblem of Al-Zahir Baybars,
which is an inscription of two lions facing each other,
and geometric decorations consisting of full star dishes
decorated with floral decorations in the form of roses in
addition to unique architectural elements such as
domes, which are narrow openings on the outside that
expand inside to facilitate the movement of defenders,
and were used for throwing arrows

The Ministry of Tourism and Antiquities restored the
palace and rehabilitated it as an archaeological
museum. The museum includes archaeological
materials from different historical periods, which were
uncovered during Palestinian excavations and joint
Palestinian-international excavations over the past two

decades.

Historical Building
Museum

Ministry of Tourism and Antiquities
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PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High

Medium

Low

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Severe

Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: Bombing
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2. Great Omari Mosque

Name of the site Great Omari Mosque

Location/ GPS Palestine Y ./
Gaza City b 4.
Al-Daraj neighbourhood @l

Omar Al-Mukhtar St., |
34.464623 , 31.504293 oo oG

Degree of Significance Extremely High

Area (m?) Built up area= 3500
Open area= 1500

Status of the site The history of the mosque dates back to the Roman era.
The area of the ancient Great Omari Mosque is 4095
square meters. The Great Omari Mosque has 5 main
entrances, 5 rooms, and a large library to the mosque. On
the western side of the mosque there are two entrances,
one of which leads directly to a large hall divided into two
spaces, each space has a ceiling with intersecting vaults,
The two spaces are separated by a large arch of the
Makhmous type, and the | ob
library. As for the other western entrance, it leads to a large

courtyard topped with cross-vaulted ceilings. The outer
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courtyard is surrounded by 3 corridors topped with cross-

vaulted ceilings, in addition to the arches that divide these

ceilings.
Type of site Historical Building
Current use of the site Mosque

Owner/manager of the site  Ministry of Awgaf and Religious Affairs

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

_______ —

High Medium Low

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Severe Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: 3 different times of Bombing.



3. Church of Saint Porphyrius

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance
Area (m?)

Status of the site

Church of Saint Porphyrius

Palestine

Gaza City

AL-Zeitoun neighbourhood
Al-Awamid St.

34.462239 , 31.503956

Extremely High

Builtuparea=12 00
Openarea=8 0 0

The Church of Saint Porphyrius (Greek Orthodox) is
located in AL-Zeitoun quarter in the old city of Gaza. The
Church is associated with Saint Porphyrius, bishop of
Gaza in the 5" century AD, under the rule of the Byzantine
Emperor Arcadius. Saint Porphyrius build also the church
of Eudoxiana in the center of Gaza, dedicated to the
Emperor wife Eudoxi, probably under the Great Omari
Mosque. The church was rebuilt in the 12" century AD
during the Crusader period on the foundation of the
Byzantine church. The Church includes the tomb of Saint

Porphyry, with two square pays covered with cross vaults.
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The present church is a singled aisle structure. Springing
from a pair of rectangular pilasters with two engager
columns placed mid-way along the nave. The entrance of
the church is reached by a flight of steps and is
surmounted by a pointed arch. The marble panel in the
tympanum above the entrance there is an inscription in
Arabic and Greek recording the name of Saint Porphyrius,
bishop of Gaza as the founder of the church in 425 AD.
The tomb of Porphyrius is located close to the northern
wall of the church. The church is surrounded from three
sides with graves. The church suffered severe destruction
during the war This church suffered bombardment on
October 19™, 2023, which destroyed its halls and
pavements, the collapse of a building housing church
wardens, the death of a large number of people who had

sought refuge there, and with whole families wiped out.

Type of site Historical Building

Current use of the site Church

Owner/manager of the site  Greek Orthodox Patriarchate of Jerusalem

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High Medium

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Severe Moderate

The primary cause of damage: Bombing.
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4. Al-Samara Hammam

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)
Status of the site

Al-Samara Hammam

Palestine
Gaza City
AL-Zeitoun neighbourhood T
Al-Awamid St.
34.463898 , 31.503612

Extremely High
Builtuparea=5 0 0

The bath (Al-Samara Hammam) is located in the AL-
Zeitoun quarter of the old City of Gaza. It is the only
surviving baths out of four or five Mamluk or Ottoman
baths. The name refers most probably to the Samaritans,
who may have run the bath. The bath is built of sand
stone. It is divided into three parts, the reception wing ,
the bath proper and the service installations. The floor is
paved with colored panels of marble in geometrical
pattern. The centre of this room is occupied by an octagon
water basin. The room Lightening is provide by glass

lenses pierced through the dome inside pottery tubes

63



Type of site

Current use of the site

inserted in the dome construction. The bath proper has
four chambers and is paved with marble slabs. Itis heated
by underground hot air coming from the furnace in the
south side of the bath leading into a chimney inserted into
the north wall of the caldarium. According to the
foundation inscription it was renovated in 1297 AD by
Abdullah ibn Sanqur. The bath was renovated by the
Ministry of Tourism and Antiquities in 2005, within the
framework of the Project Tashghil, in cooperation with

United Nations Development programme.

Historical Building

Bathhouse

Owner/manager of the site Private: belongs to Al-Wazer family.

High

______ E—

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

Medium Low

Severe

EGREE OF DAMAGE

Moderate

The primary cause of damage: Bombing.
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5. The Dome of Dar Al-Saada

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance
Area (m?)

Status of the site

Type of site
Current use of the site

Owner/manager of the site

The Dome of Dar Al-Saada

Palestine

Gaza City

Al-Daraj neighbourhood
Al-Wehda St.
34.465652 , 31.503810

Extremely High

Built up area=5 0 0
Openarea=2 0 0

The Dome of Dar Al-Saada building dates back to the mid-
13t century, which is an integral part of the Department of
Manuscripts in Gaza. In fact, the renovations of the Dome
have begun and a multifunctional room is dedicated to
exhibiting the manuscripts and community engagement

activities.

Historical Building
Department of Manuscripts

Ministry of Awqgaf and Religious Affairs
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PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

[e] edium Low

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Severe Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: 2 different times of Bombing.
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6. Magam of Al-Ghussein and Cemetery

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)

Status of the site

Magam of Al-Ghussein and Cemetery

Palestine

Gaza City b
Al-Daraj neighbourhood ® /e
Al-Posta St. '
34.465038 , 31.504128

Moderate

Built up area= 190
Open area= 710

The history of Magam of Al-Ghussein and Cemetery dates
back to the Mamluk era. It consists of two courtyards, one
on the eastern side and the other on the western side. The
eastern sidebs courtyard i
The western entrance is 20 meters away from the eastern
entrance of the Great Omari Mosque. The western
entrance leads to an open courtyard, and two iwans open
to it, one for prayer and the other has one tomb, and to the
north of the prayer iwan there are three rooms, one of
which is a closed room now used as a storeroom, while the

first and second rooms were used as a magam room. In
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Type of site
Current use of the site

Owner/manager of the site

the prayer iwan there is a mihrab, and to the north of the
mihrab there is a rectangular door opening with a modern
iron door. The door opening leads to the second iwan,
which is roofed with intersecting vaults. This is the iwan
overlooks the cemetery square in makhmoos shape for the
two arches. It was destroyed during the war as a result of

direct bombing.

Historical Cemetery
Cemetery

Private

High

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

Medium Low

Severe

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: 2 different times of Bombing.
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7. Al-Qaisareyya Market

Name of the site

Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance
Area (m?)

Status of the site

Type of site
Current use of the site

Owner/manager of the site

Al-Qaisareyya Market

Palestine

Gaza City
Al-Daraj neighbourhood » Y
Omar Al-Mukhtar St.,
34.464571 , 31.503777

Extremely High
Built up area= 500

The market is 600 years o | d .- Qais&dyya Mar k et

located in the Islamic Quarter in the Old City of Gaza City.

Itwas builtinthe14"cent ury during t h

mar ket i nclude
northern side and 23 shops on the southern side.

State. o The

Historical Market

Jewelry (Gold) Market

Gaza Municipality
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High

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

Medium

Low

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Severe

Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: 3 different times of Bombing.
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8. Othman Qashgar Mosque

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)
Status of the site

Othman Qashgar Mosque

Palestine
Gaza City

AL-Zeitoun neighbourhood | 0

Al-Awamid St.
34.463267 , 31.502997

High

Builtuparea=2 2 0

The Othman Qashgar Mosque dates back to the late
Ottoman era. The facade of the main entrance to the
building is newly built and shows the hemispherical dome
above the main room of the building. Its construction
method is based on a system of shoulders and load-
bearing walls, and its coverage is based on a system of
arches and intersecting and semicircular vaults, and its
walls range in thickness from 1-1.40 meters of sandstone

and are about 4-10 meters high.
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Type of site
Current use of the site

Owner/manager of the site

Historical Mosque

Mosque

Ministry of Awgaf and Religious Affairs

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION
High Medium Low
DEGREE OF DAMAGE
Severe Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: Bombing.
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9. House of Mohammad Masoud

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)

Status of the site

House of Mohammad Masoud

Palestine

Gaza City

AL-Zeitoun Neighbourhood
Al-Awamid St.

34.462318 , 31.502613

Moderate

Built up area= 120
Open area= 35

The house dates back to the late Ottoman era. The house
consists of a ground floor with a total area of 194 square
meters. The entrance to the house overlooking an alley
leads to a courtyard surrounded by 4 bedrooms, one of
which is connected to the fifth room, in addition to the
kitchen and a bathroom under the stairs, and there is a
planting basin in the courtyard. The first floor consists of 3
unused rooms. The house is structurally stable despite the

presence of some surface cracks. It enjoys natural
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ventilation and lighting, and slight humidity that appears

seasonally.
Type of site Historical Building
Current use of the site House

Owner/manager of the site Private

High Medium

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

Low

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Moderate

The primary cause of damage: Bombing
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10. House of Dahdah Farah

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance
Area (m?)

Status of the site

House of Dahdah Farah

Palestine

Gaza City

AL-Zeitoun Neighbourhood
Al-Awamid St.

34.462681 , 31.504103

Moderate

Built up area= 200
Open area= 25

The history of the house dates back to the late Ottoman
era. The entrance to the ancient house is at a level about
15cm lower than the street level, and the entrance leads
to a broken vestibule. The ancient house consists of a
ground floor containing a rectangular inner courtyard, its
walls decorated with some distinctive decorations and
engravings, and three bedrooms overlooking it, and
services. In one corner of the courtyard there is a staircase
leading to the upper floor of the ancient house. The upper

floor consists of two bedrooms. The ceilings are made of
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Type of site
Current use of the site

Owner/manager of the site

cross vaults. The walls also have (yoke) openings. The
house has a number of doors and windows topped with
sandstone arches. The house suffers from severe damage
(including the demolition of load-bearing walls, gaps in the
ceiling, structural cracks, etc., and is uninhabitable due to

the direct bombing of the Church of Saint Porphyrius).

Historical Building
House

Private

High Medium Low

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

Severe

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: Nearby bombing.
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11. House of Ramadan Al-Burno

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)

Status of the site

House of Ramadan Al-Burno

Palestine

Gaza City

AL-Zeitoun neighbourhood
Al-Awamid St.

34.462275 , 31.503584

Moderate

Built up area= 320
Open area= 80

The house dates back to the late Ottoman era. It consists
of two floors. The ground floor contains a heavenly
courtyard, three antique rooms topped with a cross-
vaulted ceiling, and an iwan on the northeastern side of the
house, which is also topped with a concrete ceiling, in
addition to the kitchen, bathroom, and a staircase
overlooking the courtyard, which It leads to the upper floor.
The house suffers from severe damage and collapse as a
result of the bombing of the Church of Saint Porphyrius

(which includes creating gaps in the internal and external
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walls that do not threaten the structural stability of the

building).
Type of site Historical Building
Current use of the site House

Owner/manager of the site Private

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High Medium Low

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Moderate

The primary cause of damage: Bombing.
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12. House of Beit Sitti/ Al-Qeshawi

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance
Area (m?)

Status of the site

House of Beit Sitti/ Al-Qeshawi

Palestine

Gaza City

AL-Zeitoun neighbourhood
RasAl-Tal a6 St .
34.462179 , 31.502682

High

Built up area= 140
Open area= 30

The history of the house dates back to the early Ottoman
era. The house consists of a ground floor with a total area
of 249.4 square meters, and the area of the first floor is
150 square meters. The entrance to the house overlooking
an alley leads to a broken vestibule that ends with an arch,
opening onto a courtyard. Surrounding the courtyard is a
newly built room in addition to 3 rooms. Another room and
an lwan. There is also a staircase leading to the first floor,
which also consists of 4 rooms. The intersecting vaults are

the structural covering for the bedrooms and the Iwan. The
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house is structurally stable despite the presence of some

surface cracks.

Type of site Historical Building

Current use of the site Open

Owner/manager of the site Private

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

-

High Medium Low

Severe Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: Nearby Bombing.
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13. Sheikh Zakaria Mosque

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance
Area (m?)

Status of the site

Sheikh Zakaria Mosque

Palestine
Gaza City
Al-Daraj neighbourhood

0. L
Al-Wehda St. g

34.461104 , 31.5087/68

Extremely High

Built up area= 700
Open area= 300

The history of this mosque dates back to the early Ottoman
era. It was a prayer mosque and had a magam for Sheikh
Zakaria, but it was moved and the mosque was
demolished. Only the ancient minaret remained of it. It
consists of a covered courtyard, services, and a small
outdoor courtyard in which the ancient minaret is located.
All spaces are newly built except for the ancient octagonal
minaret. Its width at the bottom is greater than at the top.

The mosque was completely destroyed except for severe

damage to the ancient minaret.
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Type of site Historical Building
Current use of the site Mosque

Owner/manager of the site Ministry of Awgaf and Religious Affairs

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High Medium Low

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Severe Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: Bombing.



14. Municipality Building - Omar Al-Mukhtar

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)
Status of the site

Municipality Building - Omar Al-Mukhtar

Palestine

Gaza City

Al-Daraj neighbourhood
Omar Al-Mukhtar St.,
34.462841 , 31.505145

Extremely High
Built up area= 480

The building was built during the era of the British Mandate
and the Egyptian administration. It consists of two
buildings with an archaeological entrance in the middle.
The eastern building is older than the western building.
The eastern building consists of two floors and has minor
damage. The western building consists of three floors, and
the first floor was directly targeted, causing severe

damage to the building as a whole.

83



Type of site Architecture Monument

Current use of the site Governmental

Owner/manager of the site Gaza Municipality

High Medium

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

Low

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Moderate

Minor

The primary cause of damage: Bombing.
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15. House of Al-Hato (Al-Khodari)

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)

Status of the site

House of Al-Hato (Al-Khodari)

Palestine

Gaza City

Al-Daraj neighbourhood
AL-Wehda St.
34.464880 , 31.504796

High

Built up area= 200
Open area= 20

Al-Hato House was built in the year (1326 AH - 1908 AD),
and its original ownership belongs to the (Abu Ramadan)
family. It was used as a residential building. The house
consists of a main entrance that overlooks Sibat Kassab,
followed by a vestibule that leads to the heavenly courtyard
(open), which in turn overlooks at the rooms of the house,
and the large Iwan, and a staircase leading to the upper

roof of the house.
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Type of site
Current use of the site

Owner/manager of the site

Historical Building
Cultural Center

Private: belongs to Jawdat Al-Khodari

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High

I —

Medium Low

Severe

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: Bombing.
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16. House of Khader Tarazi-Shuhaibar

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)

Status of the site

House of Khader Tarazi-Shuhaibar

Palestine

Gaza City

AL-Zeitoun neighbourhood
AL-Awamid St.

34.462475 , 31.504569

High

Built up area= 520
Open area= 120

The history of the house dates back to the late Ottoman
era. The house consists of a broken vestibule that is
currently c¢closed from the

courtyard, with three rooms opening onto it, two spaces
that were used as storerooms in that period, and two Iwans
surmounted by two large arches, over which two rooms
open, and each room has window openings and doors
topped with a piece of marble and the two Iwans. There is
a staircase leading to the upper floor and a northwestern

room above the two spaces. It was mostly used as a sitting
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room for men, and it overlooks the courtyard directly
through the window openings. There is a southwestern
building in which there is an iwan and three rooms. There
are cracks in the house. Structural damage that threatens
the stability of the building as a result of the direct
bombardment of the northeastern corner of the house,

requiring emergency intervention.

Type of site Historical Building

Current use of the site House

Owner/manager of the site Private

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High Medium Low

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Minor

Severe Moderate

The primary cause of damage: Bombing.



17. Al-Mahkama Mosque

Name of the site Al-Mahkama Mosque

Location/ GPS Palestine i
Gaza City
Al-Shuja'iyya neighbourhood Wi ALY
Baghdad St. @)

34.469055 , 31.501819 !

Degree of Significance Extremely High

Area (m?) Built up area= 500

Status of the site : L~
The mosque was bAliDlutd alby i B.

589 AH - 1455 AD, and religious sciences were received
ther e. It is called the 0AB
the ABardi kiya School 6 moAd-q
Dudar, 0 during the rPeliagbni oo 1
- 865 AH. It was also used over a period of time as a school
for receiving religious sciences, then a court for the
judiciary, which is why the
Mo s g u e . 0 tathed tatleesnosgue in the same year

of its construction.
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Type of site
Current use of the site

Owner/manager of the site

Historical Building

Mosque

Ministry of Awgaf and Religious Affairs

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High

Medium

Low

Severe

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Moderate

The primary cause of damage: 2 different times of Bombing.
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18. Al-Qazmari Mosque

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)

Status of the site

Al-Qazmari Mosque

Palestine i

Gaza City

Al-Shuja'iyya neighbourhood
Al-Shawa St. ® s
34.467351 , 31.500999 v

(&)

Extremely High

Built up area= 1000
Open area= 500

It was founded by the Mamluk prince (Shihab Eddin
Ahmad ibn Azfir Al-Dhafardamari). Its area is 600 square
meters, and it was known to the general public as (Al-
Qazmari Mosque). The mosque consists of two parts, one
of which is modern and the other is ancient. Only three
iwans remain, separating the two parts. Each of them has
a pointed arch mounted on the walls. As for the prayer
house, it is located on the eastern side, and four windows
carved into the western wall, which is 90 centimeters thick,

open onto it. It was bombed and completely bulldozed.
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Type of site Historical Mosque

Current use of the site Mosque

Owner/manager of the site Ministry of Awqaf and Religious Affairs

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High Medium

Low

GREE OF DAMAGE

Moderate

The primary cause of damage: 3 different times of Bombing.
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19. House of Al-Sagga

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)

Status of the site

House of Al-Saqqga
Palestine

Gaza City Y -

Q
Al-Shuja'iyya neighbourhood ’
Al-Shawa St.
34.467834 , 31.500679

Extremely High

Built up area= 250
Open area= 50

It is one of the ancient historic houses located in the
Turkmen neighbourhood, near the Al-Dhufardamri
Mosque. The house originally belonged to Mr. Rafig Abdel
Hai Al-Shawa and later to the Al-Sagga family. Throughout
history, the house was used as a residential dwelling and,
before the war, served various service organizations
concerned with preserving antiquities and cultural
heritage. The house overlooks Al-Shawa Street, and its
main facade features a vaulted entrance with a semi-
circular arch. The entrance leads to a spacious courtyard,

which overlooks four rooms, a veranda, and services.
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There are two staircases leading to the upper floor: one
staircase on the northern side leads to an upper terrace
and a room, while the other staircase leads to a courtyard
and then to a veranda, from which another room can be

accessed. The house was bombed and subsequently

demolished.
Type of site Historical Building
Current use of the site Cultural Center

Owner/manager of the site Private

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High Medium Low

GREE OF DAMAGE

Moderate

Severe

The primary cause of damage: 3 different times of Bombing.

94



20. House of Wael Abd Al-Aziz

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)
Status of the site

House of Wael Abd Al-Aziz

Palestine A
Gaza City I P

= O
Al-Daraj neighbourhood e

Al-Rais St.
34.465051 , 31.504334

Moderate

Built up area= 200

The house dates back to the late Ottoman era. It consists
of two floors. The ground floor contains a heavenly
courtyard and three antique rooms topped with a cross-
vaulted ceiling, and an iwan on the southwestern side of
the house, which is also topped with a cross-vaulted
ceiling, in addition to the kitchen, bathroom, and a
staircase overlooking the courtyard leads to the upper

floor.
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Type of site Historical Building
Current use of the site House

Owner/manager of the site Private

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High ‘ Medium Low

Moderate

The primary cause of damage: Bombing.
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21. Sabil Al-Refa'eyya

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)

Status of the site

Sabil Al-Refa'eyya

Palestine LA
Gaza City v b
Al-Daraj neighbourhood 9o
Al-Wehda St.

34.466240 , 31.503824

Extremely High

Built up area= 30
Open area= 120

This public fountain built by Bahram Bey bin Mustafa
Pasha in the year 976 AH (1568 AD). The current name of
the path is Sabil Al-Refa'eyya, named after Rifaat Bey al-
Jarkasi, the Governor of Gaza, who renovated and
restored it in the year 1278 AH (1861 AD). It was built from
solid sandstone and has an architectural design featuring
a pointed arch with two flanking buttresses, and three
prominent water openings in the center of a square frame.

These openings were equipped with tubes for drawing
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Type of site
Current use of the site

Owner/manager of the site

water from the path's basin to provide drinking water for

people.

Historical Building

Water Fountain

Ministry of Tourism and Antiquities

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High

Medium

Low

Severe

EGREE OF DAMAGE

Moderate

The primary cause of damage: 2 different times of Bombing.
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22. House of Fadel Mortaja

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)

Status of the site

House of Fadel Mortaja

Palestine S
Gaza City v b
Al-Shuja'iyya neighbourhood ® Londe ¥
Al-Shawa St.
34.467865 , 31.500544

Moderate

Built up area= 170
Open area= 30

The house dates back to the late Ottoman period and
belongs to the Mortaja family. It has been rented to the
Development and Relief Association. The building is
located on Al-Shawa Street and is surrounded on all four
sides by houses of the same style and age. It is situated
within a distinctive urban fabric, adjacent to the historic Al-
Saqga House. The house features an open, exposed
courtyard surrounded by rooms on three sides. The rooms

are square-shaped with vaulted ceilings, and the interior
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rooms are filled with and enriched by niches that were

used as storage spaces during that period.

Type of site Historical Building

Current use of the site House

Owner/manager of the site Private

Medium

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Moderate

The primary cause of damage: 2 different times of Bombing.
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23. Hathat Palace

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance
Area (m?)

Status of the site

Hathat Palace

Palestine

Gaza City o
Al-Shuja'iyya neighbourhood o
Baghdad St.

34.469905 , 31.499993

High

Built up area= 270
Open area= 180

It is one of the historic houses dating back to the Ottoman
era. The house belongs to Ibrahim Hathat, who was of
Kurdish origin and built it in the 12" century AH (18™
century AD). It was inherited by Hajj Saleem Hathat, one
of Ibrahim Hathat's descendants, and remained in the
family until it reached Khaled and Youssef Hathat. The
house was used as a residence and was restored by the

Mabra Charitable Association.
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Type of site Historical Building

Current use of the site House

Owner/manager of the site Private: belongs to Sara Hathat

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

=

High Medium

Low

OF DAMAGE

Severe Moderate

The primary cause of damage: 2 different times of Bombing.
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24. Ibn Othman Mosque

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance
Area (m?)

Status of the site

Ibn Othman Mosque

Palestine

Gaza City d
Al-Shuja'iyya neighbourhood o
Baghdad St.

34.469403 , 31.499877

Extremely High

Built up area= 1600
Open area= 400

The Ibn Othman Mosque is considered one of the largest
mosques in Gaza City after the Omari Mosque. It is named
after Shihab Eddin bin Othman, a prominent religious
scholar from Gaza whose origins trace back to the city of
Nablus. The mosque is located in the Al-Shuja'iyya
neighbourhood, and the oldest part of it dates back to July
of the year 802 AH (1400 AD), according to the inscriptions

above the southern entrance of the mosque.
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Type of site Historical Mosque

Current use of the site Mosque

Owner/manager of the site Ministry of Awgaf and Religious Affairs

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High Medium

Low

EGREE OF DAMAGE

Severe Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: 3 different times of Bombing.
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25. Store of Hajj Al-Mashharawi

Name of the site Store of Hajj Al-Mashharawi

Location/ GPS Palestine {
Gaza City S
Al-Shuja'iyya neighbourhood o '
Baghdad St. '

34.469532 , 31.500092

Degree of Significance Moderata

Area (m?) Built up area= 40

Status of the site ) .
The construction of Hajj's store dates back to the end of

the Ottoman period. The store is owned by the Ministry of
Awgaf and Religious Affairs and has been rented to Mr.
Khaled Al-Hajj, who uses it for selling vegetables. To the
east of the store is Hathat Palace, and to the south is the

Ibn Othman Mosque.

Type of site Historical Building
Current use of the site Store

Owner/manager of the site  Public
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PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

I

High Medium Low

EGREE OF DAMAGE

Severe Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: 2 different times of Bombing.
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26. Ibn Marwan Mosque

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance
Area (m?)
Status of the site

Ibn Marwan Mosque

Palestine
Gaza City
Al-Shuja'iyya Neighbourhood g
Salah Al-Eddin St. Gy
34.469004 , 31.504152

Extremely High

Built up area= 570

The Sheikh Ali bin Marwan Mosque represents one of the
historic mosques in Gaza City, dating back to the Mamluk
era. It is located in the Tuffah neighbourhood, outside the
old city walls of Gaza, specifically on Salah Al-Eddin
Street. Since its establishment, the mosque has included
a women's prayer area. Beneath the dome, there is a
magam of a righteous man named Sheikh Ali bin Marwan,
who is said to be of Moroccan nobility. He came from there
and settled in Gaza. The mosque underwent several
architectural additions and renovations in the year 725 AH

(1324 AD). Adjacent to the mosque is a cemetery named
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Type of site
Current use of the site

Owner/manager of the site

after it, which contains gravestones considered important

historical documents.

Historical Mosque

Mosque

Ministry of Awgaf and Religious Affairs

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High

Medium

Low

Severe

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Moderate

Minor

The primary cause of damage: Bombing.
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Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)
Status of the site

Al-Sitt Rugaya Mosque

Palestine

Gaza City
Al-Shuja'iyya neighbourhood o
Baghdad St.

34.470280 , 31.499985

Extremely High
Built up area= 220

The name of the mosque is after Al-Sitt Rugaya, who is
known about her lineage. It is only said that she was from
the 'Alesar’ (or 'noble’) class, and it is claimed that she was
the wife of Ahmad, one of the rulers of Gaza, whose tomb
is in the Ali lbn Marwan Mosque. The mosque was
abandoned during World War 1 (19141 1918), during which
the library was damaged. Later, the mosque was used for
worship by the people of Gaza and was subjected to

destruction during the war.
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Type of site
Current use of the site

Owner/manager of the site

Historical Mosque

Mosque

Ministry of Awqaf and Religious Affairs

High

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

Medium

Low

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Severe

Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: 3 different times of Bombing.
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28. House of Khalil Al-Biltaji

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)
Status of the site

House of Khalil Al-Biltaji

Palestine

Gaza City
Al-Shuja'iyya neighbourhood e
Bseiso St.
34.470310, 31.499848

Moderate

Built up area= 140

The house dates back to the late Ottoman period and
belongs to Khalil Rizq Al-Biltaji. It was used as a residence
and a concrete column was added in 1967 to support the
staircase. Additionally, a bathroom and two storage rooms
were added beneath the stairs, and the courtyard was
covered with zinc sheets in 1991. A wall was built in 1999
to enclose the iwan and convert it into a room. The house

was destroyed by the Israeli occupation forces.
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Type of site Historical Building
Current use of the site House

Owner/manager of the site Private

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High Medium

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Severe Moderate ‘ Minor

The primary cause of damage: 2 different times of Bombing
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29. House of Khalil Al-Hilimi

Name of the site
Location/ GPS

Degree of Significance

Area (m?)
Status of the site

House of Khalil Al-Hilimi

Palestine

Gaza City d
Al-Shuja'iyya neighbourhood o
Bseiso St.

34.470801 , 31.499597

Moderate

Built up area= 170

The house was built in 1910 and dates back to the late
Ottoman period. The ground floor is a commercial space
consisting of two sections. The first floor has three rooms,
a kitchen, a bathroom, and an upper courtyard. The walls
are 50-70 cm thick, made of sandstone, and the ceilings
are modern, made of concrete and cement. The house

was subjected to shelling by the Israeli occupation forces.
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Type of site Historical Building
Current use of the site House

Owner/manager of the site Private

PRIORITY OF INTERVENTION

High ‘ Medium Low

DEGREE OF DAMAGE

Severe Moderate Minor

The primary cause of damage: 2 different times of Bombing.
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30. House of Abdel Qader Youssef Bseiso

Name of the site House of Abdel Qader Youssef Bseiso

Location/ GPS Palestine
Gaza City b
Al-Shuja'iyya neighbourhood o- 2
Bseiso St. !

34.470363 , 31.499255

Degree of Significance Moderate

Area (m?) Built up area= 300
Open area= 120

Status of the site . .
The House of Abdel Qader Youssef Bseiso is located in
the New Al-Shuja'iyya neighbourhood and is surrounded

by old buildings. To the west is Al-Sitt Rugaya Mosque.

Type of site Historical Building
Current use of the site House

Owner/manager of the site  Private
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