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Preface

Tourism is one of the promising industries in Jordan due to shortage of natural resources and lack of industries to
obtain foreign currency; however, the tourism sector still needs further develepment. Japan has supported tourism
development in Jordan since 1990's, mainly through a Master Plan study and an Official Development Assistance (ODA)
loan project called "Tourism Sector Development Project (TSDP)Y, which aims at infrastructure improvement and

museum construction in Amman Downtown, Karak, Salt and Dead Sea areas.

Salt is one of the TSDP sites, where unigue traditional buildings and other Jordanian culture remain until now. However
Salt was not popular amang tourists. Within TSDP, we have developed a number of facilities. An old merchant house
cafled "Abu Jaber House” was developed as a museum, "Historic Old Salt Museum (HOSM)", displaying traditional

culture of Sait.

"Salt Ecomuseum" concept offers a fascinating view of the town for tourists, by harmaonizing tourism development
along with the conservation of cultural resources of the town. Within the Ecomuseum concept, the "core museum"”
will function as the information center for tourists, and tourist will explore the cuiture outside the museum as well by

following the "discovery trail(s)".

We would proudly like to present this joint survey by our Japan Cverseas Cooperation Voluntgers (JOCVs} and
their Jordanian counterparts in Salt. This survey is a database of cultural resources within the tawn, especially of
architectural features, and it will contribute for your future town management activities. We are looking forward for the

Jordanians to utilize the survey resulis espectally for tourism and community development in Salt.

Finally, we would like ta express our sincere appreciation to those who involved in and cooperated to the survey.

I S

Shigeru Okamaoto
Chief Reprasentative
Jordan Office

Japan International Cooperation Agency
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Summary

Tourism sites in Jordan are limited to archeological or environmental sites such as Petra, Dead Sea and Wadi Rum.
Japan International Cooperation Agency (JICA) has assisted Jordan in tourism development especially in Amman
Downtown, Karak, Salt and Dead Sea areas. JICA has supported tourism development of Salt through conservation of
cultural resources and community development, including development of public facilities and renovation of Abu Jaber

House, the Historic Old Salt Museum (HOSM;.

Responding to requests from Salt Development Corporation (SDC), JICA has dispatched 10 Japan QOverseas
Cooperation Volunteers (JOCV) in 3 phases, since August 2008 til} june 2010. The JOCVs conducted a survey that
contributes to the promotion of "Salt Ecomuseum Plan” (See Chapter 1 for further details). We have worked together
with many organizations such as, As-Salt City Development Projects Unit (ASCD) - Greater Salt Municipality, Project
Management Unit for Tourism Sector Development Project (TSDP-PMU), HOSM, Department of Antiquities (DOA) and
Ministry of Tourism and Antiquities (MOTA). The survey was conducted by a joint team consisted of both Jordanian

and Japanese members (See Chapter 0 for further details).

The joint team conducted the survey on 1017 tfraditional buildings by collecting architectural data and cuitural
resources within the city. The Jordanian members grasped quite good knowledge of the survey method which was
adopted by JOCVs.

The survey unveiled cultural resources that had not been recognized. Many among these were considered to have a
strong potential to attract tourists. These cultural resources have been recorded on a database during the survey. This

database can be utilized as a basis for town management, such as future townscape control activities.

It is also recormmended to cantinuously conduct the cultural resources survey, for tangible and intangible resources (see
Chapter 4}, in Salt. This shall contribute to a further tourism development for Salt, such as creating more discovery

trails.



[Section 1)

"Report on the Basic Survey of the Cultural Resources in Sait"



0. The Background and the purpose

Tourism has been called Global Force in the twenty first century instead of the petroleum and recognized as an
attractive sector on a global basis. Jordan is located in the Middle East; however, abundant natural resources can not
be found, so that tourism, especially the archeological remains, is the most impertant field in view of acquisition of

foreign currancy.

In 2004, the Government of Jordan set "National Tourism Strategy {Below, NTS)” supported by United States Agency
for international Development {Below, USAID). It has been promoted to double its incame until 2010. NTS seems to
be one of big projects in Jordan on national scale because Tourism Industry has taken an active part in the process of

planning and implementation with the government.

However, tourism sites in Jordan are limited to archeological or natural heritages such as Petra, Dead Sea and Wadi
Rum so far. It can be said that a big issue for Jordan to become an attractive Tourism-Oriented country is how to

develop various Tourism Resources spreading over Jordan, not only archaeological heritages.

To address the issue, in Salt, where loca!l people still live, Japan internationat Cooperation Agency {(Below, JICA)
has supported the Tourism Development through conservation ¢f Cultural Resources and Community Development.
Responding to a request from Salt Development Corporation (SDC), JICA dispatched Japan Overseas Cooperation
Volunteer (Below, JOCV) to conduct a basic survey for promotion of the "Sait Ecomuseum Plan”, (See Chapter 1.1 for
turther details)

JOCV's Missions are as follows;

{1) To conduct the basic survey on the cultural resources,

(2) To introduce its method, and

(3) To publish the report and the map of the traditional buildings,

for Salt Ecomuseum and local community development in Salt

The Definition of the Words of Buildings

"Heritage Building” means the buildings which SPFA surveyed. "Historical Building” means the building including

"Heritage Building" and remains. "Traditional Building” means all buildings except modern buildings.



1. What JICA Have Done So Far

JICA has assisted Jordan's tourism sector for a long period. A Master Plan Study on Tourism Sector in Jordan was
implemented from 1884 to 1898. It indicated importance to increase duraticn of tourists' stay through upgrading
facilities, Based on the recommendation, Japan has extended an Official Development Assistance (ODA) loan project
named "Tourism Sector Development Project”, which includes seven sub-projects in Amman Downtown, Karak, Sait

and Dead Sea areas.

Salt was selected as one of the project's sites, where an old merchant house cafled "Abu Jaber House" has been

renovated into the Historic Old Salt Museum, and plazas, lookouts and trails have been improved.

in addition to the facility improvement, JICA has also extended techinical assistance for museum operation through
"Tourism Development through Museum Activities Project” and other technical support including dispatch of Japan
Overseas Cooperation Volunteers. Within this context, shart-term JOCVs in the field of Program Officers, Heritage
Conservation and Architecture were dispatched for supporting the "Ecomuseum Concept” since 2008 tilt 2010.

N What JICA have done so far

aeaiinis 1994-96 Study on the Tourism Development Plan in Jordan (Master Plan)

1999- Tourism Sector Development Project (DA ioan project)

| ! l i ! l |

Historie Okd Salt Karak Tonrlsm Dead Sen Punoramic Dead Sen Amman Downtown Raghadan Bus Jordan Museum
Developnent Complex Parkway Tourist Zone |1  Terminal (Natlonal Museun;)
Development

! |

2004~2007 Technical Cooperation Project

“Tourism Development Through Museum Activities {TDMAFP)’
to support operation and management, exhibition
and museum activities of museums

Other technical assistance for supporting Ecomuseum

2008-2010 Short-term JOCV (volunteers} for supporting Ecomuseum
(Program officers, Heritage conservation, and Architecture)

T
T Remwvation of Historie Old Sl

useun T Development of 4 Plazay (4000 T Tourist Trmls Improvemenst (2.3km) T4 Lookouts (1200

Flg.1-1 What JICA have done so far



2. The Salt Ecomuseum Concept and the survey

Salt is different from other touristic sites in Jordan. The other sites are either archaeological sites like Petra or wellness
resort like Dead Sea or Agaba, but Salt attracts tourists by the existing town itself, including heritage buildings in
the town, and other cultural heritage in the fown, For the sites iike Salt, the Ecomuseum concept can be applied for

tourism development and heritage conservation.
2.1 Traditional Museum and Ecomuseum

To explain the Ecomuseum Concept, it can be contrasted with traditional museums. As for traditional museums,
curators collect the treasure and display them in the museum building. Visitors see the treasure in the MUSEUM
BUILDING. {On the left side of Fig. 2-1) On the other hand, Ecomuseum means that visitors go around aut of the
museum building and have a look at the treasure on site. Visitors see the treasure at the ORIGINAL PLACE. (On the

right side of Fig.2-1)

Traditional Museum FEcomuseum

Building

Collection

Specialist
Gurator

Torritory

Visiors
- Uisitors
- Visitors see the treasurc ' _ . Visitors see the treasure
n'the MUSEUM BUILDING - . atthe ORIGINAL PLACE.

Fig.2-1 Traditional Museum and Ecomuseum™

2.2 Basic Elements of Ecomuseum

Ecomuseum has a common basic elements. It has a territory to extend the concept. (Fig.2-2) It has "Core Museum”,
which shall provide information to tourists for making tour in the town itself. The other sites or resources are called as
"Satellite”, which exist in the town. "Discovery Trail" is a trail for tourists to discover the town, visiting Core Museum

and Satellites. Each Discovery Trail has its own story to be discovered.

* Jjuzo Arai "Ecomuseum rinen to ketudow Makino Shuppan 1957



2.3 image of Salt Ecomuseum

When it comes to Salt, we can say Historic Old Salt Museum as Core Museum. (Fig.2-3) As for Discovery Trail, for
instance, Heritage Buildings Trail can include English Hospital, Qagish House, Bakery, among others. Industry Trail
can include Bakery or tobacco shop. Some Satellites can be included in some trails. Making the Satellite and the Trail
depend on what story you choose. It requires comprehension of the Cultural Resources. That is the reason why we

need to survey every Cuitural Resource.

_ _ Heritage Buildings Trall
@ Sutellite - 9 & -
@.@-@' m | | @u-»---....@.._..m"'" ~-.___§nglisl;}h_)‘§pital
Y I : Tndustey Trall -7 s ST
5. .ﬁ ‘-._- » '.. ) ‘l-‘ ... ‘_.-‘ °_. .
Core Myseum e Historit' Old Salt

'@ R o " il M uSenrasy s Hower
Territory .‘.‘. ....... @."' "@ ...... “-‘fg;@ . Territi::ker . " o .-
@ Core Musoum 'Ta«............@. & satel-l’i'u;; ﬁitaﬂ?gh Sehoot
% Satellite PR [P &
...... - PR -
:o.:o: Diseavery Trail & iy &_ lf@'. i
| Eecation Trag
Fig.2-2 Baslc Elements of Ecomuseum™ Flg.2-3 Image of As Salt Ecomuseum™

2.4 Cultural Resources Database and its application

If we do not know what kind of resources exist in Salt, it is difficult to understand what kind of story can be presented to
tourists and what kind of trails can be developed. That is why it is important to know about resources through survey.
At first if we pic up all cultural resources in Salt and Know what does exist in Salt, then we can think about what kind

of story can be presented to tourists. The comprehension of the Cultural Resources is vital to create the trails and the

storles from town elements. (Fig.2-4)

Our survey was completed on Salt unique buildings among Salt Culiural Resources for the database. It is
necessary to continue surveying all of them, inciuding the tangible and the intangible resources, not only huitdings.

Discovery Trait
"Madafa Trail” N

Discovery Trail

P el

Discovery Trail
"Heritage Buildings Trail”

Discovery Trall

“Education Trail’

Cultural Resources Database

Fig.2-4 image of Cultural Resources Database

** BAP| Team - JICA " Special Assistance for Projact Implementation on Tounism Sector Deveivpment Project Finafl Report”, February 2009



2.5 What is Salt Ecomuseum Plan?

Ecomuseum Concept includes 4 pillars, namely, Cultural Resource Management, Tourism Management, Townscape
Management, and Community Management. (Fig.2-5) These 4 pillars are all important and are interrelated each other,
since Cultural Resources make the townscape attractive, appealing to tourists. Without daily lives of local people, the

Cultural Resources will not be inherited. It means all are related.

Salt Ecomuseum Concept, which we are proposing, is a total plan and concept that all related parties can cooperate
and coordinate each other towards a commaon aim with same picture of Salt's future. We hope that all parties
concerned would move towards a common future of Sait. The figure shows an example how they can cooperate.

Salt Ecomuseum

Basic &

Ex) HOSM, DoA etc.. MoTA ASCD SDC, HOSM, DoA etc..

Fig.2-5 image of Salt Ecomuseum Pian



3. The Basic Survey on the Traditional Buildings in Salt

As we explained in Chapter 1.1, Salt has many kinds of resources that can be considered attractive and in a cuitural
manner. Among them, we especially surveyed the traditional buildings.

Qur survey followed the results of " Salt: A Plan for Action (SPFA)". It was surveyed by Royal Scientific Society {(RSS)
in 1989 and published, 20 years ago, in 1950 by Salt Development Corporation (SDC). And the law has protected
£59* heritage buildings which SPFA selected.

However, there are some differences between our survey and SPFA' s survey, So we indicate them as below.

Points of architectural slgnificence
Yallow Limetone or White Stone are used for [ts construction
Criteria - s
Buiit from 1750 to 1950 Built befare the 80's
Survey Conducted only on buildings in use Survey conducted on buildings in use and not in use
Area Qid Salt Area Qld Salt Area and [ts Surrcunding Area
Evaluation Classified into % grades o not put a grade or rank
Observation of the exterior 659* 1017+
Methog Interview
Sketching 19) 1017+
Photagraphing
Report
Flnal Product
(SPFA Val13) Report / Databass / Map
Total Survey Mo, 859* L[ e

Flg.3-1 A Difference of "Salt: A Plan for Actlon (SPFA}" and Qur Survey

The classification of the areas is based on the SPFA.

—
Our Survey Over 1 Year

| —

{ —

| Khanann

i \ el The 1st Phase: August to September, 2008
! (For 52 days)

Implementation Area
\\\

M The 2" Phase: April to July, 2009
(For 104 days)
3 01d Salt Area

==, l'The 3rd Phase: De¢ember 2009 to June 2010
}f \\H____ww) / gy (For |56 days)

Flg.3-2 Target Areas and Phases of the Survey

* We found that there are two puplicate No. on the SPFA map. (See p.32 'Chaper 3.3.8")
** Tentalive



3.1 Comparison of "SPFA" and "Our Survey"

a. Evaluation

The traditional buildings recagnized by SPFA were classified into § grades according to the condition, the architectural
guality and historical background. It was especially concentrated on 19 buildings from the survey. These buildings
had high standards as a cuftural resource as well.

On the other hand the survey conducted by us, do not put a grade or rank on these traditional buildings. It rather
introduces the feature of the buildings, by recognizing its point of architectural significance. For example "Yellow

Limestone' "White Stone". This is a better way to share the common value of the building.

b. The Target Areas and Phases of the Survey

Here is The Targeted Areas and Phases of the Survey. (Fig.3-2) Finally it tack over 1 year to complete them. The first
phase for our survey is the area surrounded by biue. The 2nd Phase is Old Salt Area, the area surrounded in Red. It

shows on SPFA, oo,
The survey for this time covers a larger area than the previous phase, which is the old salt area. This area surrounded

by green is our survey area for this time.

c. Criteria
M Points of Architectural Significance

We explain about the Points of Architectural Significance here. We extracted architectural elements of the buildings
which shows Points of Architectural Significance. In our survey we have extracted, any building which has at least one
Points of Architectural Significance. This differs from SPFA's survey which is chosen when they include more Points
of Architectural Significance. We picked up the evidences to prove the architectural buildings, such as the pictures of

*Points of Architectural Significance”. (See p.22)

M Yellow Limetone or White Stone are Used for its Construction

Both surveys have the same criteria that Yellow Limestone or White Stone are used for its construction.

Pre1866 White Stone * Rubble’{ | Yellow Limestone (Shaped, Rubble)
1866
1890 Red Brick

[T T
Limited Use”’

1927 Earthquake

1935

White Stone (Shaped)

SPEA Criteria

1950

Our Survey Criteria

Fig.3-3 Feature of Exterlor of Buiidings



B Year of Construction
SPFA's survey is conducted only for the buildings up from 1750 to 1850's. But our survey is conducted on the building
around to the 1980's. So, we did not choose the survey targst by the construction age. We continued the survey as

long as we could confirm the Yellow Limestone and White Stone.

B The Remains of the Traditional Buildings
Officially archaeological sites are defined in Jordan. The remains are not considered as archaeological sites. And
SPFA did not conduct a survey for the remains traditianal buildings, but we did.
The remains of the traditional buildings show a quite good feature of the ariginal structure of the buildings. Indeed itis

a part of Salt's townscape.
Therefore sometimes it is interesting for tourists and sometimes they can be restored.
You can see the Old Architectural structures and elements in the left picture. Since these special features are seen,

this Is why we also conducted the survey on the remains of buildings.

Fig.3-4 Old architectural structures and slements Fig.3-5 Old architectural structures and elements
such as arches that can be recognized which the orlginal form can not be recognized easliy
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d. Method

In SPFA, the heritage buiidings were evaluated by observation of the exterior by analyzing old pictures. They
especially concentrated on 19 highly graded heritage buildings* among 659 buildings.

However, in our survey, we conducted the survey on 1017 historical buildings, including the 859 buildings from SPFA.

\We draw sketch and taok photos of Points of Architectural Significance for these buildings. Also, we interviewed local

people. (See Chapter 3.2 for further details.)

Fig.3-6 Interviewing local peopie and drawing sketch

e. Final Products

SPFA vol.1 to vol.3 were published in 1890. We have created this map which indicates the traditional buildings. (See
Fig.3-41, 3-42)

We made Database of each building. All is converted to a soft data, so if someone wants to look for "Vacant", we can

find "Vacant" and show only "Vacant Data".

o, 111 seFaie, 111 Frob §
ascohe, 2050
Comeon Nars *
sPrAAen  Low-Jaddn
Asgnare  Lower Jada's
sy Hame  Sulainan Al Sukkar
Ala b

ear ol Comirecpan  |inenpfirnipd

Yoar of ExGlishrmard

Crigina) Buldng Tép0  ynuipjionp Praand Belding Typa  [lesitienes

(Calagory) ) Comgum e

Onginal Bukng Type  Resicince Fresur Bulkfng Typa  [sidenen
Hias d Lesidenos

Hislory ol Ranavaton

Changs of Usss
10? raomgy Resldence - Vacanl
20 ronmal; Resttlenve - Residenee

Shapear Famlurms . Shapo of Poulormh |74y
ol Roof {Qriginal of Reel (Plosant
Maierats Yellow Limestone Exanct of Budings Yelluw LimestoneShaped)

Numbar el Floars Numbor o Flgors 2
(Diginan 2 ey Uniranitonad Addnan N imagriry 1

The Invéatigalion Shuation ] Palnta af Ar ) T a I Memo

celio  heam Cetlings
Stngcuyss
oparings Segmental Arches; 'olnier Arl‘_hﬁs
Hakunls l-heam. Baleony
Ties '

The Cthes

Flg.3-7 Database (by FileMaker)

* We are nol sure hul SPFA team elsa might inlsrview local pacple and conduct the survey of 853 buildings, take phatos far Pointa of Architactural Significance.



3.2 The Contents on Survey Sheet

We recorded the information on the survey sheet. Annex 1.Database shows the contents of our Survey Sheet in detail.
Each survey sheet is based on these contents.

In common of the sheet, "Unconfirmed" on the sheet means that we are not sure about the information we have, "-" on
the sheet means that we don't or cannot ask ahout the information.

For example, when we are sure that someone lives at the historical building but the name is not sure, we put
"Unconfirmed” on the “User's name". When there is no roof with ruins, we put "-" on "Shape or Feature of Roof". When
there is no name of street with the map, we put =" on "Street Name".

B No.:

"No." is the number of the 1017 Historical Buildings we surveyed. Basically this No. follows SPFA No..

[Commen Rule) ;

a. In case that the building has two owners, but they are same family. Because the most of the cases has a possibility that their father
awned It and they inherited by each part.

b. In case that the condition of “Integrity” is different by each part.

These figures show traditional buildings.
' 1 Blue color shows a part of SPFA No,
Red color shows a part of excluded SPFA No.

[Rule of SPFA No.] ' [Rule of New Discovery No.]

Case 1; Gne owner has both buitdings. But the family of users is
different by each bullding or these buildings are independent
even though they share the same partition.

Case 1: The SPFA surveyed only a part of the historicai buildings.

In this case, a part of SPFA No. Is 1" and a part of excluded
SPFA No. is "-2" 1o specify the part which SPFA surveyed.

7

In this case, these buildings has “-1" and "-2" ta specify the

differences.
Case 2: The condition of “Integrity” is different by each part which Case 2: The condition of "Integrity” is different by each part
SPFA surveyed. even though one cwner has both.

_ .
Remmaing. ™,

7 BBB2
. ~ o

A

In this case, a building part of SPFA No. is 1" and remains of SPFA In this case, a building part of New Discovery No. is *-1” and
No. is "-2" 1o specify the "Integrity” . remains New Discovery No. is 2" to specify the “Integrity” .
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Case 3: Both buildings have same SPFA Na.. But originally these
were different buildings or different owners had each building.

In this case, these bulldings has “-1" and "-2" to specify the original
differences.

M SPFA No.:
"SPFA No." is the number of the 659 heritage buildings in "Salt: A Plan for Action (SPFA)", and "-" after 660~

W ASCD No.:
"ASCD No." is the land number which the As-Salt Greater Municipality has used as "As-Salt City Development {ASCD)

Numbers” since 1968. The government gave whole areas in Jordan that numbers made by the British consultant in

1961-1964, 1964-1966 (Two phases).

Example 1: 316-1

SPFA No. 316
No. 316-1
c " ASCD No. 104H1 14]
ommon Name AreaNo. 212.0729

D *04" means ASCD Area Number.
(See Annex 1.SPFA Area Name and ASCD

Area Name Fig. 1-2}

D “f14" means Land No. that like small number.

B Common Name:
"Common Name" is the name of the buildings which has a gold plate. The municipality put the 50 goid plates on all of

Grade 1 heritage buildings and some of Grade 2 by SPFA.

= \We found that there are two dupliceta No. on the SPFA map. (See p.32 ‘Chaper 3.3.8



@ SPFA Area:

"SPFA Area" is the name of area which SPFA described on the map in 1980 but it is partly different than "ASCD Area".

(See Annex 1.SPFA Area Name and ASCD Area Name Fig.1-1)

B ASCD Area:

"ASCD Area" is the name of area which ASCD described on the map in 2003 but it is partly diffsrent than "SPFA Area".

{See Annex 1.5PFA Area Name and ASCD Area Name Fig.1-2)

B Street Name:

"Street Name" [s the street name under the municipality.

However, only big streets have names. So we put the (
nearest here or "-" when it is far from a named street.

M Year of Construction:

“Year of Construction” indicates when first floor of the
present buildings was constructed,

M Year of Establishment:

"Year of Establishment" indicates when that organization
was established in case that it is the public facility or

religious facility.

B Original Building Type; Category/ Use:
Present Building Type; Category/ Use:

"Building Type" indicates the original and present
type of building. Other changes are recorded in
"Change of Uses".

Category

Use

Residence

Madafa

Residence

Residence + Vacant
Residence + Storage
Storage (for Residence)

Madafa
Madafa + Residence

Church
Mosqua

Comimercial

Shophouse (= Residence + Shop)
Shop

Shop + Storage

Storage {far Shop)

Industry

Office

Office + Residence

Remains

Remains

Fig.3-8 List of Category

B Change of Uses:

"Change of Uses" indicates not only the original use of building but also the changes till the present.

1F (The present no. of rooms): Original use - Changes of uses in case - Present use

Example 1:
1F (3 rooms); Residence-Shop-Vacant

Currently there are 3 rooms on 1F, including additional rooms. After 1F was built as a residence, people used it as a

shop. But nowadays nobody uses it.
Example 2:
1F (2 rooms); Residence-Destroyed-Residence

Currently there are 2 rooms on 1F, including additional rooms. 1F was built as a residence. But it was destroyed

intentionally or naturally. And then a new one was built there.

13
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2F (The present no. of rooms): "None” in case of latter addition - Changes of uses in case - Present use

Exampie 1:
2F (3 rooms): None-Residence-Office

Currently there are 3 rooms on 2F. And 2F was added as a residence after the 1F was built. Nowadays people used it

as an office.

B Number of Floors; Heritage / Present: No. / No.

Number of Floors indicate the number of heritage fioor of the building and the present additional floor by concretes.

M Untraditional Addition: Yes or No

tntraditional Addition indicate whether the traditional building has new unhistarical parts, or not. Untraditional means

that there is no traditional material and no Points of Architectural Significance.

Example 1: Upper Addition (Floor)

Example 2: Upper Addition (Small Room)
Example 3: Side Addition

Example 4: Courtyard Addifion (Roof and Wall)

[Example 5: Courtyard Addition (Roof}}

...Untraditicnal Addition: Yes

...Untraditional Addition: No

120720071 Untraditional Addition
OREEEE  (ginal

Example 1: Exampie ;

2r | 2F -

Unper Addition (Floor)  Upper Additian (Small Recom)

Example 3:

Side Addition

Example 5:

-l

Courtyard Addition (Raof)

Exampie 4:

- [

Courtyard Addition (Roof and Wall}

Fig.3-9 Case of Untraditional Addition



Untraditional Addition : CASE 1
Addition of 2F Floor on 1F : No,439-1
(At Towr)

“Example 1:

" Upper Addition (Flog) .

. Residence .
El BE

Residence Shop

Residence

1. Origingl Part ; 1F (2 Shops + 1 Residence) 2. First Addition : 2F on Right Side of the 1F
[Before 1950] [After 1950]
Residence Residence
EE BEER
EE BNE

-]
Residence Shop

3. Second Addition : 2F on Left Side of the 1F
[After 1950]
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Untraditional Addition : CASE 2
. Additional Room on the Rooftop :

'No.634-2 (Municipality) '
E_xar}aple 2 -  . .:
2F.

1F

L'l

1. Orginal Part ; Residence (1930)

i Qriginal Part : 1F
' Yellow Limestone)

2. Addition : 1 Room on the Rooftop



Untradltlonal Addltlon CASE 3

:Addltlonal Bulldlng by the Side of
“the Historical Bwldmg No 177

(At Towr)

. Example 3:

1F- R Original

Side Addition

2, First Addition : 1F by the Side of Historical
Building (1975-1980)

1. Orginal Part : Beit Fallahi (Peasant House)
(1940)

3. Second Addition : 2F on the First Addition
(After 1980)

17
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Untraditional Addition : CASE4
~ Additional Building in‘the Courtyard:
'N0.204 (Wadi Akrad)

Courtyard of No.204-1
Room

Beit Fallahi

Courtyard of No.204-1 (Peasant House)

Side View
1; Orginal Part ;: No.204-1 : Beit Faliahi E
{FPeasant House) !
[Before 1910, Room : 1940-1950] ;
b 1]
t H
] ¥
1 1
. Room
Aerial View ! Beit Fallan

Ber o e kA W W M M o W o o

/I_..

No.204-2

| 1
2} Addition : No.204-2 in the Courtyard of!

Beit Faltahi

No. 204-1 (1965-1970) '
: :
[ 1
l 1
1 ]
: t
'

: Reom

]

. Beit Failahi

1 No.204-2

: Courtyarg ]  (Peasant House)
: of No.204-1

]
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M History of Renovation:

"History of Renovation” is the detailed information of its renovation and changes through the interview.

Example 1:
Covered the wall with cements on 1F in 1870,

Added 2F in 1880.
Fut the ceiling on the courtyard to make a room in 1990,

Bl User's Name:

"User's Name" is the name of the present user on each floor. We record it exactly as much as possible.

Example 1:

1F: AAAA Family

2F: Ahmad AAAA

3F: None (in case of vacant)

4F: Unconfirmed {unconfirmed name, not vacant)

B Year of Initial Stay:

"Year of Initial Stay" indicates when the user started to live at this place, or when it was started to be left vacant,

B Owner's Name:
"Owner's Name" is the name of the present owner, We write it as well as "User's Name". If possible, we write the

previols owner's name.

Bl Year of Ownership:

"Year of Ownership” indicates when the owner started to have this building.



Generally we show the basic definition of the structures as below before we explain the features of the heritage
structures.
In view of the Salt Heritage Buildings, the constructions are classified into two general groups as below:

A. Arch (Qantara'ah)
B. Vault

A, Arch (Qantara'ah): a structure in arc
There are 2 ways of adoption for Arch as below!
1. Planar element that supports walls and ceilings
2. Planar element that spans an opening while supports a load (weight) from upper par.
Example 1. A doorway in a stone wall
Building or Ceilings are not made by only Arch (Qantara'ah).
Arch (Qantara‘ah) s a building frame as a human being's bones.

L

Fig.3-10 Arch (Qantara’ah) 1 Fig.3-11 Arch (Qa“ntara'ah) 2

B. Vault: A Vault indicates the structure for an arched form used in ceiling or roof. Vault itself can be a building

frame and ceilings as a human being's body.

Please refer to the examples of Vault
(From left to right: Dome, Barrel Vault, Cross Vault {Groin Vault))

Fig.3-12 Exemples of Vault



To be summarized, each building construction is defined as below:

Two Dimension Structure (Planar Structure): Arch (Qantara'ah) configuration

Three Dimension Structure (Sclid Structure): Vault > Dome, Barrel Vault, Cross Vault (Groin Vauit)

Now we show you the figures which explains
1."Materials"
2."Shapes or Features of Roof"
3."Ceilings"
4,"Structure”

And we took three unigue examples in Sait city,
[A] The Heritage Building which has "Qantara'ah"
[E] The Herftage Building which has "Barrs! Vault"
and "Cross Vault"
[C] The Heritage Building which has "-beam"

(D Materials
Yellow Limestone, White Stone, Limastane, Wood, Mud..,

(2} Shape or Features of Roof
i Dome, Flat, Hip...

@ Structure

T Qantara’ ah, Barrgl Vault, Cross Vault ..

{3 Ceilings
Wood ceiling, -beam Ceiling, Barre! Vault Ceiling, Crass Vault Calling..,

{Al s Materials

Yeliow Limestone, White Stone

«%; Shape or Features al Roof

¢ Flat

W Steucture
T Qantara ah
F:Celfings
Wood Cailing

[B] i1 Materials

Yellow ¢ imestane, Whize Stone

31 Shape or Featuies of Roof

l Flat

-4 Srructure
Barrel Vault

% Ceilings
Barrel Vault Ceiling

[C]

1 Materials
Yellow Limestone, White Stane

<y Shape or Features of Aoof

l [lat
=7

s

3 Leilings
l=heant Ceiling

4 Strugture

Fig.3-13 Three Unigue Examples in Salt City
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B Materiais:
Yellow Limestone, White Stone, Wood and Mud

ellowlstone o White Stone o ' Wood and Mud
H Exterior of Buildings
Yellow Limestone (Shaped, Rubble), White Stone (Shaped, Rubble)

Yellow Limestone (Rubble) White Stone {Shaped)* White Stone (Rubble)

B Shapes or Features of Roof; Original/ Present:

Yellow Limestone (Shaped)

"Shapes or Features of Roof" indicates the outer shapes of the roof in the past and in the present.
> Flat, Vault, Hip, Gable.

Flat

Hip Gable

B Points of Architectural Significance:

"Points of Architectural Significance” indicates the detailed points to prove histarical.

* There seems te 5 of White Slone {Shapad) Building which ere coanisd as significant bulltings rather han old in SEFA, such ay higtoric Institutional or Religious.



® Ceilings:
“Ceilings” indicates what supports the ceilings. )
> Barrel Vault Ceiling, Cross Vault Ceiling, -beam Ceiling, Wood Ceiling.

e

Wood Ceiling I

Barrel Vault Celling Cross Vault Celling

M Structures: '

"Structures” indicates what frame supports the walls. > Barrel Vault, Cross Vault, Qantara'ah.

7

Qantara’ah

Z23
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@ Openings:
"Openings" indicates the shape of the window and the door.
{1} Lintel

Basic Arch

{2) Areh

Semicircular Arch

Pointed Arch




Horseshoe Arch

Segmental Arch

L\

Flat Arch

25
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B Balconies:

“Balconies" indicated the feature of the balcony.

M Tiles:

"Tiles” indicated that the tiles have old designs even though they are not historical. It is because we don't know about
the criteria of historical files exactly. At least we record the size as much as possible. Probably its size is 20 x 20 {cm)
and 30 x 30 (cm).

20x20cm

30x30cm

25%25cm
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B The Others:

Stud Horse

Original Stairs Kawara

Rewag

M Memo:

We record the extra information here such as a reason of the branch No. "-1, -2", of this building, the story concerned

with this building or this area, what historical tools the user has and so on.

N Integrity:

"Integrity" indicates the condition of its integrity. (See p.35 'Chapter3.3 a (3)"

M Photo Date:
"Photo Date" is the date of the photo.

B Photo No.:
"Photo No." is the number of the photo.
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B Survey Date:

"Survey Date” is the date of the survey.

B Surveyors:

“Surveyor” is the person who did the survey.

M Interviewees:

"Interviewee" is the person whom the surveyor interviews.

3.5 The Definition of the Peculiar Elements

We defined peculiar words as much as we can.

) Arablc Arabic ) Arabic Arabic
English (Singular (Plural) English {Singular) {PYural)
Original I Ballat
Stone : phefer Dhefer <1 Ballat aila
Corbels | Tite
Original Daraj Daraj - Matwa Matwa
Stairs
é Stud Marbat Marbat - Matban : Mathan
i :  Horse Farass Farass
- Taga Taga - Kawara Kawaier

Fig.3-14 Definition of Peculiar Elements




3.6 Further Survey

We introduce the examples of further survey in view of Architecture field.

Exemple 1

. An Anlysm on the Methods of Hlstorlcal Addltlons :
No. 245 (Great Mosque)

4, Useful. Information

Changes of Uses (Original - Present) o
1F : Horse House - Residence: (Renovated)
2F : None - Residence 2100 Years Ago)

3F : None - Residence (80 Years Ago) Vacant

.Ce!hn S . . ~

AF [ l-beam Cenllngs :

‘ 2F Cross Vault Ceilings / BarrelVault Cellmg
_3F :l-beam Ceilings

"‘Materials of the Walls L -
< 1F 1 Yellow LzmestonelRubee Stone ST

2F : Yellow Limestone ~ . . R

" 3F Yellow Limestone . o .

Changes of the Structures in Hlstoncal Qrder -
Cave - Qantara’ ah - Cross Vault-/ Barrel Vault -
gtructuie with I- beam Structure wnh Remforced
‘Concrete -

2. Useful Photos

1. Original Part : 1F on the ground 2. First Addition : 2F on the 1F [1910]
[Before 19003

L — [E———

— P -3 :

Lk

3. Staconci Addition : 3F on 2F [1930] / 4. Third Addition : Extension of Balconies
First Renovation : 1F [1830] 2F and 3F [After 19407]
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Exemple 1-2:
Sketches on the Methods of Historicat Additions of Historical Construction : Detail of Wall
No. 1002 (Safih)

]

Facade of Building Edge of Building ‘ m

For completeing the surface of the wall, : Present Aerial View

it is better to put Yellow Limestone U

on it as below ; .

This is for the reinforcement of
the edges with Shaped Stones.

Edge View



Exemple 2-2:

Sketches on the Methods of Historical Additions of Historical Construction : Details of Roof

No. 993 (Safih)

Anchor Point for the Roof

a*:

oy

:
SNl
ga@@f—?ﬁ

j
2

00
205

.

G,
{

')77 . A RS QA ! 4
W

Cross - section Drawing

:‘;‘-éocm

] |

Reinforcea Concrete
for Distribution of Load

Bar Arrangement Drawing for Roof
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