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Welcome to the Conference on Transboundary Waters in IR!

On behalf of the Institute of Political and International Studies of ELTE Faculty of Social Sciences, we 
would like to express our pleasure and gratitude that so many leading academics, researchers and experts 
from various fields of interest decided to join our conference, making it indeed an interdisciplinary journey 
into the theorization of transboundary water relations.

15 years have passed since Furlong published her article in Political Geography, drawing attention to the fact 
that the application of IR theories in transboundary water analysis is “implicit and unacknowledged”, which 
means a significant constraint for research programs. In their answer, Zeitoun and Warner also admitted 
that the importance of the explicit integration of political theories “cannot be said to be truly resonant yet” 
in the global water community. 

Since then, the connections between IR theories and transboundary water analysis were problematized 
rather intensely, and explicitly theoretical accounts on transboundary waters are being published from time 
to time. IR theories now offer a diverse range of possible frameworks for analyzing transboundary waters. 
Several scholars have been working on the utilization of grand theories such as Realism, Liberalism, and 
Constructivism; applied Marxist, postcolonial, and gender-based lenses; or used the various approaches of 
hegemony theories, de/securitization, water nationalism, environmental peace, theories of water diplomacy 
and conflict resolution, political ecology, cultural anthropology, or governance theories to analyze and 
understand water relations. 

How do their ideas reverberate nowadays? After all, did the water community manage to make its theoretical 
presumptions explicit? And what may IR scholars learn from their counterparts theorizing transboundary 
waters in other related fields and disciplines? This is what our Conference endeavors to discuss, aiming 
to review and evaluate the process of theorizing transboundary water relations in the past 15 years, 
putting a specific emphasis on the question of how the application of IR theories has contributed to the 
understanding and the management of transboundary waters in practice during this period. We also intend 
to bring together the members of the “global water community” to reflect on the present state of theorizing 
transboundary waters, contributing to the further evolution of the related discourses in IR.

We sincerely hope you will enjoy these three days of discussion, and you will also find networking 
opportunities in the virtual space provided by us. Thank you very much for your participation.

The TWIR Organizing Team
• Kinga Szálkai (Head of the Organizing Team)
• Anna Táborossy (Communications Associate)
• Tamás Solymosi (Department Coordinator) 
• Marcell Ottó Ormándy (Alumni Assistant)
• Zsanett Gréta Papp (Student Assistant)

Executive Publisher: Institute of Political and International Studies, Eötvös Loránd University
Proofreader: Marcell Ottó Ormándy
Graphic Design: ELTE Communications
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Day I.
26th April 2021

14:00 – 14:15 Opening Remarks
• Kinga Szálkai (Head of the Organizing Team, Eötvös Loránd University, Hungary)
• Balázs Majtényi (Director of the Institute of Political and International Studies, Eötvös Loránd    
  University, Hungary)

14:15 – 15:15 Keynote Panel: “Frameworks for Transboundary Water Analysis”
Moderator: András Szalai (Eötvös Loránd University, Hungary)

• Kathryn Furlong (Université de Montréal, Canada): Hidden Theories, Troubled Waters: From IR  
  and Political Ecology to Infrastructure and Debt
• Mary Durfee (Michigan Technological University, U.S.): Hegemonies in US–Canada Water     
  Borders
• Filippo Menga (University of Bergamo, Italy): Hydro-Hegemony, Global Water Governance     
  and the Emergence of Philantrocapitalism
• Aysegul Kibaroglu (MEF University, Turkey): Water Diplomacy Frameworks in the         
  Euphrates–Tigris River Basin: A Theoretical Analysis

15:15 – 15:45 Break

15:45 – 17:00 Keynote Panel – Discussion: “Frameworks for Transboundary 
Water Analysis”
Moderator: András Szalai (Eötvös Loránd University, Hungary)

• András Szöllősi-Nagy (National University of Public Service, Hungary): Transboundary     
  Water Resources: A Source of Potential Conflicts or a Source of Potential Cooperation

17:00 – 17:30 Break

17:30 – 18:45 Dissemination Panel: “Ensuring Water Security in the Middle East: 
Policy Implications”
Moderator: Máté Szalai (Corvinus University of Budapest, Hungary)

Authors of the EuroMeSco Joint Policy Study: Ensuring Water Security in the Middle East: Policy 
Implications

• Ali Oguz Dirioz (TOBB University of Economics and Technology, Turkey)
• Giulia Giordano (ECCO, Italy)

• Shira Kronich (independent consultant)
• Liel Maghen (Center for Regional Initiatives, IPCRI, Israel)

Conference on Transboundary 
Waters in IR (TWIR)

Mixing Water and International Relations Theory: 
Frameworks for Transboundary Water Analysis.

26–28th April 2021

TIME ZONE: CEST, BUDAPEST TIME

https://www.euromesco.net/publication/ensuring-water-security-in-the-middle-east-policy-implications/
https://www.euromesco.net/publication/ensuring-water-security-in-the-middle-east-policy-implications/
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Day II.
27th April 2021

14:00 – 15:15 Panel I. “Water Diplomacy”
Moderator: Kinga Szálkai (Eötvös Loránd University, Hungary)

• Jenniver Sehring (IHE-Delft Institute for Water Education, the Netherlands): A Practice-    
  Based Perspective on Water Diplomacy

• Chukwuebuka Edum (University of Geneva, Switzerland): Regime Evolution and Peaceful     
 Settlement of Disputes in the Nile River Basin: An Interdisciplinary Assessment of the Role of Law

• Viktor Glied & Péter Kacziba (University of Pécs, Hungary): Feasible Dream or Complete     
   Failure? Water Diplomacy in the Eastern Mediterranean Region 

15:15 – 15:45 Break

15:45 – 17:00 Panel II. “War, Peace, and Dams”
Moderator: Péter Stepper (National University of Public Service, Hungary)

• Atal Ahmadzai (University of Arizona, U.S.): Water Wars: A Political Myth or a Forthcoming     
  Global Security Threat

• Sameh Al-Muqdadi (Green Charter GC., Germany): The Hydropolitical Cycle and        
  International Relations: The Anarchic Nature of Water Conflict and the Way Forward 

• Zoltán Vörös (University of Pécs, Hungary): Chinese Water Diplomacy in the Greater       
  Mekong Subregion

17:00 – 17:30 Break

17:30 – 18:45 Panel III. “New Perspectives”
Moderator: Viktor Friedmann (Budapest Metropolitan University, Hungary)

• Najibullah Loodin & Aaron Wolf (Oregon State University, U.S.): The Role of Islam in Water     
  Resources Management: Could It Be Integrated into International Water Law Principles (IWLP)  
  for the Islamic-Dominated States?

• Isabela Espindola & Maria Luisa Telarolli (University of Sao Paulo, Brazil): Global South     
  Perspectives on International Relations Theory: New Frameworks for Transboundary Water     
  Analysis?

• Rozemarijn ter Horst (Wageningen University, the Netherlands) & Jenniver Sehring (IHE-    
  Delft Institute for Water Education, the Netherlands): Do We Need a Feminist Approach to     
  Transboundary Water Governance?

Day III.
28th April 2021

14:00 – 15:15 Panel IV. “Knowledge and Discourses”
Moderator: Tamás Peragovics (Eötvös Loránd University, Hungary)

• Kinga Szálkai (Eötvös Loránd University, Hungary): Water is What States Make of It: Dams     
  and Discourses

• Bota Sharipova (IHE-Delft Institute for Water Education, the Netherlands): Analyzing the  
  Role of Trust and Epistemic Communities in the Aral Sea Basin: A Social Constructivist     
  Approach

• Hojjat Mianabadi (Tarbiat Modares University, Iran) & Seyedeh Zahra Ghoreishi (University of  
  Tehran, Iran): The Role of International Relations Paradigms in Analyzing Transboundary     
  Water Security

15:15 – 15:45 Break

15:45 – 17:00 Panel V. “Nations and Communities”
Moderator: Áron Tábor (Eötvös Loránd University, Hungary)

• Ivana Vuchkova: The Tragedy of the Commons and Transboundary Waters in the Western     
  Balkans

• Guillermina Elias (Argentine Institute of Nivology, Glaciology and Environmental Sciences     
  (IANIGLA), Argentina): Binational Governance of Transboundary Basins: Cooperation in the     
  Shared Integrated Water Resources Management of the Binational Bermejo and Grande de     
  Tarija River Basin, Argentina and Bolivia (1995–2019).

• Péter Marton (Corvinus University of Budapest, Hungary): Tagging as Flagging: Banal and     
  Not-Quite-Banal Nationalism in Discursive References to “Hungarian Carp”

17:00 – 17:30 Break

17:30 – 18:45 Panel VI. “Further Related Perspectives”
Moderator: John Szabó (Eötvös Loránd University, Hungary)

• Róbert Balogh (Institute of History, Centre for the Humanities, Hungary): The Importance of the  
   Carpathian Basin in the Anthropocene: Floods, Land-Use and Energy History cc. 1910-1945

• Gáspár Békés (Sustainable Democracy Association, Hungary): Ocean Acidification: A        
   Blindspot of International Relations & Law

• Miklós Szabó (Eötvös Loránd University, Hungary): Landlocked Sea – The Many Boundaries  of  
  Caspian Iran

18:45 Closing Remarks
• Kinga Szálkai (Head of the Organizing Team, Eötvös Loránd University, Hungary)
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KEYNOTE 
SPEAKERS

Mary DURFEE, Ph.D. 
Professor Emerita of Government, 
Michigan Technological University, U.S.
mhdurfee@mtu.edu

Mary Durfee has written on the Great Lakes of North America, was a 
member and US-Co-chair of the Lake Superior Binational Forum (now 
supplanted by other advisory mechanisms), served on an EPA Science 
Advisory Board for Homeland Security. She was a Fulbright Scholar 
in Malta and Hungary. In Hungary, at Corvinus University, she taught 
a graduate class in hydropolitics. She co-authored an International 
Relations book with the late James N. Rosenau, Thinking Theory Thoroughly (1995). With Rachael 
Lorna Johnstone (University of Akureyri, Iceland), she co-authored Arctic Governance in a Changing 
World (2019). She is currently working on a book that explores the US–Canada relationship through 
their treaties.

Hegemonies in US–Canada Water Borders

Professor Furlong notes the limited character of theorizing about water through the lens of International 
Relations. She is correct, in particular, her critique of hegemonic theory is sound, and giving it 
attention would illustrate how waterways and humans can experience different hegemonic-social 
orders over time. My brief remarks will outline three hegemonies (or non-hegemonies) of waterways 
between Canada and the US. The first was the social and economic amalgam of the Voyageurs 
with Indigenous Peoples. They traded freely, married into each other’s families, had mixed families 
and homes in Montreal, and had a thriving trade economy between Indigenous peoples, colonists, 
and Europe. Britain excluded France, but the trade remained to the west. When the US gained 
sovereignty and a regular border slowly evolved, the old trade partners found their way of life largely 
disrupted territorially, culturally, and economically. Treaties between Great Power Britain and the US 
used waterways whenever possible for a border and solved one difficulty – they left the waters free 
for all to use and navigate.  But goods could not come off watercraft for sale without duties. The third 
hegemony was and is driven by the market where some argue water is solely a commodity, which, if 
pursued to its logical end, is disastrous for people and nature alike.

Keywords: hegemony, US–Canada relations, waterways, water borders 
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Kathryn FURLONG, Ph.D. 
Université de Montréal, Canada 
kathryn.furlong@umontreal.ca

Kathryn Furlong is an Associate Professor of Geography at the 
Université de Montréal in Montréal, Canada and holds the Canada 
Research Chair in Water and Urbanization. Her research focusses on 
issues related to infrastructure, debt and water supply from a political 
ecology perspective. Her book Leaky Governance: Alternative Service 
Delivery and the Myth of Water Utility Independence was published 
with UBC Press in 2016.

Hidden Theories, Troubled Waters: From IR and Political Ecology to 
Infrastructure and Debt 

In my 2006 paper entitled Hidden Theories, Troubled Waters, I explored the implicit nature of IR 
theorizing in much of the water conflict-cooperation literature. I argued that this tacit theorizing 
engendered a series of simplifications that obfuscated the complex nature of many of the processes 
that work between and within states. I brought in work from political ecology as a way of engaging more 
critically with key themes like hegemony, conflict, scale and environmental inequality. In recent years, 
my work is reconnecting with some of these debates through a concern with debt and financialization 
in relation to large-scale water infrastructure, which is often at the heart of transboundary and other 
water conflicts. In this presentation, I will explore connections between these themes and how 
an engagement with questions of infrastructure and its financing could contribute to thinking on 
transboundary water and IR. 

Keywords: infrastructure, debt, financing, water

Aysegul KIBAROGLU, Ph.D.
MEF University, Turkey 
aysegul.kibaroglu@mef.edu.tr

Prof. Dr. Aysegul Kibaroglu is Chair of the Department of Political Science 
and International Relations at MEF University in Istanbul, Turkey. She 
was a Visiting Professor at the University of Texas at Austin, LBJ School 
of Public Affairs in 2016. Previously, she was a Faculty Member and Vice 
Chair of the Department of International Relations at the Middle East 
Technical University in Ankara, Turkey (2003–2011). Prof. Kibaroglu 
was a post-Doctoral Fellow at the International Water Law Research 
Institute at the University of Dundee, Scotland in 2002. Her areas of research include: Middle East 
transboundary water politics, international water law, Turkey’s water policy, political geography, and 
environmental security. 

Prof. Kibaroglu has published extensively on the politics of water resources with an emphasis on 
the Euphrates–Tigris river basin, including a book volume, Building a Regime for the Waters of 
the Euphrates–Tigris River Basin (Kluwer Law International, 2002), and co-edited volumes, Water 
Development and Poverty Reduction (Kluwer Academic Publishers, 2003), Turkey’s Water Policy 
(Springer, 2011), and Water Law and Cooperation in the Euphrates–Tigris Region (Brill, 2013). She 
has also published articles in prestigious journals; International Negotiation, Water International, 
Water Policy, Journal of International Affairs, International Journal of Water Resources Development, 
Global Governance, and International Affairs. Her most recent book, Turkey’s Water Diplomacy: 
Analysis of its Foundations, Challenges and Prospects is published by the Anthem Press (2021). Prof. 
Kibaroglu worked as advisor to the President of the Southeastern Anatolia Project (GAP) Regional 
Development Administration from 2001 to 2003, and she is a Founding Member of the Euphrates 
Tigris Initiative for Cooperation (ETIC) since 2005.

Water Diplomacy Frameworks in the Euphrates–Tigris River Basin: A 
Theoretical Analysis

Transboundary water politics in the Euphrates-Tigris (ET) basin is often marked with political 
confrontations and power asymmetries among its major riparians, namely Turkey, Syria and Iraq. 
However, a closer look into the case, by utilizing primary resources, demonstrates that the region also 
hosts water diplomacy governance mechanisms. Thus, the paper will analyze actors and processes 
in complex water diplomacy frameworks in the ET basin.

Huntjens et al.’s1 Multi-track Water Diplomacy Framework (MWDF) intends to identify the key 
determinants for shifting water conflict into cooperation in transboundary rivers. It aims at delineating 
the key factors affecting current efforts by state and non-state actors to cooperate on transboundary 
water issues. The MWFD facilitates identification of political actors, institutions and processes that 
influence, and more often than not constrain, the effectiveness of transboundary cooperation. It also 
helps to diagnose water problems across sectors and administrative boundaries, and at different 
levels of governance. Thus, in this paper, the evaluation of water diplomacy frameworks in the ET 
basin is inspired by the MWDF’s conceptual framework, which analyses the interaction between the 
agent (state and non-state actors) and the structure (institutions) as well as the different outputs, 
outcomes and impacts as a result of that interaction.

On the other hand, Klimes et al.2 defines “water diplomacy as a multi-disciplinary concept that draws 
on technical, political, and socio-economic knowledge; located at the intersect of science, policy, 
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  1 Huntjens Patrick, Yasuda Yumiko, Swain Ashok, De Man Rens, Magsig Bjørn-Oliver, Islam Shafiqul. 2016. The Multi-track Water Diplomacy 
Framework: A Legal and Political Economy Analysis for Advancing Cooperation over Shared Waters. The Hague Institute for Global Justice.
  2 Klimes Martina, Michel David, Yaari Elizabeth, Restiani Phillia. 2019. Water Diplomacy: The Intersect of Science, Policy and Practice. Journal 
of Hydrology. Volume 575, August 2019, pp. 1362-1370.

and practice, and including both state and non-state actors.” In line with this broader definition, this 
paper provides an extensive analysis on water diplomacy actors, which comprises formal actors, 
such as States i.e. diplomats and technocrats as well as informal or non-state actors, which have 
an important role in water diplomacy dialogues as representatives of Track II initiatives, such as the 
NGOs, academia and think tanks. 

Keywords: water diplomacy frameworks, actors, processes, Euphrates–Tigris 
basin

Filippo MENGA, Ph.D.
University of Bergamo, Italy
filippo.menga@unibg.it

Filippo Menga is Associate Professor of Geography at the University of 
Bergamo, Italy and Associate Editor of the journal Political Geography. His 
research draws predominantly on political ecology, political geography, 
and critical geography to advance an innovative approach to the study 
of water politics, particularly in relation to hydraulic infrastructure and 
the hydropower sector, global water networks and governance, and the 
dialectics of sustainability. Prior to joining the University of Bergamo in 
2021, he held research and teaching positions at the Universities of Reading, Manchester, Oxford 
Brookes and Tallinn.
 
He has published articles on these topics in a wide range of academic journals, including Political 
Geography, Environment and Planning C: Politics and Space, Environment and Planning E: Nature 
and Space, Geoforum, Journal of Political Ecology, Nationalities Papers, and Water Alternatives. He 
is the author of Power and Water in Central Asia (Routledge), and co-editor (with Erik Swyngedouw), 
of Water, Technology and the Nation-State (Earthscan). 

Hydro-Hegemony, Global Water Governance and the Emergence of 
Philantrocapitalism

The talk will begin by providing a brief overview and critical assessment of the hydro-hegemony 
scholarship and the path it has taken in the last few years. This will be followed by a discussion of 
recent trends in global water governance, taking the emergence of philantrocapitalism as the latest 
symptom of the neoliberalisation of water resources. Through this, the presentation will problematize 
the state and its diminishing relevance in the quest to solve the global water crisis.

Keywords: water, hydro-hegemony, global water governance, philantrocapitalism
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András SZÖLLŐSI-NAGY, Ph.D., D.Sc.
National University of Public Service, Hungary 
szollosi-nagy.andras@uni-nke.hu

Szöllősi-Nagy, a civil engineer and hydrologist by training, PhD, DSc, 
is currently Professor and Chair of the Department of Water and 
Environmental Policy at the National University of Public Service 
(UPS), Budapest, Hungary. Earlier he served in UNESCO for more than 
25 years first as Secretary of UNESCO’s International Hydrological 
Programme (IHP) in Paris and later as Rector of the UNESCO-IHE 
Institute for Water Education in Delft, The Netherlands. Recipient of 
several major international awards. He also served as Governor of the World Water Council and 
Chairman of the Intergovernmental Council of IHP. He also serves as Chair of the international 
Sustainable Water Futures Programme/Future Earth, Brisbane, Australia.

Transboundary Water Resources: A Source of Potential Conflicts or 
a Source of Potential Cooperation?

Fresh water is finite and very vulnerable. Water universally sustains life as well as all aspects of 
human society. Its distribution, however, varies a great deal both in space and time, ignoring political 
boundaries and giving, therefore, rise to possible competition between uses and users due to the 
radically decreasing water availability. There is a growing consensus in international environmental 
politics that water is going to be one of the main, if not the main, issues of the 21st century. Ever 
since the 1997 special session of the UN General Assembly, and particularly since the SDG process 
commenced in 2015, freshwater is recognized as a major global issue. A water crisis already set 
in several parts of the world. The current water management practices are not sustainable. If the 
BAU approach is continued, the water SDG will not be reached by 2030. Some even advocate that 
humanity is running out of water as the per capita water availability is less than one third of what 
was available 40 years ago. Of course, this will not happen due to the workings of the hydrological 
cycle. However, it is increasingly felt that global changes, ranging from the impacts of population 
change, and derived changes, such as land use and migration, to those of climate variability, and the 
political use of asymmetric power positions exacerbate the stress on world’s water resources. These 
changes place high demands on the planet’s water resources — and therefore on our vital capacity 
to develop, manage, govern and share water wisely. In a world with 276 river basins, and 592 TB 
aquifers, shared by two or more countries and with 40% of the global population the conflict potential 
of water cannot be denied. The management of water across political territories requires particular 
knowledge and skills to decrease the potential for conflicts and find mutually acceptable solutions 
through enhanced cooperation among the stakeholders. The challenge in this regard is the lack of 
appropriate institutions, ranging from global legal instruments, through data sharing, joint engineering 
design and jointly setting operation rules for the systems shared, up to joint TB basin management 
authorities, respectively. New technologies, ranging from remote sensing through lidar technologies 
to shared model building offer great opportunities to build and reinforce cooperation amongst 
stakeholders and to turn the conflict potential into cooperation potential. The short intervention will 
overview the current global perspective on shared water resources with an attempt to identify major 
likely future challenges along with an outline of potential opportunities for solutions in the context of 
transboundary watersheds and aquifers.

SPEAKERS
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Atal AHMADZAI, Ph.D.
University of Arizona, U.S. 
ahmadzai.atal@gmail.com

Atal Ahmadzai has a PhD in Global Affairs with concentration on 
environmental and human security. His specialization and research fall 
within the thematic intersection of climate change, resource conflicts, 
and development. For his dissertation, he revisited the relationships 
between large dams, human development, and conflicts between 
riparian states. With multilingual proficiency, Dr. Ahmadzai’s regional 
expertise is focused on Center, South, and Western Asia. He has 
years of fieldwork experience and first-hand knowledge on issues pertaining to resource conflict, 
terrorism, and underdevelopment. In addition, Dr. Ahmadzai has years of teaching experience at 
different educational institutions including Rutgers University, Seton Hall University, New Jersey City 
University (NJCU), and University of Arizona.

Water Wars: A Political Myth or a Forthcoming Global Security 
Threat

After a brief period of restraint at the end of the 20th century, states in different regions of the globe 
have returned to building large dams on both trans- and non-transboundary rivers. They deem 
such intervention inevitable and instrumental for their developmental needs and water security. The 
dynamism of states in building large dams also re-ignited the unsettled debate on the role of shared 
basins in the relationships between riparian states. The debate has been dominated by the dichotomy 
of the Cornucopian Cooperation and the Neo-Malthusian Water Wars theses. 

Against the backdrop of this unsettled debate, this study regresses the annual military expenditures 
of the riparian countries comparatively on the number of large dams built on transboundary and 
non-transboundary rivers. Inferentially, no correlation was found between building large dams and 
conflicts among riparian states. The study concludes that building large dams on trans-boundary 
rivers does not cause conflict between riparian states. On the contrary, stakeholders at global and 
national levels, largely global conglomerates, and national establishments, financially and politically 
benefit from the large dam industry. These actors strategically utilize nationalistic, economic, and 
green-initiative discourses to justify the excessive expenditure and the overburdening foreign financial 
deals required to build these dams. 

Keywords: water wars, riparian state conflicts, large dams, transboundary 
rivers, military expenditure

Sameh W. AL-MUQDADI, Ph.D.
Managing Director, Green Charter GC., Germany
sameh@green-charter.de

Sameh is a hydrogeologist who obtained a PhD and a postdoc from the TU 
Bergakademie Freiberg – Germany in water resource management. He is 
the founder of Green Charter GC. - Germany for Water and Environmental 
consulting, research and training services.  As a water expert, he is interested 
in water conflict and resolution; hydropolitics, water governance, water 
diplomacy and international relations and sustainable development goals. He 
has led several international projects and capacity building programs in Europe 
and the Middle East in integrated water resource management and water governance. Sameh firmly believes 
that water could be a source of cooperation and peace rather than a reason for conflict. He is a water and 
environmental activist cooperating with international NGOs focusing on the Middle East, particularly Tigris 
and Euphrates basins and the Nile basin.

The Hydropolitical Cycle and International Relations: The Anarchic 
Nature of Water Conflict and the Way Forward

The conflict or peace over water resources is similar to any other conflict that needs a sufficient 
understanding of the background, roots and triggers. In this context, causality relies on time, 
perspective, and adopted International Relations (IR). Sharing catchment is a challenge that would 
cross political borders and influence riparian countries’ behavior; the state behavior would be formed 
by the one of the key tenets of IR (Realisms, Liberalism, Marxism or Constructivism). Back to 
Thucydides, the father of Realism and his well-known trap theory believes that any war is driven by 
fear, the fear of shifting the balance of power, which would be taken as a threat. As a reaction, the 
state will strengthen itself, which is considered a new threat to another neighboring country. This 
domino effect unleashes tension and pushes aggressively toward a conflict. So is the case with the 
Hydropolitical Cycle (HPC), where the action of development by the upstream country is perceived as 
a threat by the downstream country, especially when building a massive dam. The journey of those 
actions within the HPC will reveal the natural and political consequences of IR theory that the riparian 
countries are adopting. In this context, massive dams would be the main trigger of fear-driven actions 
and the modern symbol of raising power that leads to the Thucydides trap. On the other hand, Hans 
Morgenthau, who systematized classic realism’s basics, believes that the conflict of interest between 
the states would lead to an aggressive anarchic international environment, and raises a question of 
how states survive. Hence, the massive dams might enrich this anarchy. The current research will 
consider the emergence of massive dams as the future weapons of mass destruction in the context 
of IR and collaborate with the anarchic HPC environment, where a global institutional frame/order 
would be essentially required to cope with the risk of water control consequences. The work will also 
provide a practical approach to managing massive dams’ threats by adopting the Dam Index (DI) 
concept. 

Keywords: Hydropolitical Cycle, International Relations, water conflict, massive 
dams, Dam Index
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Róbert BALOGH
Institute of History, Centre for the Humanities, Hungary
balogh.robert@abtk.hu

My hometown is Debrecen, Hungary. As a university student I 
completed part of my courses in Pisa and New Delhi. At the University 
of Debrecen, I am still working on my PhD dissertation that interprets 
the interactions between global change driving the Anthropocene and 
forest management in the Carpathian Basin between 1860 and 1975. 

Currently, I am a junior research fellow of the Institute for Central 
European Studies at the University of Public Service in Budapest, Hungary. There, my main task is 
to carry out research with the aim of finding specifically Central European stakes and responses to 
the ongoing global ecological crisis. 

I am also a member of the research group called “Knowledge, Landscape, Nation and Empire: 
Practices of knowing and transforming landscape in Hungary and the Balkans, 1850-1945”, which is 
based at the Research Centre for the Humanities, Hungarian Academy of Sciences.

The Importance of the Carpathian Basin in the Anthropocene: 
Floods, Land-Use and Energy History cc. 1910-1945

As Peter Balogh has recently showed, the notion of the Carpathian Basin is central to current 
Hungarian geopolitical thinking, yet it is a surprisingly recent one. Although the concept was in the 
making during the post-war peace treaty negotiations of 1919–1920, it was a multi-volume work titled 
Magyar földrajz, magyar föld, magyar faj [Hungarian Geography, Hungarian Land, Hungarian Race] 
that introduced it to the public in 1937. The editor-in-chief of those volumes was a geographer, Gyula 
Prinz. In the paper, I will demonstrate that the notion is related to scientific knowledge production on 
the relationship between forests and rivers. In 1911, the Ministry for Agriculture sent out two of its 
forester officials to study the causes of the devastating floods in a southern county of pre-World War 
I Hungary called Krassó-Szörény. During the war years, one of the deputed experts, Károly Kaán, 
became a top official and State Secretary of the Ministry for Agriculture, a post he held in the early 
1920s. The evidence Kaán collected after the floods in Krassó-Szörény had a major impact on his 
plans to remake the ecological base of the economy in post-World War I Hungary. This was no less 
than a changeover in the perception of the roles of the state in anthropogenic landscape change. It 
manifested in major afforestation and canal building campaigns that were intercepted by the Great 
Depression. I will briefly show that the notion of the Carpathian Basin influenced Hungarian state-
financed efforts of using rivers for energy production during World War II. 

I will highlight that the link between the idea of a Carpathian Basin, land use change and energy 
production means that the notion has a bearing on how the Anthropocene epoch emerged in East-
Central Europe. 

Keywords: forests and floods, desiccation, Carpathian Basin, post-war
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His main focus is International Relations’ connection with environmental policy; thus, he explores 
intersecting topics ranging from Cold War era nuclear testing to contemporary ocean diplomacy. He 
is predominantly a Constructivist, and is often infusing environmental themes with critical security 
theory. In his understanding, the securitization of the environment is a key communication & framing 
tool to reach traditional stakeholders.

Mr. Békés is also the president of the Sustainable Democracy Association, an educational NGO that 
promotes sustainability and other contemporary environmental approaches through creative, artistic 
and interactive methods. He is thus able to combine theoretical and practical, top-down and bottom-
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Ocean Acidification: A Blindspot of International Relations & Law

Ocean acidification is an environmental threat on par with climate change, however, the international 
governance, law and policy discourse is underdeveloped regarding this problem. Without an 
integrated, holistic approach that addresses the entirety of the carbon cycle’s crisis, the results 
are often inaccurate estimates, thus inadequate solutions. Through the lens of the Constructivist 
School of International Relations, we can observe how historical developments and communication 
frameworks have influenced the trajectory of environmental science and policy, culminating in a 
severely under-researched and under-managed ocean domain, despite its size and importance. 
The case study of ocean acidification is a prime example of how terrestrial law and ocean-based 
law have a common blindspot: terrestrial sources of pollution with ocean-based effects lack a policy 
and legal framework to address this issue properly. This also creates a problem for International 
Relations theory, which takes pride in its inherently multidisciplinary nature, yet fails to create a 
theoretical and legal structure to bridge oceanic and terrestrial factors. The presentation will highlight 
how existing legal instruments such as UNCLOS or UNFCCC are inadequate to properly address 
ocean acidification in the context of carbon emissions, but it will also discuss potential solutions to 
enhance the theoretical, policy, governance and research structures in order to gain a more holistic 
understanding of the contemporary environmental crisis. 

Keywords: ocean acidification, water diplomacy, ocean policy, international 
ocean governance, interdisciplinary research
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Regime Evolution and Peaceful Settlement of Disputes in the Nile 
River Basin: An Interdisciplinary Assessment of the Role of Law

The failure to effectively resolve transboundary water disputes has a tremendous impact on the 
regime development in river basins. Also, legal rules are usually blamed for such failures. This has led 
many to doubt the role of law in regime development and the peaceful settlement of water disputes 
in transboundary river basins. Yet, few scholars have identified the gap between the engagement of 
peaceful settlement processes and the effective settlement of transboundary water disputes. Worse 
still, less effort has been devoted to the role of law in regime development and peaceful settlement 
in transboundary river basins. One of the most significant contributions in this area is the work of 
Brunnée and Toope, which utilizes the linkages between the theory of constructivism in international 
relations and the interaction theory of law in examining the role of law in the regime development of 
the Nile River Basin.  
 
Building on the works of Brunnée and Toope, this research will utilize three analytical frameworks — 
namely the effects of norm-generating processes, the effects of water-related agreements, and the 
effects of international water law — for assessing the role of law in the development of the Jordan 
River Basin regime and the settlement of its disputes. Together with the recent developments in 
the Nile River Basin (especially the various processes and attempts to peacefully settle the Grand 
Ethiopian Renaissance Dam (GERD) disputes), and contemporary international water law (in terms 
of the emergence of two global conventions on transboundary river management), the approach 
presents a unique opportunity to re-assess the role of legal norms and to provide for the full range of 
contributions of legal norms in regime development and peaceful settlement of disputes in the basin. 

Keywords: regime evolution, international water law
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Her doctoral thesis is about cooperation and governance of water resources in the Bermejo river, a transboundary 
basin located in southern South America. She is a researcher at the Department of Environment and 
Development, Institute of International Relations (IRI), Faculty of Legal and Social Sciences of the University 
of La Plata since 2013, and her lines of research have been specified in some publications on environmental 
protection in periods of armed conflict (in particular, Arab World), International Environmental and Humanitarian 
Law, adaptation to climate change in transboundary basins, hydrodiplomacy and water security. Previously, she 
has worked for companies and international organizations on issues related to natural resource management.

Binational Governance of Transboundary Basins: Cooperation in the 
Shared Integrated Water Resources Management of the Binational 
Bermejo and Grande de Tarija River Basin, Argentina and Bolivia 
(1995–2019)

There are 263 watersheds around the world that cross the boundaries between two or more nations (Wolf, 
2007; GWP and INBO, 2009); 37 of them are in South America. The most important are the La Plata and 
Amazon basins (SAE, 2013). The Bermejo river basin, shared by Argentina and Bolivia, is an important sub-
basin of La Plata international basin. This basin is 123.162 km2 and its main course is 1.300 km, divided 
into the Up Basin (Up Basin Bolivia and Up Basin Argentina) and the Down Basin Argentina. This basin has 
been historically characterized by social-environmental problems. Its erosion index and sediments volume 
are among the highest in the world. More than 100 million tons (80% equivalent among total) of sediments 
deposit at the Paraguay-Paraná-La Plata river system. 1.3 million people live in the basin. Most of them are 
rural and small agricultural workers, and indigenous communities with a high poverty index (COBINABE, 
2015). 

Regarding international relations issues, the Binational Commission of the Bermejo River (COBINABE) was 
formed by Argentina and Bolivia through the Orán Agreement in 1995 with the purpose of managing this 
binational basin. This research aims to analyze the Argentine–Bolivian governance of the shared integrated 
water resources management of the binational Bermejo basin from 1995 to 2019, based on the following 
problem: How was the binational governance of the Bermejo river basin since 1995? The research concentrates 
on the Argentine–Bolivian governance, and their cooperation in the Bermejo and Grande de Tarija river basin 
integrated management. It will consider theoretical approaches of new institutionalism, updating traditional 
governance theory, and international environmental regimes in International Relations. It employs interviews, 
bibliographic and documentary research, considering case studies as the methodological strategy.

Keywords: transboundary basin, governance, Binational Commission of the Bermejo 
River, participation
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Global South Perspectives on International Relations Theory: New 
Frameworks for Transboundary Water Analysis?

International Relations (IR) are an interdisciplinary field of study, however mainstream IR theories 
possess a Western-centric focus that neglect or non-unequivocally reflect Global South perspectives 
and realities. By this effect, global events, including those related to transboundary water relations, are 
told from a Western perspective. This does not provide enough knowledge to understand developments 
occurring in the Global South, understood here as less economically developed countries, comprising 
a variety of states with diverse levels of economic, cultural, and political influence in the international 
order. In this sense, this article exposes the main aspects of IR theories in the Global South, with a 
focus on Latin America countries, to offer new contributions to the process of theorizing transboundary 
water relations and broaden the field of view within IR theory and transboundary waters. Following a 
qualitative methodology, based on the bibliographic revision of authors from the Global South in IR, 
this paper argues that it is important to incorporate non-Western actors and non-Western thinking in 
order to explore the ways in which different actors challenge, support and shape global and regional 
hydropolitics. This paper calls for more attention to the ways in which the analytical framework on 
transboundary water interactions can include Global South perspectives. The paper concludes with 
some suggestions for future research and policy discussions.

Keyword: Global South, transboundary waters, hydropolitics, IR theories, 
international relations
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Feasible Dream or Complete Failure? Water Diplomacy in the 
Eastern Mediterranean Region

Water scarcity will cause serious challenges in the upcoming decades. The emerging water crisis 
requires new political arrangements, new technological solutions, and the development of new water 
supply chains. Among the possible answers, water trade may be a viable option, as water abundant 
countries could distribute resources by commercializing their water surplus. Water trade, however, 
faces serious obstacles. Possible dependence, political leverage and external control of a basic 
human need are all examples of potential risks. These threats hinder the development of water trade 
cooperation and orient countries struggling with water shortages towards domestic solutions. This 
study attempts to examine theoretical frameworks of water scarcity and water diplomacy, while also 
applies the Turkish experience as a case study for demonstrating constraints of water trade. The 
lecture focuses on the threats posed by global and regional water scarcity and draws attention to the 
opportunities and limitations of water commercialization.

Keywords: water trade, water diplomacy, water scarcity, Turkey
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The Role of Islam in Water Resources Management: Could It Be 
Integrated Into International Water Law Principles (IWLP) for the 
Islamic-Dominated States?

Considering the negative impacts of climate change along with the rapid increase in population in 
Islamic dominated states, e.g. the Middle East, water tension among upstream and downstream 
states is increasing. Despite the importance of water in Islamic culture and Islamic studies, the role of 
religion has been under-valued and under-emphasized by scholars. The aim of this thesis is to assess 
how religion, specifically Islam as the predominant religion in the Middle East, can contribute to water 
conflict resolution among riparian states. Using qualitative research and a case study approach, 
this study has sought to evaluate how water conflict was managed during the time of the Prophet 
Mohammad (610-632); to analyze the differences and commonalities of Islamic Water Management 
Principles (IWMP) with International Water Law Principles (IWLP); and finally to synthesize the two 
sets of principles into one comprehensive policy-oriented framework to address the equitable and 
sustainable use of water in the Middle East. 

The findings from this analysis show not only that IWMP are in conformity with IWLP, but that in 
many cases, IWMP can be more effective. For instance, where international water accords between 
riparian states of a shared river basin are poorly developed and lack enforcement mechanisms 
under IWLP, those upstream can abuse their geographical location, depriving those downstream. By 

contrast, IWMP stress the equitable use of water resources among upstream and downstream users. 
Moreover, although IWLP emphasize the conservation and preservation of ecosystems and the 
environment, riparian states, especially those upstream, can pose significant harm to ecosystems. 
On the other side, Islam as the religion of peace has placed much emphasis on the preservation of 
nature. For example, the verse, “… And waste not by excess, for Allah loves not the wasters” (Quran, 
7:31), illustrates the importance of the sustainable use of the environment. 

It is argued that if Islamic Water Management Principles are incorporated into International Water Law 
Principles, the issues of equitable and sustainable use of water among riparian Muslim-dominated 
states (e.g., Iran, Afghanistan, etc.) can be, to a great extent, resolved.

Keywords: Islamic Water Management Principles, International Water Law 
Principles, Helmand River Basin, Afghanistan, Iran
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Tagging as Flagging: Banal and Not-Quite-Banal Nationalism in 
Discursive References to “Hungarian Carp”

The paper examines references to “Hungarian carp” specifically in the context of the epidemic threat 
of Koi Herpesvirus (KHV) outbreaks as well as under more regular circumstances, in press reports 
as well as decision-maker statements. The aim is to see how the looming possibility of securitisation 
in a transnational and territorially ambiguous threat environment may impact the use — and alter 
the meaning — of nation-tags, in contrast with what happens in non-extraordinary thematic settings. 
Nation-tagging is highlighted here as a noteworthy form of banal nationalism, as per the definition 
originating from Michael Billig. The paper is interested in examining the thesis that banal nationalism 
in certain peculiar contexts can transform into something more meaningful — a hot(ter) form of 
nationalism, or else. It is also interested in presenting a nuanced picture of carp-breeding, to account 
for the extent to which national peculiarities of carp-breeding may be said to exist, to thus address the 
extent of subjectivity involved in utterances concerning the “Hungarian carp”. Beyond the study of this 
specific case, the paper is ultimately interested in conceptualizing a banal form of agronationalism, 
and in broadening the scope of its inquiry accordingly.
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The Role of International Relations Paradigms in Analyzing 
Transboundary Water Security

The purpose of this analysis is to enrich the debate on water security – water security for whom, 
water security by who, how to obtain water security, and why? Water security has gained prominence 
as a concept to frame and analyze the multiple challenges associated with water in the 21st century. 
Despite such interest, the understanding of water security remains incomplete and water security 
analysis has suffered from the under-consideration of three distinct and important issues: The first one 
is the existence of different perceptions of security in general and water security in particular among 
stakeholders and policymakers, especially in the case of transboundary waters. Generally speaking, 
different people would subconsciously have different perceptions of security, and sometimes, despite 
the desirability of security indicators, there may be some sense of insecurity among stakeholders 
about water security. The second one is the existence of the “water-food-energy-environment” nexus 
complexity for achieving water security. Last but not the least is the existence of “securitization” and 
“desecuritization” movements by politicians for achieving political aims. Since security in various 
social, economic, and environmental sectors is directly affected by “water security”, a comprehensive 
understanding of the concept is essential for policymakers. Policymakers and researchers usually 
look just at the entire constellation of beliefs, values, and techniques that their paradigms show them. 
Consequently, it will limit the perceptual field of the researchers, which means only what their favored 
paradigm shows will be explored and understood by them. Hence, avoiding confining researchers’ 
insights to a particular paradigm and developing a comprehensive understanding of different issues 
requires learning for thinking across paradigms, or perhaps beyond paradigms. 
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To address this limitation, in this article, by examining the different dimensions of security, it will be 
shown that in addition to the technical agenda for achieving water security, which has been limited 
by natural scientists and engineers, it is also necessary to pay attention to social, political, and cross-
sectoral agendas. These agendas emphasize the importance of reframing policymaking to achieve 
water and environmental security, given the role of 1) constructed identities in water relations, 2) 
the importance of the ideology of stakeholders, 3) identifying securitization and desecuritization of 
water projects and actions, and 4) taking into account the water-food-energy nexus and the affected 
policies of these components. These components were adopted from social, political, and cross-
sectoral agendas that are more complex and essential in transboundary waters. 

Keywords: water security, identity, ideology, securitization, desecuritization, 
water-food-energy nexus
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A Practice-Based Perspective on Water Diplomacy

The aim of this paper is to discuss the value of International Practice Theory to better understand 
how water conflict and cooperation between states are shaped not only by decisions of governments, 
but also by the practices of diplomats and water officials at different levels.

International Practice Theory (IPT) — building on practice theory approaches in sociology and other 
social sciences — focusses, among others, on routinized types of behavior and tacit knowledge 
that makes what is being done self-evident or common-sense. The analysis of practices can help 
to understand how foreign policy decisions are not (only) caused by strategic interests of states or 
norm-based behavior, but became understood as the only, the best, or the most fair option by the 
actual agents involved in diplomacy. In applying this to water diplomacy, this paper will reflect on 
practices around international water conferences, speeches, talking points, reports, and other written 
documents. 

I will argue that the analysis of these water diplomacy practices can help to understand how decision-
making processes on transboundary waters are impacted by taken-for-granted rules and modes of 
interaction as well as pragmatic and tactical considerations of involved actors at various levels. I will 
substantiate this argument with a practitioner-ethnographic case study of water diplomacy activities 
of third party actors I have worked for. Focus will be on the OSCE, a regional security organization, 
which also addresses water-related aspects of security, and the re-negotiation of its water mandate 
in 2015. I will focus in particular on the practices of international conferences, reporting, and speech 
writing in order to show how mid-level water diplomats use them creatively to navigate within their 
room for manoeuvre and thereby also shape and impact policy decisions and implementation.   
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Analysing the Role of Trust and Epistemic Communities in the Aral Sea 
Basin: A Social Constructivist Approach

In the literature on transboundary water governance, trust is often mentioned as an important factor for initiating but 
also maintaining cooperation. At the same time, mistrust (or lack of trust) is referred to as a barrier to cooperation 
in many basins. 

This paper argues that the Social Constructivist theory of International Relations could be used to explain how trust 
can be built but also erode. Based on the theory, I define trust as belief that the other state would do what is right, 
with ‘right’ being socially constructed and common for both the trustor and the trustee. Among different sources 
of generating such a common understanding of what is ‘right’, the paper focusses on the role that epistemic 
communities of water experts can play in building trust between riparian countries.
 
I will use a case study of the Aral Sea basin in Central Asia, where the lack of trust features prominently in 
explanations of the challenges in water cooperation and data exchange. At the same time, the former Soviet 
republics of the basin (all riparian countries apart from Afghanistan) have a historically grown close network 
of researchers and water experts, which share understandings and paradigms about how to manage water 
best. This epistemic community could be expected to play a positive role both in building trust and in serving as 
facilitators of water-related information-sharing between states.

This paper aims to provide a deeper understanding of the link between epistemic communities and trust by 
analyzing their interwovenness with the political context of the basin. By showing that the Central Asian water 
community did not play the role expected of epistemic communities, we identify factors which create obstacles 
for epistemic communities in a post-Soviet context to support trust-building and data exchange: the dependency 
of science on the political agenda of single countries, the instrumentalization of regional water organizations by 
national interests, the inability to nurture and update their expertise, and the lack of inclusivity for new experts. 
With this, Social Constructivism contributes to revealing the complex dynamics of trust-building and erosion in 
transboundary water cooperation and conflict.
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Landlocked Sea – The Many Boundaries of Caspian Iran

Based upon an extensive review of the literature and a short research project conducted in Iran 
during the summer of 2019, I wish to look into the many ways the Caspian is significant for the Iranian 
society, as well as its place in a wider geopolitical struggle, and the possibility through which Maritime 
Anthropology might benefit transboundary water relations.

When humans create a geographical category and force a body of water into it, such as a sea, it is 
not a surprise that constant problems derive from the fact that human boundaries are being forced 
upon a substance to which it is alien. In 2018, the coastal countries came to an agreement on how 
to divide the natural resources under the Caspian Sea, but delimitation of the seabed is still an 
unresolved issue.

Ownership and territory is a constant problem when dealing with water. When, in 2004, biological 
research conducted in the Sargasso resulted in a biotech company patenting a fluorescent protein, 
the Bermudan Ministry of the Environment objected, but the researchers answered with an interesting 
argument, claiming that the seawater moves quite fast off from Bermuda, and as a result, the collected 
samples were likely to contain bacteria from many Exclusive Economic Zones of many countries in 
the world, making ownership a difficult and complicated issue. No wonder Iran and Russia, as the 
two key players along the Caspian, are very cautious.

Water is not one thing but many; it has states (liquid, solid or gas) but also various symbolic functions. 
Water can be sacred or tainted, a sanctuary or grave, and the key to its very meaning is connected 
to its endless trans-mutability. In case of the Caspian, this is not even just a philosophical or natural 
scientific issue, as at the very center of the transboundary discussion we find the problem of its status, 
or rather the uncertainty of it. Is the Caspian a sea or a lake? The answer holds great significance.

Keywords: Maritime Anthropology, Iran
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She earned her PhD degree in International Relations and Security Studies from Corvinus University 
of Budapest. Her main research focuses on water as a security challenge in Central Asia. Her 
research areas also include large dams as tools of identity construction in the Soviet Union and in 
the post-Soviet region, theories and practice of water security, and women in Soviet Central Asia. 
Her recent publications involve entries in the Palgrave Encyclopaedia of Global Security Studies, 
university textbooks, and articles in New Perspectives and several Hungarian journals.

Water is What States Make of It: Dams and Discourses

One of the main contributions of Constructivist literature to the analysis of transboundary water 
relations is its focus on discourse, and in particular, on the impact of discourses on conflict and 
cooperation over waters. The aim of this presentation is to introduce a telling example about how 
the evolving discourses on large dam projects in Central Asia facilitated regional cooperation during 
the Soviet times, and how, in just a few decades after the fall of the Soviet Union, the shifts in these 
discourses contributed to turning the same projects into the source of conflict amongst the newly 
independent Central Asian states.

The presentation argues that the analysis of the attachment of symbolic meanings to large dam 
projects is an important factor in understanding transboundary water relations, as the related 
discourses both reflect and influence the changes in the perceptions within the political and the 
broader societal spheres of riparian states.

The presentation will first examine the added value of Constructivism in comparison with rationalist 
theories, and then it will focus on the transformative interactions between discourses and transboundary 
water relations. It will analyze and compare Central Asian discourses about large dam projects in 
the Soviet Union and in the case of the independent states of the region, first from a general point of 
view, and through the introduction of the case of the Rogun Dam in Tajikistan afterwards.
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Do We Need a Feminist Approach to Transboundary Water 
Governance?

Transboundary water governance exists at the intersection of two highly masculinized fields: 
diplomacy/international relations and water resources management. In both fields, policy and 
academic positions are mainly held by men. Core ideas, norms, and guiding principles that are 
presented as neutral, are both shaped by men and are based on male experiences. However, beyond 
numbers, the processes, policy priorities and decisions of governance are also highly gendered. For 
instance, gender affects what is seen as ‘normal’ or adequate behavior in negotiations for men and 
women, the reasoning about why to seek confrontation or compromise, and the priorities identified 
in water allocation questions. 

With a few notable exceptions, research that addresses gender and water management or water 
governance has mainly focused on water supply and sanitation at the household level or on local 
management in the agricultural sector. However, empirical studies on the gender dimensions of 
water diplomacy, and the role of men and women in water governance and conflict resolution at an 
interstate level are widely missing.

To address this gap, we will review the (limited) existing academic research as well as our own 
current study that compares gender dynamics in transboundary water governance, and reflect on (1) 
different feminist theoretical approaches used in IR studies and their potential to study gender and 
transboundary waters; and (2) distinct feminist methodological approaches needed for uncovering 
hidden masculinities and structural gender inequalities in this context. Based on this assessment 
we will outline how feminist perspectives can enrich our understanding of transboundary water 
governance. 

Keywords: transboundary water governance, gender dynamics, feminist 
theories and methodological approaches, literature review
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The Tragedy of the Commons and Transboundary Waters in the 
Western Balkans

The continuously increasing competition over national and transboundary natural water resources 
leads towards significant environmental degradation, and thus, potential conflicts and devastating 
ecological consequences. With climate change on the rise, the governance of transboundary waters 
and other environmental matters between two or more countries becomes an increasingly complex 
task that can lead to tensions and defocus regional development. Cross-border environmental 
governance and co-operation could offer a solution for building trust and confidence between and 
among different neighboring countries. Addressing environmental challenges that represent a threat 
to security and regional development requires dialogue and consultation between countries, including 
a wide array of stakeholders. 

However, the state-of-art of Ohrid Lake shared between North Macedonia and Albania and its 
endangered position, also recognized by the latest UNESCO Report, shows a need for an alternative 
approach in strengthening cross-border governance and cooperation for protecting the oldest and 
most biodiverse lake in Europe. Despite the established mechanisms, such as the Lake Ohrid 
Transboundary Management Plan, the recent UNESCO report and the situation on the field highlight 
the necessity for inclusion of local communities from each of the respective countries. Opposite to 
central governance that has shown propensity towards the so-called “Tragedy of the Commons”, local 
participation could strengthen collaborative governance and provide more sustainable protection of 
the shared natural water resource.

This paper will analyze the added value of local communities’ inclusion in cross-border governance 
and the co-operation on transboundary waters. Following the case study of Lake Ohrid, a comparison 
between traditional means of centralized co-operative policies and local participation through a joint 
community-based approach will be elaborated. 
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Chinese Water Diplomacy in the Greater Mekong 
Subregion

The Lancang/Mekong River in East-Southeast Asia originating from PR China, flowing through five 
ASEAN countries, has already become a new hotspot of international water conflicts. The upper 
stream country, China, is interested in exploiting the hydropower capacity of the river to feed the 
energy needs of the Eastern urban territories, while the lower stream, the developing countries, 
and most importantly, the poor people within these states are dependent on the river’s capacity to 
provide water for the agriculture and fish for the fishermen – while governments also started to look 
into the possibilities of hydropower utilization. In the past decades, the Chinese hunger for energy 
reshaped the face of the Chinese section of the river; they have been building dams and reservoirs 
causing water scarcity in the lower sections. The story of the Mekong is not just about the hydropower 
dams though: through the ASEAN–China Free Trade Area agreement, the Belt and Road Initiative, 
and bi- and multilateral agreements China is about to reshape the region and is in control of the 
Mekong River. Through different trade agreements, infrastructure projects and investments Beijing 
can directly influence the fate of these countries and the way in which they can (or cannot) step up 
against the excessive water usage of China, especially since China is also a major player in the lower 
section hydropower development. The presentation builds upon the theories of water nationalism 
and through the Chinese regional interests, on regional securitization.
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EuroMeSCo Joint Policy Study: Ensuring Water Security in the 
Middle East: Policy Implications

Over the last decades, desertification and water-scarcity have become major problems in the Middle 
East, and more specifically in the Eastern Mediterranean region (Jordan, Israel, Lebanon, the 
Occupied Palestinian Territories and Syria). These developments have had significant political and 
socioeconomic impacts for the region. Increasingly securitized, water has been transformed into a 
political card, discouraging inter-state cooperation. Securitization of water has also led to exclusion 
of civil society and non-governmental actors from resource management.

This Joint Policy Study discusses securitization and de-securitization trends in the region and 
examines the policies that can ensure water security. It argues that multilateral cooperation can 
trigger effective cooperation over shared water resources. Furthermore, civil society should be 
reincorporated into management and monitoring of water resources, which would lead to gradual 
desecuritization of this resource.

The study is composed of four chapters. The first one, written by Dr. Christiane Fröhlich clarifies 
the concepts of water securitization and de-securitization, focusing on the Jordan basin as a case 
study, and specifically the Israeli-Palestinian water conflict. The second chapter, written by Tobias 
von Lossow and Mahmoud Shatat, examines the water trends in the region, analyzing the impact 
of water scarcity on local communities and conflicts, with Gaza Strip as a case study. The third 
chapter, authored by Ali Oguz Dirioz, focuses on the existing and attempted cooperation initiatives 
over water resources in the Middle East, analyzing the factors behind the success and failures. The 
last chapter, written by Giulia Giordano and Desirée Quagliarotti, examines the water-energy nexus 
and its associated risks in the Middle East region.

https://www.euromesco.net/publication/ensuring-water-security-in-the-middle-east-policy-implications/
https://www.euromesco.net/publication/ensuring-water-security-in-the-middle-east-policy-implications/

