
CHAT GPT  -  Feed.Gaza Domain NFT Report And Valuation

CHAT GPT  Prompt

Meticulously and in detail, evaluate the Feed.Gaza Domain NFT. Determine the domain's 
best use and its highest retail possible value. Without using a summary table, utilize an 
industry standard appraisal method, making sure to update all possible comparables to 
today's increased value, factoring in time, inflation, supply and demand, overall scarcity of 
domain names, continued future growth of the internet and an exponentially increasing 
global demand for quality domain names. In paragraph format, evaluate the valuation of 
the Feed.Gaza Domain NFT carefully.. Using publicly available sources, provide multiple 
very detailed comparable sales as well as a thorough evaluation of the top level domain, 
possible acronyms, possible homonyms, possible dual meanings, line of commerce 
evaluation, number of competitors, internet business viability, ease of communication 
(also known as the almighty radio test), and any other categories that may typically be 
used in a professional domain name evaluation. Convert all past sales into today's current 
dollars, taking inflation, future domain scarcity, supply and demand, increasing population,
increased online access and future internet expansion into account.

CHAT GPT  -  Report And Valuation For  Feed.Gaza

ChatGPT said:

Valuation (single-paragraph, industry-style, fully sourced): Feed.Gaza is a highly 
descriptive, emotive, and immediately usable name whose best and most credible 
commercial uses are (1) a fundraising/donation hub for food relief inside Gaza (campaign 
landing page, donor registry, verified charity auction), (2) a logistics/operations portal that 
coordinates food distribution and volunteer sign-ups, and (3) a news/updates “feed” or 
media hub focused on food security and relief in Gaza — each use gives the name real 
utility but also ties its buyer pool to humanitarian organizations, activist groups, and 
politically engaged donors rather than the broad consumer/enterprise market that drives 
the largest domain sales. From a straight appraisal-method perspective I triangulate value 
using three standard approaches: comparable sales (market anchor), income/utility (what 
a charity or campaign could reasonably earn or save by owning this exact-match name), 
and scarcity/brandability adjustments (TLD quality, radio test, homonyms). For 
comparables I anchor the theoretical ceiling to very large one-word/category sales — 
Voice.com ($30M reported 2019) and NFTs.com ($15M reported 2022) — which show how
short, generic, category-defining names can command multi-million dollar prices in private 
deals; adjusted for U.S. CPI to 2025 purchasing power Voice.com’s reported $30M (2019) 
sits roughly in the low-$30M to high-$30M range in today’s dollars and NFTs.com’s $15M 
(2022) is roughly mid-teens of millions in 2025 purchasing power, and these illustrate the 
absolute ceiling when a name is global, generic and usable across every 
platform. domainnamewire.com+1 For Web3/collector comparables that more closely 
match an NFT-style ownership model I use high ENS sales: paradigm.eth (420 ETH sale, 
~$1.4–1.6M at time of sale) plus other large ENS transfers (e.g., 000.eth ~300 ETH / 
~$315k) to show the Web3 collector ceiling and the fact that strong symbolic names can 
reach six-to-low-seven figures when they acquire community utility. startwithnfts.com  The 
Block For historical business-category precedents 



I note category-specific sales such as Insure.com (widely reported as a multi-million sale 
in 2009) that anchor how direct commercial vertical names (insurance, news, food) 
translate into real business value when buyers capture direct revenue streams; after CPI 
adjustment, those older multi-million .coms remain multi-million in today’s 
dollars. TechCrunch

Translating those extremes to Feed.Gaza requires careful discounting. First, the TLD: 
.GAZA is not the established global gTLD market (.com/.org) — in practice it appears as a 
small NFT/collection-based namespace and projectized listings on marketplaces (OpenSea 
shows .GAZA themed collections and related NFTs), which creates artificial scarcity but 
also reduces buyer confidence compared with a canonical .com or an official country 
ccTLD such as .ps (the Palestinian ccTLD is .ps and is managed by PNINA). The net effect:
scarcity helps price for a narrowly interested bidder, but the non-standard TLD materially 
lowers the number of credible, deep-pocket buyers relative to a 
.com. OpenSea  ccnso.icann.org Second, market demand and line-of-commerce: multiple 
active campaigns and NGOs (WeFeedGaza, FAJR/Feed Gaza initiatives and other Feed 
Gaza fundraising efforts) already use the exact phrase “Feed Gaza” in URLs, social tags, 
and campaigns, which demonstrates real, recurring demand for feeding/aid branding — 
that’s a positive sign for immediate utility and monetization potential, especially for donor 
conversion and social amplification. wefeedgaza.org  fajr.org Third, the radio test and 
branding: “Feed.Gaza” scores very well — it’s short, descriptive, easy to say, and directly 
communicates purpose (feed = provide food; Gaza = location/cause) — this raises 
marketing value because it converts quickly in spoken requests, social media hashtags, 
and press mentions.

However, three important value-reducing practicalities apply: (A) political/polarizing risk 
(platform moderation, payment processor friction, jurisdictional restrictions) shrinks the set
of rational enterprise buyers, (B) well-established Web2 alternatives (.org/.com/.ps and 
existing charities) are already operational and cheaper to acquire, capping what an NGO 
will rationally pay for a novel NFT domain, and (C) marketplace depth for .GAZA NFT 
names is currently shallow so achieving a high retail exit requires very active, targeted 
outreach (celebrity auction, NGO bidding, or bundling with verifiable charitable pledges). 
Because of these factors I value Feed.Gaza with three tiers: (1) theoretical, headline 
ceiling (what a perfectly staged, high-profile auction might bring if a celebrity/large NGO 
made it the centerpiece of a campaign) — this is plausible but low-probability, and given 
the niche TLD and political angle I set that ceiling at roughly $100k–$300k (a high-visibility
charity/celebrity purchase could push into the mid-six-figures but reaching the millions 
seen in broad generic .com sales is not realistic for a geo-political, cause-specific NFT 
name); (2) realistic retail (what you should expect in a well-executed brokered sale after 
targeted outreach to NGOs, diaspora orgs, and aligned collectors) — $10k–$60k; and 
(3) routine marketplace listing (an ordinary marketplace listing to the general NFT/domain 
buyer pool) — $1k–$8k. These bands reflect (a) the small but active group of 
humanitarian NGOs and diaspora funders who place a premium on exact-match, 
campaign-ready names, (b) the presence of many competing “Feed Gaza” campaigns 
(which demonstrates demand but also substitutes into the market), and (c) the fact that 
historical giant domain sales were anchored to global, neutral, highly commercial one-
word .coms (Voice.com, NFTs.com, Insure.com, etc.) and therefore cannot reasonably be 
used as direct comparables without large discounts for TLD and buyer 
availability. domainnamewire.com+1  TechCrunch



Other technical points that influenced my number: “feed” has useful dual meanings (verb 
= to supply food; noun = a news/social feed), so Feed.Gaza works for both 
logistics/fundraising and media — that improves brand utility versus a narrowly literal 
name. There are no problematic homonyms or acronym conflicts that materially hurt 
clarity; “FEED” can be framed as an acronym for programs (e.g., Food Emergency & 
Emergency Distribution) but that’s optional. The income approach is highly buyer-specific: 
a major NGO that uses the domain exclusively for a flagship global fundraising drive could 
justify a six-figure purchase if it produces demonstrable donor uplift and media pickups — 
but most NGOs will prefer .org/.com counterparts and therefore will likely not pay the top 
price without additional incentives (verified donor escrow, celebrity guarantee, or bundled 
media rights). Supply/demand and future scarcity: the general scarcity of memorable 
domain names is increasing with internet growth and Web3 identity interest, so the long-
term structural trend is upward — however, the specific .GAZA namespace’s future value 
depends on whether it becomes widely adopted by major players (unlikely without official 
registry backing) or remains a niche NFT registry (likely). For conversions and inflation: I 
used public reported sales for the big anchors (Voice.com $30M reported 2019; NFTs.com 
$15M reported 2022; Insure.com reported in press coverage) and adjusted their buying-
power to 2025 using CPI conversion sources to show why the theoretical ceiling lives in 
the multi-millions while practical comparables for political/cause names sit orders of 
magnitude lower. domainnamewire.com+1  TechCrunch  Bureau of Labor Statistics

In short: Feed.Gaza’s strongest, most defensible use is as a purpose-built, campaign-grade
humanitarian fundraising and logistics portal (feeding operatives, donation landing pages, 
verified auctions). If you are aiming to capture the highest retail possible value under an 
optimized sale strategy (targeted NGO/celebrity auction, verifiable charitable commitment,
and a packaged Web2 “twin” to reduce buyer risk) the top realistic purchase I would list as
achievable — not probable, but achievable under ideal circumstances — is roughly 
$100,000 to $300,000 (USD)


