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• The Overall Objective: Present mechanisms to solve and mitigate the electricity 

crisis in Gaza Strip in a manner that is compatible with the existing political and 

economic conditions and will reflect positively on the lives of the population. 

• The Policy Problem: The Gaza Strip faces a severe electricity shortage, with the 

total available energy currently not exceeding 220 megawatts from two primary 

sources: the only power plant and the Israeli lines. 

• There are several factors have contributed to the continuation and exacerbation of 

the crisis over the past years, most notably: 

1- Israeli occupation: 

The Israeli occupation is a major cause of the crisis, starting with its siege of the Gaza 

Strip, and the failure to provide it with the necessary quantities of electricity and fuel, and 

even using the electricity crisis as a means of blackmail and political pressure, in addition 

to its direct targeting of the power station, and its refusal to allow the entry of station 

equipment. This is a crime and a violation of international and humanitarian law, which 

obligates the occupying power to ensure the flow of food and medicine supplies (Articles 

55 and 56 of the Fourth Geneva Convention). 

2- Internal disagreements and conflicts: 

The political division led to the creation of dual responsibility for the station and the 

electricity sector in the Gaza Strip, which contributed to the aggravation of the problem. 

3- Technical reasons: 

• The failure of the policies adopted in managing the electricity crisis. 

• Absence of donors and funds for implementing strategic projects and the 

provision of funds only for emergency interventions. 

• Weakness of the station's infrastructure and its networks. 

• The inability to control the losses, which reached 30%. 

  

• The Policy Alternatives:  

• First: Emergency and urgent solutions to contain the crisis: Increasing the 

quantities of energy supplied to Gaza, especially Line 161, which was feeding the 

settlement lines in Gaza with a value of up to 100 megawatts, in addition to 

reconsidering with the Egyptian side to increase the incoming quantities to 50 

megawatts. This requires an urgent national strategy that includes the various 

parties. 

  

• Second: forming a board of directors of the energy street generators: This 

alternative is based on organizing the work of private generators within a council 

responsible for controlling and developing the generators. Although this alternative 

does not constitute a practical solution to the crisis, it remains a required alternative 

for temporarily managing the crisis. 

•  Third:   The maintenance and development of the power plant in Gaza Strip: 

The idea of the alternative is based on maintaining the only power plant in the Gaza Strip, 

and expanding its production capacities to accommodate the sector’s need, which is 



estimated at 500 megawatts, taking into consideration that the power plant, in its best 

condition and since its inception in 1999, it cannot produce more than 120 megawatts. 

  

• Fourth: a plan to increase the reliance on solar energy: The idea of this alternative 

is to formulate a national plan aimed at increasing reliance on solar energy to the 

maximum extent possible in return for steadily reducing dependence on fuel. 

A United Nations Development Program study has shown that the Gaza Strip has favorable 

conditions for transforming the sector to depend on solar energy. 

  

• Fifth: Connecting Gaza to the Eight Countries Electric Interconnection Project: 

This project is considered to have a strategic dimension. It would end the electricity 

crisis from its roots if the sector were to be fed with approximately 800 megawatts 

from this project, provided that transmission and transmission stations for 

electricity are developed. 

  

  

Comparison between Alternatives:  

The paper's authors suggest dealing with the five alternatives in an integrated manner, 

within a comprehensive plan or perspective, based on starting with the practical emergency 

solutions (the first and second alternatives), and working, in parallel, on the strategic 

alternatives. 
 


