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Summary
The European Union should be the co-founder of an Alliance inspired by precedents such
as the European Coal and Steel Community (ECSC) 1951 and the Helsinki process, in
cooperation with countries which border the Mediterranean Sea, the Black Sea and the
Caspian Sea. This Alliance would be a “second Olympic ring”.
The Three-Sea Alliance is a mechanism that, except for the neighbourhood policy which
it would act as a substitute for, does not “replace” the processes engineered in terms of
enlargement and free trade area. However, the Alliance would be set up as from 2010,
date of entry into force of the Euro-Mediterranean free trade area that would be part and
parcel of it.
As from 2010, the Alliance will act as a “fast track” enabling the introduction of tools for
a new dynamic focused on four baskets:
− first basket: cooperation, peace and development policies in the fields of energy
and water;
− second basket: setting-up of an Integrated Economic Region (IER);
− third basket: human rights, including water as a human right;
− fourth basket: youth.
The main proposals would also be relevant with in the framework of a possible
“Mediterranean Union”, as suggested by President Sarkozy.
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The seeds for today’s and tomorrow’s armed conflicts lie in the field of natural resources,
primarily energy and water. Klare analyzes the most likely cause of war in the century
just begun: demand by rapidly growing populations for scarce resources. He analyzes
likely conflicts, for example between Syria, Jordan and Israel, for the limited water
delivered by the Jordan River (1). The political divisions of the Cold War, Klare asserts,
have given way to a global scramble for oil, natural gas, minerals, and water.
Regarding water, it should be noted that over the past 50 years, 37 violent conflicts have
been recorded throughout the world about water issues, 30 of which concerned Israel and
one of its neighbours (2). The war for resources is a risk at our doors. It relates to access
to energy and water. Conflicts (such as water wars between Israel and Palestine) which
appear at first to be civilizational are also a dispute over resources (3). Turkey’s policy on
dams is also a form of control on water resources in the whole region.
The Hague Ministerial Declaration, signed in March 2000, already identified the key
challenges to achieving water security. These challenges provided the context for the
World Water Assessment Programme (WWAP).
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A new Peace and Democracy agenda: how can the EU innovate?
At EU level, we are used to dealing with a long list of thorny issues which the EU tackles
individually. In fact, several of these can be grouped under three sets of issues that cover
respectively: (i) our neighbourhood relations and the enlargement, the EU’s absorption
capacity, (ii) strategic resources – water, energy, raw materials – as well as security and
environmental issues, (iii) our relations with the Middle East. For each set of issues, it is
clear that if nothing changes, we are heading for disaster.
The best way to tackle the peace and democracy agenda of the 21st century is by launching
a “Second Olympic Ring”, a new answer to many unresolved questions relating to our
relations with our neighbourhood from Russia and Iran to Israel and Palestine as well as a
way of addressing the “democracy challenge” linked to the Resource Wars to come. We
should draw inspiration from the founding fathers of the ECSC and take up a similar
approach with the countries that border the Three Seas, in other words tackle energy and
water issues as potential sources of conflict.
This is why it has been suggested by the authors of Plan B (4) to set up a Three-Sea Alliance
by 2010 at a time when the EU enlargement is going too fast and too slowly to meet new
challenges and when the neighbourhood policy is not up to the task. As far as Turkey is
concerned, the Alliance – the Second Olympic Ring – offers it to play a pivotal role in the
new context which would be established by 2010, which is no substitute for the enlargement
process of the Union. The Alliance would indeed have its headquarters in Istanbul.
Why a new approach?
The advantage of the Alliance as a new “method” inspired by precedents such as the
ECSC and the Helsinki process can only be measured if it is admitted that the flaws of
current policies can be discussed:
1. The enlargement process is both too fast in relation to the psychology of peoples
(4) and too slow as regards urgent peace issues.
2. Both the neighbourhood policy and the external trade policy with the
Mediterranean Basin are conducted like the policies of an empire that lays down
the law upon its vassals. They are based on a bilateral negotiation method, not a
multilateral one.
3. Relations with Russia are a key issue. Russia has grown more hostile towards the EU
and is worried by the prospect of Turkey joining the Union (5). From a “sustainable
security perspective”, further enlargements of the “European Empire” are not the
main issue. The “next big thing” is an Alliance like the Three-Sea Alliance, driven by
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the European and Russian “Empires” on an equal footing (and involving other
“Empires” including the Shiite, Chinese, Japanese and US Empires in an appropriate
manner), having Istanbul as centre of gravity, leading to a new approach to peace in
the whole region – including the Middle East – with a strong involvement of the
business sector providing that it would offer an “ambitious response to sustainability”
from a clean technologies and eco- innovation investment and technologies
standpoint.
4. To get out of the crisis in the Near East, a new “catharsis” is required – this is the
purpose of the four baskets of the Alliance.
Strengthening the Union
This alliance would also act as a lever for strengthening the European Union, since it would
connect the Union as such (and not its Member States) with its neighbours. This is particularly
important to reassure new EU Member States as regards their relationship with Russia.
The European Union sitting on behalf of the EU Member States would establish special
consultation mechanisms with all Member States (since the fields covered would lead to
joint policies about the single market, energy or external trade, for example) and enhanced
cooperation (with a minimum of 8 States) with the EU Member States that border the Three
Seas: Spain, France, Italy, Greece, Slovenia, Cyprus, Malta and those countries which are
expected to become EU members, namely Bulgaria, Romania, Turkey and Croatia.
A Fast Track
The Alliance would be established as from 2010 and have a 2020 objective. The ThreeSea Alliance is a mechanism which does not “replace” the process engineered in terms of
the “EU enlargement negotiation”, except for the neighbourhood policy which it would
act as a substitute for. It rather acts as a “fast track” enabling a quick introduction of tools
for a “new dynamic” focused on four baskets.
The negotiation process linked to the enlargement is not covered by the proposal and would
continue as planned. The Alliance is not designed as a “special partnership” substituting for
Turkey’s accession according to set rules, to be respected by all parties. The Alliance can
be compared to an “accelerator” and a “safety net”, which would equip the region of the
three seas and the European Union with the necessary means to meet the new issues arising
in terms of security – an evolving concept. The Alliance intends to generate “success
stories” that would contribute to building bridges between all public opinion groups.
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A High Commissioner for Water and a budget
The Alliance would have its headquarters in Istanbul, with a High Commission
(composed of three men and three women), a Senate and a Council of Ministers. One of
the High Commissioners should be dealing with Water issues only. Water security for all
is an achievable goal but it requires mobilizing everyone’s efforts.
The budget for the EU neighbourhood policy would be transferred to the Alliance
programme and the remaining funds (€1.6 billion) (6) of the ECSC would be transferred
to the Water & Energy Alliance. Programmes such as Horizon 2020 for de-polluting the
Mediterranean Sea would also be transferred to the Alliance.
Water, a human right
The process proposed is inspired by both the ECSC and the Helsinki process, with its
concept of “baskets”. The Three-Sea Alliance would have 4 baskets (the Energy and
Water Treaty, a Single Market, Human Rights, A New Deal with the Youth – see annex).
Water is a Human Right (see basket 3). The 2005 UNECE/WHO-EURO Protocol on
Water and Health which is signed by 36 parties, ratified by 20 countries, involving all the
countries of the UN-ECE Region – including Caucasian and Mid-Asian countries – a
process in which even African countries are participating, is illustrating the need to have
water as part of the human right basket agenda.
By improving water management, contributing to water and health, it is a fundamental
human right which is enforced but also it is “sustainable security” which is strengthened.
A “Water Mediator”
“Please don’t leave us facing one another”: this plea from a wise man among Israeli
diplomats is considered as the voice of “wisdom” when it comes from the strong and as a
“cry” for help when it comes from the weak. The strong may be Israelis facing
Palestinians, Turks facing Kurds, Russians facing their neighbours, EU representatives
facing countries under the neighbourhood policy. “Please don’t leave us facing one
another” is also a cry from the weak in conflict areas or open-air prisons, from women
facing Islamists or from associations seeking water facing strong States.
The Three-Sea Alliance must become a source of “progress for mankind”, which is
possible if it becomes a “mediation area”, inspired by enforced procedures such as
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control of elections by the OSCE and equipped with “mediators”, together with the right
for mediators to resort to summary proceedings in an Alliance court. Those Alliance
teams of mediators, the Alliance’s Court of justice and the Chamber for Summary
Proceedings would have jurisdiction in the following areas:
• management of armed conflict (with military missions),
• control of elections,
• control of public enquiries,
• respect of human rights,
• management of rare resources such as water.
Annex 2 to this document, taken from the CIA Factbook, entitled Main water conflicts/
issues for the Countries bordering the Caspian, Black and Mediterranean Seas, justifies
the need to nominate a “Water Mediator” for the Three-Sea Alliance. The role of
mediators will be vital in order to acknowledge, implement and help progress the rights
of people and associations as well as managing common resources like water.
A peace-keeping process
Joining the Alliance would not be “automatic” for all the States that border the Three
Seas, but each State or Authority (such as the Palestinian Authority) that subscribes to the
rules of the Alliance and becomes a member must receive protection from the Alliance –
including in a military form. The qualitative shift to be made will consist in a shift from a
“peace-making and peace-keeping” mandate to a “global” approach linking peace and
development. Moreover, today’s belligerent parties can either be tomorrow’s partners
within the Alliance by complying with rules for non-belligerence among members, or, if
one of the belligerents enters the Alliance, its borders will become those of the Alliance,
which will put a stop right away to any aggression against it.
The first two steps
In partnership with the UNESCO project “From Potential Conflict to Co-operation
Potential” (PCCP) (7) which addresses more specifically the challenge of sharing water
resources, the Energy and Water Treaty would focus on tools identified by the PCCP:
• development of appropriate institutional frameworks for the anticipation,
prevention and resolution of water conflicts;
• development of methodologies for conflict prevention and resolution;
• improvement of legal tools for the management of shared water resources;
• development of a comprehensive information system on water conflicts and cooperation;
• dissemination of results and best practices.
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The European Water Partnership is prepared to contribute to a process towards an Energy and
Water Treaty covering the EU and its Neighbourhood by proposing two exploratory meetings:
•

a meeting of the private sector: negotiations on energy and water charters would be
preceded by a conference bringing together private and public investors in the energy
and water sectors, so that they could clearly specify the terms and conditions for
massive investments in these two sectors in support of development and peace. A first
preparatory meeting hosted by GWP-Med could take place in Athens on 23 October.

•

a draft water charter: for participating countries, the Alliance should be a
multilateral framework for close cooperation with their neighbours on the basis of
specific “charters” for energy and water. All the countries that border the Three
Seas would naturally be called upon to become members of the Alliance as long as
they subscribed to jointly adopted charters and related mechanisms. An essential,
binding prerequisite would be to sign and ratify the charters. As far as water is
concerned, “there is currently enough for every person if the water is shared
equitably” (Klare 142-144). This should be the core of the Water Charter.

The Second Olympic Ring
President Sarkozy has launched the proposal of a “Mediterranean Union”. It would not
include all the EU Member States but only the countries bordering the Mediterranean. It
is obvious that the scope of the project is somehow different (not three seas but one, not
the EU but a few Member States).
It demonstrates, however, that the metaphor of the Olympic Rings is powerful. EWP
requests that if such a Mediterranean Union is ever established, it should also have a
“High Commissioner for Water” and a budget dedicated to water, with similar
instruments like a mediation system in case of conflicts and a court of justice.
Conclusion
The time has come to propose a “global, integrated solution” to three sets of urgent issues: (i)
finding new answers to questions about the constitutional crisis and the EU enlargement, (ii)
anticipating burning challenges in terms of water, climate change and energy resources, (iii) our
relationships with Russia, Turkey and the Middle East. The enlargement process is both too fast
in relation to the psychology of peoples and too slow as regards urgent peace issues. (4)
The Three-Sea Alliance is a mechanism that, except for the neighbourhood policy which it
would act as a substitute for, does not “replace” the processes engineered in terms of
enlargement and free trade area. However, the Alliance would be set up as from 2010, date of
entry into force of the Euro-Mediterranean free trade area that would be part and parcel of it.
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As from 2010, the Alliance will act as a “fast track”. The Alliance, through its four baskets
(energy & water, common market, human rights – with a water component – and youth), its
rules, its mediators, its court of justice, can transform the agenda of the whole Three-Sea
region, including the Middle East.
The Three-Sea Alliance would become a pilot region of the world in terms of implementation
of the EU Sustainable Development Strategy, fundamental rights and the concept of human
security (8). It would act as a substitute for the EU neighbourhood policy, offer a way out of
the crisis in the conflict between Israel and its neighbours while proposing a new form of
relationship with Russia. The Alliance would also create a bigger single market and a large
free, sustainable trade area as well as an “energy and water community” (referring to the steel
and coal community).
The physical constraints linked to conditions of access to resources (energy, water, minerals) may
lead – and already leads in some cases – to three types of conflict which are or will be the “hyperconflict” of the future (9): war on “scarcities”, war of influence and war of borders. The Alliance
is an alternative to the death forces in action and to the wars being prepared or taking place. On
the contrary, with the Alliance based on the successes of the ECSC and the Helsinki process, it is
possible to turn our back on war and set an objective that can positively mobilize public
authorities, businesses and civil society in all countries, transform the new “physical” constraints
linked to “sustainable development” into opportunities and establish a well-being society for all.
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Annexes (drawn up with the help of Mag. Agnes Biesiekierska, M.A.I.S EWP assistant)
Annex 1. The Three-Sea Alliance Baskets

First basket: Water & Energy (see above)
Second basket: the Integrated Economic Region
A distinction should be clearly established in people’s minds and in actual fact between the
“great single market” and the “European Union”, which must not necessarily cover the
same area. From this point of view, the stand taken by the ERT marks an interesting
development (10). “ERT proposes that the EU’s neighbourhood policy – in itself not
seeking further enlargement – should aim at moving towards an "Integrated Economic
Region" (IER) with a step-by-step approach to implementation, allowing individual
countries to move at their own speed (...), encouraging the neighbouring countries to
gradually integrate into the Single Market, offering them the opportunity to eventually join it
as participants if and when they are fit to do so. (...) A stepping stone towards the creation
of the IER would hence be the establishment of a free trade area with all IER Countries”.
Third basket: Water & Human rights
Water is a common good. Access to water is a basic human right, a social necessity and
a critical environment resource. This fundamental right encompasses:
• access to water,
• price (affordability),
• non-disconnection,
• water and health.
Legally binding documents:
• United Nations Charter (1945) Art 55 implied
• Geneva Convention III (1949) Art 20, Art 26, Art 29,Art 46 expressed
• Geneva Convention IV (1949) Art 85, Art 89, Art 127 expressed
• International Covenant on Political and Civil Rights (1966) Art 6(1), Art 11(1), (2),
Art 12(1) implied
• Additional Protocol I to the Geneva Convention (1977) Art 54(2), (3) (b), Art 55 (1)
expressed
• Additional Protocol II to the Geneva Convention (1977) Art 5(b), Art 14 expressed
• Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women
(1979), Art 14(2) (h) expressed
• Convention on the Rights of the Child (1989), Art 24 (2) (a) expressed
The UN-ECE Aarhus Convention on Access to Information, Public Participation in
Decision-Making and Access to Justice in Environmental Matters and the Convention on
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the Protection and Use of Transboundary Watercourses which led to “Guidelines on
Public participation in Water Management” should all be a source of inspiration.
The UNECE/WHO-EURO Protocol on Water and Health (2005): nowadays, most
Europeans take clean drinking water for granted. Yet, in the European part of the UNECE
region alone, an estimated 120 million people, i.e. one person in seven, do not have access
to safe drinking water and adequate sanitation, making them vulnerable to water-related
diseases such as cholera, bacillary dysentery, coli infections, viral hepatitis A and typhoid.
Cleaner water and better sanitation could prevent over 30 million cases of water-related
disease each year in the region. The 1999 Protocol on Water and Health was negotiated
with this in mind.
The main aim of the Protocol is to protect human health and well-being by better water
management, including protection of water ecosystems, and by preventing, controlling and
reducing water-related diseases. The Protocol is the first international agreement of its kind
adopted specifically to attain an adequate supply of safe drinking water and adequate
sanitation for everyone while effectively protecting water used as a source of drinking water.
To meet these goals, its Parties are required to establish national and local targets for
the quality of drinking water and the quality of discharges, as well as for the performance
of water supply and waste-water treatment. They are also required to reduce outbreaks
and the incidence of water-related diseases.
This Protocol introduces a social component into cooperation on water management.
Water resources management should link social and economic development to the
protection of natural ecosystems. Moreover, improving the water supply and sanitation is
fundamental in breaking the vicious cycle of poverty.
Fourth basket: Youth
As is stated by Nick Mabey (11), “the critical political fault line in the future will not be
between insiders and outsiders in the labour market, or between labour and capital, but
between generations. Future trends place higher costs on the young and give benefits to
older citizens. Tightening environmental constraints will need to be managed by a
younger generation which has not benefited from the era of cheap fuel, and who will
bear the direct legacy costs of climate change, water shortages, environmental disasters
and biodiversity loss”. Nick Mabey underlines that this must be accompanied by a “fair
burden sharing of public investment between generations to avoid that the most
productive of the younger generation will leave for lower tax countries or a rejection by
younger workers of higher public investment in securing Europe’s long term future”.
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Annex 2. Conflicts in the Three-Sea Region
(from
the
CIA
Factbook
https://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-worldfactbook/index.html)
Main water conflicts/issues for countries bordering the Caspian and Black Seas
Ukraine
Ukraine – Romania: the ICJ gave Ukraine until December 2006 to reply, and Romania
until June 2007 to rejoin, in their dispute submitted in 2004 over Ukrainian-administered
Zmiyinyy/Serpilor (Snake) Island and Black Sea maritime boundary. Romania opposes
Ukraine's reopening of a navigation canal from the Danube border through Ukraine to
the Black Sea.
Ukraine – Russia: the dispute over the boundary between Russia and Ukraine through
the Kerch Strait and Sea of Azov remains unresolved despite a December 2003
framework agreement and ongoing expert-level discussions.
Romania
Romania – Ukraine: see Ukraine.
Bulgaria
with Bulgaria, no international transboundary issues regarding the Black Sea.
Russia
Russia – Ukraine: see Ukraine.
Russia – Georgia: agree on delimiting 80% of their common border, leaving certain
small, strategic segments and the maritime boundary unresolved.
Russia – Azerbaijan, Kazakhstan: signed equidistance boundaries in the Caspian sea-bed,
but the littoral states have no consensus on dividing the water column
Turkey
Turkey – Greece: complex maritime, air, and territorial disputes in the Aegean Sea.
Turkey – Syria, Iraq: Syria & Iraq protest against Turkish hydrological projects to control
upper Euphrates waters.
Georgia
Georgia – Russia: see Russia.
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Main water conflicts/issues for countries bordering the Mediterranean Sea
Portugal
Portugal – Spain: disputes on ownership of the Minho river.
Spain
Spain – Morocco: Morocco protests against Spain's control over the coastal enclaves of
Ceuta, Melilla, and the islands of Penon de Velez de la Gomera, Penon de Alhucemas
and Islas Chafarinas, and surrounding waters.
Spain – Portugal: see Portugal.
Italy
No international transboundary issues regarding the Mediterranean Sea.
Slovenia
Slovenia – Croatia: the Croatia-Slovenia land and maritime boundary agreement, which
would have handed over most of Piran Bay and maritime access to Slovenia and several
villages to Croatia, remains unratified and the subject of dispute.
Croatia
Croatia – Slovenia: see Slovenia.
Croatia – Bosnia-Herzegovina: this dispute remains with Bosnia-Herzegovina over
several small disputed sections of the boundary related to maritime access that hinders
ratification of the 1999 border agreement.
Bosnia-Herzegovina
Bosnia-Herzegovina – Croatia: see Croatia
Bosnia-Herzegovina – Serbia: Bosnia-Herzegovina and Serbia have delimited most of
their boundaries, but sections along the Drina river are still the subject of dispute.
Montenegro
No international transboundary issues regarding the Mediterranean Sea.
Albania
No international transboundary issues regarding the Mediterranean Sea.
Greece
Greece – Turkey: ongoing discussions to resolve their complex maritime, air, territorial,
and boundary disputes in the Aegean Sea.
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Turkey
Turkey – Greece: complex maritime, air, and territorial disputes in the Aegean Sea.
Turkey – Syria, Iraq: Syria & Iraq protest against Turkish hydrological projects to control
upper Euphrates waters, particularly South-eastern Anatolia Project.
Cyprus
No international transboundary issues regarding the Mediterranean Sea.
Malta
No international transboundary issues regarding the Mediterranean Sea.
Lebanon
Lebanon – Israel: disputes going on in South Lebanon regarding the Litani and Wassani
rivers (taken from Water As A Conflict Issue in South Lebanon, Tobias Eickelpasch)
Israel
Israel – Palestinian Authority:
Structural scarcity is thought to be the result of inequitable distribution of water in Gaza. In
1967 Israel declared all water resources to be state-owned and controlled by the military.
During this time, Military Order 158 was enacted and prohibited only the Arab population
of Gaza from drilling new wells without a permit. Palestinian water consumption was also
regulated by strict quotas, the uprooting of thousands of citrus trees, the demolition of
cisterns and the blockage of natural springs and existing wells. These consumption levels
have for the most part been maintained to present (Homer-Dixon and Kelly 1995).
And yet, Israelis in Gaza have no restrictions on water consumption. Rather, their
consumption is subsidized, encouraging overuse and misuse (Isaac 1997). They have
also been favoured through selective appropriation of agricultural land having the best
groundwater quantity and quality, and uneven pricing schemes. Gaza Palestinians pay up
to $1.20/cubic meter while Israeli settlers only pay $0.10/cubic meter for water. Elmusa
(1994) states that "relative to per capita income, Palestinians pay as much as twenty times
what Israeli settlers pay for water."
Discriminatory Israeli water policies in Gaza can be viewed as an attempt to transfer the
brunt of water scarcity to Palestinians while buffering Israelis. As such, Israeli
settlements prosper in the midst of a faltering Palestinian economy. This widening gap
can only continue to foment substantial conflict between the two communities.
Demand-induced scarcity is defined as that "caused by population growth or increased per
capita activity; the resource must be divided among more people, or more intensive
activity increases demand for its use" (Homer-Dixon and Kelly 1995). As previously
mentioned, the mass exodus of refugees to the Gaza Strip area in 1948 created a serious
shock to its population size. 70% of Gaza's population today is thought to be comprised of
the original 1948 refugees and their descendants. Gaza's population is estimated between
700,000 and one million people, but it is not an exact number as no census has taken
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place since 1967. Although this region has a high infant mortality rate, it boasts one of the
highest growth rates in the world (between 5.2 and 6%). Fertility is highest in refugee
camps, those areas thought to be under significant environmental stress (Homer-Dixon
and Kelly 1995). As a result, per capita water availability has decreased dramatically.
Some predict that drinking water alone will soon exceed safe supply levels.
As a result of this dense population, the Gaza Strip Aquifer has been thought to be overpumped for some time, outstripping its sustainable supply of 65 MCM. Moreover, Israel has
been tapping the aquifer and its replenishment from outside Gaza (Shawa 1994).
Consequently, the aquifer's water table has been pumped far below its recharge rate, making
it susceptible to severe saltwater intrusion and causing supply-induced scarcity (Isaac 1997).
Supply-induced scarcity, a drop in the renewable resource supply due to water
degradation or depletion, has existed in the Gaza Strip since Egyptian control (Elmusa
1994). Overpumping of the Gaza aquifer draws approximately 15-20 centimetres from its
original level of 3-5 metres above sea level. As the water table falls, saltwater from the
Mediterranean and nearby saline aquifers gets into the Gaza aquifer. Saltwater intrusion
from the Mediterranean Sea has been detected up to 1.5 kilometres inland and
continues to threaten to salinize the entire aquifer. In many parts, the water is so saline
that it may damage soil and crop yields, and hence is unsuitable for irrigation. Thus,
citrus farming, Gaza's main agricultural production which is highly intolerant of salt, is
suffering from declining quality and crop yields.
Supply-induced scarcity is also the product of the unregulated use of pesticides,
herbicides, and fertilizers which have chemically contaminated Gaza's groundwater
(Bellisari 1994). Since the aquifer is close to the surface, it is highly susceptible to this
type of pollution.
Lastly, Gaza water is being contaminated by the improper disposal of waste matter.
Roughly 10% of Gaza's population is not served by any type of wastewater management
system and thus dumps raw sewage onto sand dunes. In addition, poorly maintained
septic tanks and soaking pits frequently overflow into streets and homes. All refugee
camps have solid waste collection, but no sanitary landfill sites exist anywhere in Gaza.
These various contaminations of the Gaza water supply have drastically decreased the
amount of drinkable water available. These effects obviously pose serious health hazards for
the people of Gaza who suffer high incidence of kidney and liver complaints, high infant
mortality, cancer, waterborne infectious diseases such as cholera, and intestinal parasites.
(from TED Conflict Studies, Water and Conflict in the Gaza Strip, Stephanie Goeller)
Israel – Jordan, Syria, Lebanon and the Palestinian Authority: Jordan and Yarmuk
River systems, as well as the West Bank and Gaza aquifers, tensions related to water
flow and diversion and ownership of water sources.
(from Water and Conflict in the Middle East: Threats and Opportunities, Mary E. Morris)
Egypt
Egypt – Sudan: tensions concerning the Nile.
(from Water and Conflict in the Middle East: Threats and Opportunities, Mary E. Morris)
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General point on the Middle East
Because of water scarcity, generally arid conditions, and poor or outdated technologies
for delivering available water, agriculture has failed to meet increasing demands placed
on it by expanding populations. As a consequence, the Middle East is rapidly becoming
one of the least agriculturally self-sufficient regions in the world, a trend that is
destabilizing in the extreme in an area where little regional trade is conducted and where
great, if not disproportionate, value is put on self-sufficiency. Governments are wary of
dependency on food imports because of the heavy financial burdens they entail and the
potential for strategic vulnerability that they imply. National security thus translates into
food security, and food security translates into water security.
(from Water and Conflict in the Middle East: Threats and Opportunities, Mary E. Morris)
Morocco
Morocco – Spain: Morocco protests against Spain's control over the coastal enclaves of
Ceuta, Melilla, and Penon de Velez de la Gomera, the islands of Penon de Alhucemas
and Islas Chafarinas, and surrounding waters; discussions have not progressed on a
comprehensive maritime delimitation, setting limits on resource exploration and refugee
ban, since Morocco's 2002 rejection of Spain's unilateral designation of a median line
from the Canary Islands.
Generally speaking, the countries bordering the Mediterranean Sea are water poor due
to arid conditions, intensive agriculture and tourism.
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Annex 3. The link with the Coal and Steel Treaty (ECSC)

The ECSC Treaty was signed in Paris in 1951 and brought France, Germany, Italy and the
Benelux countries together in a community with the aim to organize free movement of coal
and steel and free access to sources of production. This choice was not only economic but
also political, as these two raw materials were the industrial basis and military power of
France and Germany. The aim of the Treaty was to contribute, through a common market, to
economic expansion, growth of employment and a rising standard of living. The underlying
political objective was to strengthen solidarity, banish the spectre of war and open the way to
European integration and the EU institutions, as we know them today. It established a
High Authority, an Assembly with supervisory powers, a Council of Ministers representing the
member states in charge of approving the activities of the Assembly and a Court of Justice,
which ensured that the interpretation and implementation of the Treaty was observed. The
Community had a legal personality.
It has been noted that given the current state of events, increasingly scarcer natural
resources like water and energy are sources of conflict and should form the basis of a treaty
for the countries bordering the Three Seas with a similar structure and the same objectives
as the ECSC. The well-being of our current society depends on the rational use of these two
resources in an efficient way, avoiding their ill-considered unilateral exhaustion and with a
crossborder partnership including all the countries that are willing to benefit from each other’s
pooling of these resources. Much in the same way as the ECSC aimed at regulating
production of the most important natural resources at the time, a production that could have
led to repeated wars of dominance, the Three-Sea Alliance follows the same path and aims
at the market regulation of the currently most essential natural resources which may
constitute the seeds of wars for appropriation in the future. The treaty establishing the ThreeSea Alliance would create an energy and water community and have a chapter on energy
and water policy, which is not the case at the moment in the current EU treaty, as water and
energy are divided into different Directorates and programmes.
Some references of interest in the ECSC, related to financing and promotion of R&D, are
replicable into the Three-Sea Alliance:
The Community shall place financial resources at the disposal of undertakings for their
investment and bear part of the cost of re-adaptation; … the High Authority may assist the
financing of works and installations which contribute to increasing the production, reducing
production costs or facilitating the marketing of products.
The High Authority may set up study committees, including an economic study committee …
shall promote technical and economic research relating to the production and increased use
of coal and steel …
The Three-Sea Alliance will replace the ENP with four baskets (energy & water, single
market, human rights, youth). The basket based on the two natural resources (Energy
and Water, which have become nowadays as important as coal and steel 50 years ago) aims
to regulate neighbour relations in such a way that partners could benefit from each other’s
reliance (demand and supply of resources). This will lead to:
•

an integrated and adaptable network, capable of continuing policy development,
information exchange and project identification;
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•

strengthened capacity in each country to respond to the technical and implementation
challenges related to climate change adaptation;

•

a collaborative consultation and planning framework in each country for development
of environmental policies;

•

a portfolio of climate change projects in the water and energy sector, supported by a
set of financially viable schemes;

•

clarification of specific needs for technology transfer;

•

scoping of regional assets for adapting to climate change;

•

Deepened public awareness of the risks of climate change in the water and energy
sector.
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