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I. Glossary

Appropriation: Defined as the exercise of control over property; a taking of possession.

Aquifer and Basin: The terms ‘aquifer’ and ‘basin’ are often used interchangeably for
groundwater. Technically, while groundwater is a domain of flow, basin and aquifer refer to
the layers in which flow takes place (and a basin may therefore have several aquifers or sub-
aquifers). For instance, the Mountain Aquifer is a groundwater basin, flowing underneath much
of the West Bank and central Israel, with several sub-aquifers.

Area A (17 per cent): The 1995 Israeli-Palestinian Interim Agreement on the West Bank and
the Gaza Strip (Oslo Il) divided the West Bank into three Areas. Area A includes those parts of
the West Bank that are under full Palestinian civil and security control. In Area A, which includes
(parts of) six major West Bank cities, the Palestinian authorities assumed “the powers and
responsibilities for internal security and public order,” and the administration of civil spheres,
such as health, education, policing, and other municipal services. However, since 2002, Israel
has retained responsibility for overall security in all areas of the West Bank, and does not
abdicate full authority over Area A.

Area B (24 per cent): Includes those parts of the West Bank that are under full Palestinian
civil control and joint Israeli-Palestinian security control. Within Area B, which encompasses
many Palestinian villages and towns, the Palestinian authorities was vested with the same
functional authorities as in Area A, including public order for Palestinians. However, Israel
retained overriding responsibility for security.

Area C (59 per cent): Includes those parts of the West Bank that are under full Israeli civil and
military control, including land registration, planning, building and designation of land use. It
contains the bulk of Palestinian agricultural and grazing land, water sources and underground
reservoirs.

Brackish water: A mixture of fresh and salty water that contains more salt than fresh water,
but not as much as seawater.

Dunums: A dunum (or dénim, dunam) is a unit of land equal to 1,000 square metres. Land
area in the West Bank, Gaza Strip and Israel has been measured in dunums since the era of
the British Mandate of Palestine.

EWASH: The Emergency Water, Sanitation and Hygiene group (EWASH) is a coalition of 28
agencies, including national and international NGOs, UN agencies, academic and research
institutions, and Palestinian institutions, working in the water and sanitation sector in the OPT.




Fresh water: For the purpose of this study understood as water naturally occurring on ground
surface in rivers, springs, streams, and water naturally occurring underground as groundwater
in aquifers, basins and underground streams. It is generally characterised by having low
concentrations of dissolved salts and other totally dissolved solids.

Green Line: The 1949 Armistice Line, which is internationally accepted as the boundary
between Israel and the OPT. Its name derives from the green ink used to draw the line on the
map during the peace talks.

Groundwater: Water that is located beneath the ground surface and moves along soll
pore spaces or in joints, fractures and karstic conduits within or across the rock formations.
Groundwater is usually recharged from rain and eventually flows to the surface naturally, often
at springs and seeps.

International watercourse: Defined underArticle 2(b) of the 1997 UN Watercourses Convention
as “a watercourse, parts of which are situated in different States” (see Watercourse).

Israeli Civil Administration: The body responsible for the implementation of Israel’s
government policy in the West Bank. It is part of the Coordinator of Government Activities in
the Territories, which is a unit in the Israeli Ministry of Defence.

Israeli settlement enterprise: For the purpose of this study, the Israeli settlement enterprise
must be understood as to encompass all physical and non-physical structures and processes
that constitute, enable and support the establishment, expansion and maintenance of Israeli
residential communities beyond the 1949 Green Line in the OPT.

Lateral inflows and outflows: The volume of water that flows from one basin or aquifer to
another or to the adjacent water body.

Occupied Palestinian Territory (OPT): The OPT refers to the territory occupied by Israel
since the 1967 Six Day War. It is now composed of two discontinuous regions, the West Bank,
including East Jerusalem, and the Gaza Strip.

Operation “Cast Lead:” The 2008-2009 Israeli wide-ranging military offensive against the
Gaza Strip, launched on the morning of 27 December 2008 and lasting for 22 days.

Return flows: Water that could come from leaking supply networks, agricultural irrigation
flows, and domestic or industrial sewage and feed natural water resources, such as surface or
groundwater bodies.

Shared water resources (also named: Transboundary water resources): Aquifers and
basins resources that are shared by two or more politically, economically or culturally distinct
communities. Mainly: the Jordan River, the Coastal Aquifer and the Mountain Aquifer. The

10

Oslo Accords contain provisions applicable to the Mountain Aquifer only. Smaller shared
watercourses or resources also include for example Wadi Gaza (emerging from Hebron or
other, minor aquifers).

Total recharge: The recharge from rain infiltration plus return flows and lateral basin inflows
minus lateral outflows.

Watercourse: Defined under Article 2(a) of the 1997 UN Watercourses Convention “a system
of surface waters and groundwaters constituting by virtue of their physical relationship a unitary
whole and normally flowing into a common terminus.”

Watercourse State: Defined under Article 2(c) of the 1997 UN Watercourses Convention as
“a State Party to the [UN Watercourses] Convention in whose territory part of an international
watercourse is situated” (see Watercourse; International watercourse).
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V. Executive Summary:

Water For One People Only: Discriminatory Access and ‘Water-Apartheid’ in the OPT

Israeli per capita consumption of water for domestic use is four to five times higher than that
of the Palestinian population of the Occupied Palestinian Territory (OPT). In the West Bank,
the Israeli settler population, numbering more than 500,000, consumes approximately six
times the amount of water used by the Palestinian population of almost 2.6 million; this
discrepancy is even greater when water used for agricultural purposes is taken into account.

Contrary to popular belief, water is not, and has not been, scarce in the region, which contains
three main sources of natural fresh water. As water does not follow territorial boundaries,
the Jordan River, the Mountain Aquifer and the Coastal Aquifer are shared between Israel
and Palestine.

The level of unrestricted access to water enjoyed by those residing in Israel and Israeli
settlers demonstrates that resources are plentiful and that the lack of sufficient water for
Palestinians is a direct result of Israel’s discriminatory policies in water management.

Israel’s Illegal Exercise of Sovereign Rights over Water Resources

At present, the water sector in the OPT and Israel is characterised by highly asymmetrical
overexploitation of damageable shared water resources, exhaustion of long-term storage,
deterioration of water quality and increasing levels of demand driven by high population
growth, accompanied by decreasing per capita supplies. However, the burden is
disproportionately borne by the Palestinian population, who are impeded from exercising
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effective control over the development and management of the available water resources
in the region.

Since 1967, Israel has exerted considerable military and political efforts, including the
establishment of settlements, to illegally exercise sovereign rights over Palestinian water
resources. A series of military orders — still in force and applicable only to Palestinians —
integrated the water system of the OPT into the Israeli system, while at the same time
denying Palestinian control over this vital resource.

This integration was significantly advanced in 1982 by the transfer of ownership of Palestinian
water infrastructure in the West Bank to Israel’s national water company ‘Mekorot, which has
forced Palestinians to rely on the company to meet their annual water needs. The company
supplies almost half the domestic water consumed by Palestinian communities in the West
Bank, making it the largest single supplier in the West Bank. In addition to Israel’s exclusive
control over water resources, ‘Mekorot’ directly extracts water from the Palestinian share of
the water resources in order to supply copious amounts to Israeli settlements.

The conclusion of the Oslo Accords, contrary to Palestinians’ expectations, did not result in
greater access to the water resources in the OPT, but merely formalised a discriminatory
management regime that was largely already in place. In reality, the Oslo Il water regime
is a continuation and preservation of Israel’s exclusive control over the Mountain Aquifer
and facilitates its illegal exercise of sovereign rights over the water resources in the OPT. In
contrast, ‘Mekorot’ routinely reduces Palestinian supply — sometimes by as much as 50 per
cent — during the summer months in order to meet consumption needs in the settlements.

Current Israeli Methods to Maintain Hegemony

In parallel, Israel actively prevents the construction and maintenance of water infrastructure
in 59 per cent of the West Bank, earmarked Area C. This has primarily been achieved through
the systematic denial of permits for any construction or rehabilitation of water infrastructure.
Any water structure built without a permit from the Israeli authorities — permits that are
virtually impossible to obtain — risks demolition. In contrast, Israeli settlers are not required
to obtain a permit from the Israeli Civil Administration and, unlike Palestinian communities,
all settlements in the OPT are connected to a water network.

The Israeli military authorities regularly target water collection systems for confiscation and
destruction, including those provided by humanitarian organisations. They do so on the
pretext that such systems were constructed without an Israeli permit. In the Gaza Strip,
destruction of water infrastructure frequently occurs during Israeli military operations, such
as air strikes and ground incursions.

Furthermore, due to the absence of any policy coordination between Israel and the Gaza Strip
with regard to the Coastal Aquifer, both authorities are currently over-extracting. The over-
extraction and pollution of the Coastal Aquifer have resulted in a progressive deterioration
of the water quality in the Gaza Strip. The groundwater levels in the aquifer have fallen
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below sea level and saline water and sewage have infiltrated the aquifer, rendering 90 to 95
per cent of the water it supplies unfit for human consumption.

Legal Analysis

As the Occupying Power sharing a considerable portion of the region’s water resources with
the Palestinians, Israel‘s governance and use of transboundary water resources must be
conducted not only in compliance with general principles of international law and customary
international law, but also in accordance with the rules provided by international humanitarian
law (IHL), international human rights law (IHRL) and international water law (IWL).

Under IHL, the Occupying Power does not acquire sovereign rights over the occupied territory
and the natural resources therein. As such, Israel acts merely as the de facto administrator
of the occupied territory. The administration of the territory must preserve the sovereign
rights of the occupied population — thus protecting the occupied population and their
property from exploitation and depletion by the Occupying Power. In particular, IHL imposes
strict limitations on the Occupying Power’s use of property and natural resources available
in the occupied territory, thereby preventing the Occupied Power from exploiting the wealth
of the occupied territory to benefit its own economy.

Israel has extensively and unlawfully appropriated Palestinian water resources in the OPT for
the sole benefit of those residing in Israel and Israeli colonies, while maintaining a practice
of extensive destruction of Palestinian water infrastructure. These policies and practices are
aimed at forcibly transferring Palestinian communities from their homes, thereby emptying
the most fertile and water-rich areas of the West Bank of its Palestinian inhabitants, which is
instrumental to Israel’s unlawful transfer of its own civilian population into occupied territory.

As such, Israelisin violation of Articles 43, 46, 53 and 55 of the Hague Regulations and Articles
49 and 53 of the Fourth Geneva Convention. As a High Contracting Party to the Geneva
Conventions, Israel has an obligation to put an end to all violations of IHL and investigate and
prosecute those responsible for violations of the Conventions.

Through its policies, Israel illegally exercises sovereign rights over Palestinian natural sources.
This demonstrates the existence of a governmental policy aimed at dispossessing the
Palestinian population of their natural wealth. This orchestrated dispossession constitutes an
infringement on the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination and to permanent
sovereignty over their natural resources.

In addition, Israel consistently fails to meet its obligations under IHRL by refusing to respect,
protect and fulfil the right of the Palestinian people to water, which is derived from existing
human rights treaties, to which Israel is a State party. Israel excessively and relentlessly
extracts far beyond its equitable and reasonable share of the transboundary waters, thereby
causingsignificant harmthrough increased pollution and salination of the watercourses. Israel
also refuses to cooperate in the maintenance, protection and preservation of transboundary
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watercourses and water installations. Thus, Israel is in violation of its obligations vis-a-vis
Palestine as a watercourse State under the customary principles of international water law.

In order to meet its obligations under these international legal frameworks, the Israeli
authorities must immediately cease all internationally wrongful acts, offer appropriate
guarantees of non-repetition and make full reparations for the injury caused, including
material or moral damages.

Colonialism and ‘Water-Apartheid’

Israel’s policies and practices in the OPT have created a situation of occupation in which
natural resources are unlawfully exploited and appropriated. Israel’'s water policies
represent only one element of an irreversible structural process that can only be described
as colonial. Israel’s intention to permanently change the status of the occupied territory,
de facto exercising sovereignty, reveals itself through the establishment and expansion of
settlements in the West Bank (currently over 200) and by the creation of a network of roads
and flourishing agricultural enterprises for their benefit. The presence of settlements aims to
permanently deny the Palestinian population the exercise of their right to self-determination
by fragmenting the OPT and preventing the Palestinian people from exercising sovereignty
over natural resources, in particular land and water.

A troika of key legislative measures and institutionalised policies and practices have enabled
Israel to illegally exercise sovereign rights over Palestinian water resources, with the
ultimate goal of satisfying its own interests. As such, these policies and practices have laid
the foundations and underpin the three principal pillars of Israel’s ‘water-apartheid.

The first pillar requires the identification of two distinct racial groups; the Palestinians and
‘Jewish-Israelis, meaning ‘Israelis with Jewish identity” The second pillar is comprised of
policies and practises that facilitate the demarcation along racial lines of the two groups.
This has allowed Israel to maintain a system intended to segregate the population into
different geographical areas. Jewish-Israelis are privileged, as they have an uninterrupted
and abundant supply of water, while Palestinians are denied their basic right to water and
full development as a group. The third pillar upon which Israel’s ‘water-apartheid’ rests is
its use of the pretext of ‘security’ to justify the commission of inhuman acts against the
Palestinians as a group. Israel’s policies and practices in relation to water do not occur in a
vacuum, but are integrated in an institutionalised system of Jewish-Israeli domination and
oppression of the Palestinians as a group —thus amounting to a system of ‘water-apartheid.’

These violations amount to breaches of peremptory norms of international law, including
the right to self-determination, the prohibition of extensive destruction and appropriation
of property, as well as the international legal prohibitions of colonialism and apartheid.
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Legal Consequences for Third-Party States

By virtue of Israel’s breaches of peremptory norms of international law, certain obligations
arise for third-party States. Article 41 of the International Law Commission Draft Articles on
State Responsibility, which reflects customary international law, affirms that in the case of
breaches of peremptory norms of international law, all States are under an obligation not
to recognise the situation as lawful, not to render aid or assistance in maintaining the illegal
situation, and to actively cooperate in order to bring it to an end.

Conclusion and Recommendations

While the violations of international law set out in this study entail responsibilities for Israel
and for third-party States to bring the illegal situation to an end, the current state of the
water sector in the OPT and Israel will not improve unless structural changes are made to
the use and management of the shared water resources. These changes, in the intermediate
term, should include removing physical and administrative restrictions on Palestinian access
to and use of the shared water resources, as well as halting the extraction of water from the
Palestinian share of the transboundary water resources by corporations and agents acting
under Israel’s authority. However, ultimately, lasting structural changes will require bringing
Israel’s occupation of the OPT to an end and substantially reforming the relationship to one
of equal partnership in the administration of water resources based on reasonable and
equitable standards. To ensure that Palestinians can exercise their full rights in the OPT,
the access to, use and allocation of shared water resources must not be determined on the
basis of one side’s dominant negotiating power over the other, but must strictly abide by
international legal norms.
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1. Introduction

For many years, the Palestinian population of the West Bank, including East Jerusalem, and
the Gaza Strip, has suffered from a shortage of clean, safe water. However, despite alarming
predictions of insufficient drinking water supplies by 2040, based on the expected population
growth in the Occupied Palestinian Territory (OPT), Jordan and Israel, water is not and has
not been scarce in the region.?

At present, the water sector in the OPT and Israel is characterised by highly asymmetrical
overexploitation of damageable shared water resources, exhaustion of long-term storage,
deterioration of water quality and increasing levels of demand driven by high population
growth and accompanied by decreasing per capita supplies. However, the burden is
disproportionately borne by the Palestinian population, who are impeded from exercising
effective control over the development and management of the available water resources
in the region.?

Measures taken by the Israeli authorities, including the relentless expansion of settlements,?
continue to deprive Palestinians of vital water resources necessary for a dignified standard
of living. Palestinian communities are left fragmented and confined to shrinking areas. These
areas resemble a land-locked archipelago of territory in which essential human rights, and
more specifically the right to water, are continuously denied.

Israel’s illegal exercise of sovereign rights over the water resources in the West Bank and
the Gaza Strip attests to its ‘self-interested administration’ of the region’s shared water
resources.* Israel’s water supply system, allocation of available water resources and denial
of Palestinian access to and control over shared water resources have become a clear
testament to its colonial and apartheid motives. The “creeping annexation” of Palestinian
lands facilitates the territorial integration of the West Bank into Israel.> Meanwhile, Israeli
interests are simultaneously served through Israel’s disproportionate share of water supplies,
which are allocated to those residing in Israel proper and in Israeli colonies in the OPT at the
expense of Palestinians entitled to access to the same water resources.®

1 | Scobbie, ‘Natural Resources and Belligerent Occupation: Mutation through Permanent Sovereignty’ in S Bowen (ed.) Human Rights, Self-
Determination and Political Change in the Occupied Palestinian Territories (Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, The Hague, 1997) 221.

2 G Abouali, ‘Natural Resources Under Occupation: The Status of Palestinian Water Under International Law’ (1998) 10 Pace International Law
Review, 422.

3 Settlements and colonies are used interchangeably throughout this study.

4 J Stein, ‘Waging Waterfare: Israel, Palestinians, and the Need for a New Hydro-Logic to Govern Water Rights Under Occupation’ (2011) 44 New
York University Journal of International Law and Politics, 174.

5 International Fact-Finding Mission on Settlements, ‘Report of the independent international fact-finding mission to investigate the implications
of the Israeli settlements on the civil, political, economic, social, and cultural rights of the Palestinian people throughout the Occupied Palestinian
Territory, including East Jerusalem’ Advanced Unedited Version (January 2013) UNHRC 22 session, paragraph 101.

6 J Selby, ‘Joint Mismanagement: Reappraising the Oslo Water Regime’ (2006) in H Shuval and H Dwick (eds), Proceedings of the Second
Israeli-Palestinian International Conference on Water for Life in the Middle East (Antalya, Turkey, 10-14 October 2004) (Israel/Palestine Centre for
Research and Information, Jerusalem).
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2. Geography and Hydrology of Water Resources in the OPT

The region has three main sources of natural fresh water; the Jordan River, the most
important shared surface water resource for the five riparian States;’ the Mountain Aquifer®
and the Coastal Aquifer, two major productive groundwater resources shared between Israel
and Palestine.’
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Figure 1: Map of all water resources in the region - Al-Haq®©.

7  The five riparian States are Lebanon, Syria, Israel, Palestine and Jordan.

8 By virtue of its geographical location, hydrological qualities and productivity, as well as the importance assigned to it by the Oslo Accords, this
study considers the Mountain Aquifer as the principle groundwater resource.

9 This study does not include the unshared water resources in the region. Unshared water basins, such as the Eocene aquifers around Nablus-
Jenin, the Pleistocene aquifers in the Jordan Valley and the Neogene aquifers in Wadi Fari’a, are often of shallow depths and are fully used. They
are not included in the shared water resources as defined under the Oslo Accords, which only deal with the Mountain Aquifer. See further, C
Messerschmid, ‘Back to the Basics — Policy Options for Palestinian Water Sector Development’ (2011) Draft Paper Presented at Birzeit University
Conference: “Water in Palestine” (1 November 2011) 1.
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2.1. Jordan River

CITRIE, SYRIAN ARAD
PUBLIC
LERANDA Sidon,
RAQ
ISHAEL .
- K
Legend FOROAN " iNabatiyE, £
. -
s |nternational boundary EGYPT Tyre. ..
. |
— === Amustice demarcation line sAuDt i ' |
ARAHLA
- Administrative bound ) £ :
L. IT!IHIB ve boundary LEBANON / 4 1) Qunaytican
@ apital, town L g =2 J | -
—r \ .
River basin SYRIAN ARAB
3 IE REPUBLIC
5 Lake g-’ Haifa 9
Salt pan & s f 4
i River, intermittent rivar g 15 RAE!;(‘ Tm,g;h As Suwayda
Canal & £ ’{\ L f -
- Dam é y 4
& | gL T
¥ €
@ Zonw of imigation o ) .
EED development é’ 4 L’ -
. Imigation schame 1S e =113 ]| s, ~
Netanya, | " A h 0 T~ (¢
LSS Tulkarm E o«
i Nablus
.
PRSI _J.“"— ity . WEST JORDAN
Abern Equnl Arna Prjoction | BANK
FAQ - AQUASTAT, 2009 &
® [%. . Ramallah
Disclaimer 7 » Jduricho
Tha designations eemplayed and the o .
prusoniniian of material in i publication ' = S
0 P ity e expraaion of ey oprion - Jerusalem
whatsoever on the part of fha Food and . i s iy
-‘.‘l_:_l.ullule(,\f\]nm(:-‘unjl :jmml;msg P At - -
[ ncarming the egal siaa A . A o
Sy couriry. ooy, Sl of 790 0 o i 4" Belhlshem \-7 Madabaiit ",
auhorities, or concorming the dedmitation i ¥
o it Wrorksers of bevrdarios &

Figure 2: Map of the Jordan River.'

Originating from three main springs,*! the Jordan River is around 360 kilometres in length,*?
with a surface catchment area of about 18,500 square kilometres, of which 37 per cent
is located in upstream riparian Israel,** 10 per cent in upstream riparian Syria, 4 per cent
in upstream riparian Lebanon, 40 per cent in downstream riparian Jordan, and 9 per cent
in downstream riparian West Bank (see Figure 3).}* The total natural pre-utilisation flow
available from the Jordan River surface water stream is estimated to be between 1,213 and
1,399 mcm annually.®

The Upper Jordan River flows south into Lake Tiberias, which provides the largest
freshwater storage capacity along the Jordan River. Lake Tiberias drains into the Lower
Jordan River, which winds further south through the Jordan Valley to its terminus in the
Dead Sea.’®

10 Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO), ‘Irrigation in the Middle East Region in Figures - AQUASTAT Survey — 2008’ (FAO Water Reports
34) (2009) 83.

11 The Banias in the occupied Golan Heights, the Dan in northern Israel and the Hasbani in southern Lebanon.

12 S McCaffrey, The Law of International Watercourses (2™ ed.) (Oxford University Press, New York, 2007) 308.
13 This includes the surface catchment area located in the occupied Golan Heights.

14 FAO (n 10) 82.

15 D Phillips, S Attili, S McCaffrey and J Murray, ‘The Jordan River Basin: 1. Clarification of the Allocations in the Johnston Plan’ (2007) 32 Water
International, 27; D Phillips, S Attili, S McCaffrey and J Murray, ‘The Jordan River Basin: 2. Potential Future Allocations to the Co-Riparians’ (2007)
32 Water International, 45, 47, 49. Other plans proposed for allocation of the Jordan River water resources between the five riparian States have
estimated the potential volume of the basin as high as 1,503 mcm/yr. See D Phillips, S Attili, S McCaffrey and J Murray, ‘The Jordan River Basin: 1.
Clarification of the Allocations in the Johnston Plan’ /bid, 26-27.

16 S McCaffrey, The Law of International Watercourses (n 12) 309.
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Figure 3: Surface catchment area Jordan River.’”

The Jordan River is recognised as the eastern 5
border of Palestine, but since Israel occupied the d
West Bank in 1967, it has denied its Palestinian Since Israel occupied the West

inhabitants physical access to the riverbanks and Bank in 1967, it has denied its
to their ‘equitable and reasonable share’ of the Palestinian inhabitants physical
Jordan River’s water resources.'®* While only 37 per access to the riverbanks and to
cent of the surface catchment area of the Jordan their ‘equitable and reasonable

River Basin is located in Israel, it exploits around
50 per cent of this shared water resource.?®

share’ of the Jordan River’s

water resources. bb

Israel diverts the Jordan River’s flow upstream
through Israel’s National Water Carrier (NWC),
a project crucial to Israel’s planned growth and development of the coastal and desert
regions.?° The Jordan River supplies up to 700 mcm every year of water to Israel,?* which,

17 FAO (n 10) 82.
18 See Section 5.4. of this study.
19 D Phillips, S Attili, S McCaffrey and J Murray, ‘The Jordan River Basin: 2. Potential Future Allocations to the Co-Riparians’ (n 15) 49.

20 The National Water Carrier (NWC) is a pipeline of three meters in diameter, carrying some 1 mcm of water per day from Lake Tiberias in the
north Israel to the coastal cities of Haifa and Tel Aviv and to the Negev Desert in the south. The NWC continues to severely affect the water supply
for Israel’s neighbouring countries, especially Jordan as the lower reaches of the Jordan River were reduced to “a saline trickle, leaving Jordanian
farms along its east bank desperately short of water.” S McCaffrey, The Law of International Watercourses (n 12) 21, ft. 145. See also, FAO (n
10) 85, 219.

21 D Phillips, S Attili, S McCaffrey and J Murray, ‘The Jordan River Basin: 2. Potential Future Allocations to the Co-Riparians’ (n 15) 49. Of the total
average annual inflow of water from the Jordan River into Lake Tiberias, some 250 mcm/yr serve consumers in the region, while about 450 mcm/yr
are withdrawn to serve consumers throughout Israel by means of the NWC. See FAO (n 10) 219.
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according to some commentators satisfies, one third of Israel’s total water use.?

The diversion of the flow upstream has not only deprived Palestinians of this crucial source
of water, but has also contributed to a rapid and unprecedented drop in the Dead Sea’s
water levels,?® thereby scarring the landscape, polluting the environment and has irrevocably
damaged dependent ecosystems.?*

2.2. Mountain Aquifer

The Mountain Aquifer extends across both sides of the 1949 Green Line and is therefore
shared between Israel, the downstream riparian, and Palestine, the upstreamriparian. Itisthe
largest water resource in the region and provides 5

the highest quality of natural groundwater, from d

an estimated potential yield officially set and Approximately 80 per cent

agreed upon politically under the Oslo Accords at of the water that annually
679 mcm annually.”> Approximately 80 per cent recharges the aquifer comes
of the water that annually recharges the aquifer from the West Bank.

comes from the West Bank. The Mountain Aquifer bb

is divided into three basins: the Western Aquifer
Basin (WAB), North-Eastern Aquifer Basin (NEAB) (also known as Northern) and Eastern
Aquifer Basin (EAB).

The Western Aquifer Basin is the largest and most productive aquifer. With the politically
identified figure for its estimated potential set at 362 mcm annually, it yields more water than
the North-Eastern and Eastern Aquifer Basins put together.?® The majority of the Western
Aquifer’s water originates from the West Bank, which holds 80 per cent of its recharge area.
However, 80 per cent of the Western Aquifer Basin’s storage area is located inside Israel.?’

22 D Phillips, S Attili, S McCaffrey and J Murray, ‘The Jordan River Basin: 2. Potential Future Allocations to the Co-Riparians’ (n 15) 55. Other
commentators have estimated that the Jordan River supplies at least 800 mcm per year of water to Israel, and arguing that Israel utilises Jordan
River water to satisfy much more than one third of its total water use.

23 According to Human Rights Watch, “the level of the Dead Sea is dropping by one meter per year.” Human Rights Watch (HRW), ‘Separate and
Unequal: Israel’s Discriminatory Treatment of Palestinians in the Occupied Palestinian Territories’ (December 2010) 17.

24 In some areas, the shores have retreated nearly half a kilometre. Al-Haq, ‘Pillage of the Dead Sea: Israel’s Unlawful Appropriation of the Natural
Resources of the Occupied Palestinian Territory’ (September 2012) 17 fn. 22.

25 The ‘estimated potential’ of 679 mcm/yr is the overall politically identified figure under the Oslo Accords from which a portion is to be allocated
to the Palestinians. Based on this figure, the Oslo Accords identity specific figures for the ‘estimated potential’ of each basin. It has been alleged
that Israel has used a lower figure during the negotiations of the Oslo Accords in order to prevent Palestinians from using the water resources of
the North-Eastern and Western Aquifer, which it claims were fully utilised at the time of conclusion of the Oslo Accords. (See Amnesty International,
‘Troubled Waters: Palestinians Denied Fair Access to Water’ (October 2009) 18.) Apart from such political considerations, the total natural discharge
of the Mountain Aquifer is subject to extreme seasonal and annual variations. Therefore, when using the figure of 679 mcm/yr, it must be born in
mind that this is a political figure and not necessarily a scientifically accurate representation of the recharge capacity of the resource. The World
Bank estimates the Mountain Aquifers’ recharge capacity between 620-887 mcm/yr. World Bank, ‘West Bank and Gaza: Assessment of Restrictions
on Palestinian Water Sector Development’, Sector Note (April 2009) 11.

26  For an overview of the annual recharge capacity from rainfall in the Western Aquifer Basin, see G Weinberger, ‘The Natural Water
Resources between the Mediterranean Sea and the Jordan River’ (2012) (Hydrological Service of Israel (HSI)) <http://www.water.gov.il/Hebrew/

ProfessionallnfoAndData/Data-Hidrologeime/DocLib4/water report-MEDITERRANEAN-SEA-AND-THE-JORDAN.pdf> accessed 22 March 2013.

27 Applied Research Institute - Jerusalem (ARIJ), ‘Water resource allocations in the occupied Palestinian territory: Responding to Israeli claims’
(June 2012) 6. See also Amnesty International, ‘Troubled Waters’ (n 25) 18; and World Bank, ‘West Bank and Gaza: Assessment of Restrictions on
Palestinian Water Sector Development’ (n 25) 7, 11.
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The North-Eastern Aquifer Basin is the smallest of the three aquifers with a politically agreed
upon estimated potential yield of 145 mcm annually.? More than 80 per cent of the North-
Eastern Aquifer Basin lies in the West Bank, and the remainder crosses into Israel. While the
North-Eastern Aquifer Basin is entirely recharged inside the West Bank, Palestinians have
access less than 20 per cent of the aquifer’s annual yield for both irrigation and domestic
purposes.?

The Eastern Aquifer Basin, with politically agreed upon estimated potential yield of 172 mcm
annually,® lies almost entirely within the West
Bank territory, with no relevant in- or outflows 66

from Israel.** Despite this, Israel exerts exclusive The Mountain Aquifer’s water
control over more than 70 per cent of all water resources are currently under
produced by the Eastern Aquifer Basin, thereby near exclusive privileged use by
preventing Palestinians from accessing their Israeli wells and Jordan Valley
rightful share of this resource.* settler wells. 2
Since 1967, Israel has expanded its control over b

the Mountain Aquifer, and has especially aimed

to conserve its absolute control over the recharge areas of the Western, North-Eastern and
Eastern Aquifer Basins, which are almost entirely located in the West Bank. Crucially, Israel
does not only exercise full control, but also prevents any Palestinian use of these shared
water resources by continuously diverting the flow of water into Israel. Figure 5 shows that
the Mountain Aquifer’s water resources are “currently under near-exclusive privileged use
by Israeli wells and Jordan Valley settler wells.”3® While the water flows from the North-
Eastern and the Eastern Aquifer Basin are located almost entirely in the West Bank, as is
more than two-thirds of the Western Aquifer Basin’s recharge area, a simple mathematical
equation demonstrates that Israel extracts 89 per cent of the water from the Mountain
Aquifer system annually, leaving a mere 11 per cent to the Palestinians.?*

28 The World Bank estimates the North-Eastern Aquifer Basin’s recharge capacity between 130-200 mem/yr. World Bank, ‘West Bank and Gaza:
Assessment of Restrictions on Palestinian Water Sector Development’ (n 25) 11.

29 ARU, ‘Water resource allocations in the occupied Palestinian territory: Responding to Israeli claims’ (n 27) 6. See also Amnesty International,
‘Troubled Waters’ (n 25) 18; and World Bank, ‘West Bank and Gaza: Assessment of Restrictions on Palestinian Water Sector Development’ (n 25)
7,11,

30 The World Bank estimates the Eastern Aquifer Basin’s recharge capacity between 155-237 mcm/yr. World Bank, ‘West Bank and Gaza:
Assessment of Restrictions on Palestinian Water Sector Development’ (n 25) 11.

31 It was long thought that the Eastern Aquifer was located entirely in the West Bank and as such not shared with Israel. However, more recent
hydrological maps suggest that the Eastern Aquifer Basin stretches southwards from the West Bank, just crossing the Green line into Israel. S
McCaffrey, The Law of International Watercourses (n 12) 319. See further, ARIJ, ‘Water resource allocations in the occupied Palestinian territory:
Responding to Israeli claims’ (n 27) 6; and, G Abouali, ‘Natural Resources Under Occupation: The Status of Palestinian Water Under International
Law’ (n 2) 420.

32 See Section 5.4. of this study for a further elaboration on the principle of ‘equitable and reasonable utilisation’ under international water law.
33 C Messerschmid, ‘Back to the Basics’ (n 9) 1.

34 International Fact-Finding Mission on Settlements (n 5) paragraph 81. This figure is also published in, M Richard and J Isaac, ‘The Water
Regime in the West Bank’ This Week in Palestine (October 2012) <http://www.thisweekinpalestine.com/details.php?id=3844&ed=211&edid=211>
accessed 22 March 2013.
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The figures represent the average outflows between 1995 and 2007 (in mcm/yr unless otherwise stated).>

2.3. Coastal Aquifer

The Coastal Aquifer is located under the coastal plain of Israel, the Gaza Strip, and the Sinai
Peninsula.?® As a shared transboundary water
resource, Israel and the Gaza Strip both rely 66

on this aquifer for their water supply. The 1.6 1.6 million Palestinians living
million Palestinians living in the Gaza Strip are in the Gaza Strip are dependent
dependent on extraction from the southern end on extraction from the southern

of the Coastal Aquifer, which is the only source end of the Coastal Aquifer. )
of natural water available to the Gaza Strip.*’ b

Israel, on the other hand, has several other water
resources available.?®

35 Information is courtesy to Clemens Messerschmid and collected from the Palestinian Water Authority (PWA) Data Base and the HIS (2008). All
West Bank figures are cross-calculations from PWA- and HIS-data. C Messerschmid, ‘Back to the Basics’ (n 9) 19.

36 Relevant for this study is its 120 kilometres extension along the Mediterranean coastline from the Gaza Strip in the south to Mount Carmel in
the north.

37 Palestinian Central Bureau of Statics (PCBS), ‘On the Eve of the International Population Day 11/7/2011’ (Press Release) (11 July 2011) <http://
www.pcbs.gov.ps/Portals/_pcbs/PressRelease/InternationalPopDay2011E.pdf> accessed 22 March 2013.

38 Forinstance, Israel’'s use of the Jordan River as discussed in Section 2.1. of this study and its use of the water resources of Lake Tiberias in
northern Israel (see fn. 20 above). According to ‘Mekorot, Israel’'s national water company, Lake Tiberias supplies “approximately 30 per cent of
Israel’s drinking water supply, [some] 242 million cubic meters in 2006.” See official ‘Mekorot’ website <http://www.mekorot.co.il/Eng/Mekorot/Pages/
IsraelsWaterSupplySystem.aspx> accessed 22 March 2013.

28

Figure 6: Map of the Coastal Aquifer -Al-Haq®©.

The Coastal Aquifer is not only replenished by direct rainfall, but also by artificial recharge,*®
agricultural return flows, lateral groundwater infiltrations and seawater intrusions. This
brings its total average annual recharge capacity up to 426 mcm in Israel, and some 146
mcm per year in the Gaza Strip.*® While Israel extracted 39 mcm per year beyond its average
recharge capacity in 2006-2007,* total extractions in the Gaza Strip exceeded average
recharge capacity by 31 mcm (more than 20 per cent) per year in 2008-2009.4

Conclusions on the Gaza Strip’s use of the Coastal Aquifer:
1. One fifth of the Gaza Strip’s total extraction is not covered by the yield from the
Coastal Aquifer.
2. The Gaza Strips enjoys only one quarter of total extractions from the Coastal
Aquifer.®®

The Palestinians cannot limit Israel’s over-extraction upstream of the Gaza Strip and are
effectivelyforcedtobe water-resource self-sufficient. Duetothelack of any policy coordination

39 Artificial recharge from wells, reservoirs and wastewater effluents.

40 C Messerschmid, ‘Water in Gaza — Problems & Prospects’ in M Larudee (ed.) Gaza — Palestine: Out of the Margins (lbrahim Abu-Lughod
Institute of International Studies — Birzeit University, Birzeit, 2011) 140.

41  Approximately 9 per cent above the average recharge capacity. /bid., 175.
42 Ibid.
43 Ibid., 141, 175.
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between Israel and the Gaza Strip with regards 6_6
to the Coastal Aquifer,* both authorities are

currently over-extracting.®® The over-extraction The over-extraction of the
of the Coastal Aquifer and pollution have resulted Coastal Aquifer and pollution
in a progressive deterioration of the water quality have resulted in a progressive
in the Gaza Strip.*® The groundwater levels in the deterioration of the water
aquifer have fallen below sea level and saline quality in the Gaza Strip. )
water and sewage have infiltrated the aquifer, b

rendering 90 to 95 per cent of the water it supplies

unfit for human consumption.*’ It is important to note that this deterioration is also partly
due to Israel’s policy of denying construction materials for wastewater treatment plants and
other water-related infrastructure into the Gaza Strip.

According to the Department of Health of the UN Relief and Works Agency (UNRWA),
waterborne diseases are increasingly common and diarrhoea is a major cause of death
in the refugee population of the Gaza Strip.*®

Residents of Yhan Kounis, North Gaza governorate, rely on desalinated water supplied by the municipality as tap water is
too polluted for human consumption — Al-Haq®©.

Given that tap water is too polluted, the vast majority of residents of the Gaza Strip purchase
water for personal consumption from external vendors. Others rely on desalinated water
supplied by the Coastal Municipalities Water Utility (CMWU), which costs around 50 NIS

44 The Oslo Accords only deal with those parts of the Mountain Aquifer that are located in the West Bank. See Section 3.3. of this study.
45 J Selby, ‘Cooperation, Domination and Colonialism: The Israeli-Palestinian Joint Water Committee’ (2013) 6 Water Alternatives, 5.

46  Other forms of pollution include lateral groundwater inflows (36.4 mcm/yr inflow of brackish water), surface pollution in the form of untreated
wastewater and agricultural returns. C Messerschmid, ‘Water in Gaza’ (n 40) 175.

47  UN Country Team in the occupied Palestinian territory, ‘Gaza in 2020: A Liveable Place?’ (August 2012) 11.
48 UNRWA, ‘Epidemiological Bulletin for Gaza Strip’ (February 2009).
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(approximately 13 USD) per cubic
metre. In an environment where high
rates of poverty and unemployment are
already prevalent, some families spend
one third of their income on water.*

As a result of the over-five-year-long
Israeliillegal regime of closures imposed
on the Gaza Strip, the population therein
does not have access to the majority of
the materials necessary to maintain the
water and sanitation infrastructure,®
nor to the amount of fuel necessary
to keep the wastewater treatment and
desalination plants operating. Until

Water supplied by private vendors, often of dubious quality —
Israel allows access to the necessary Al-Haq®©.

building materials, it is estimated that

In the absence of any alternatives,

the Gaza Strip could become unfit for

may become unusable by 2016, when, human habitation )
in the absence of any alternatives, | b

the Gaza Strip could become unfit for
human habitation.*!

the quality of water in the Coastal (1
Aquifer will continue to deteriorate and 6

With access to a mere 11 per cent of the Mountain Aquifer’s resources, a quarter of total
extractions from the shared Coastal Aquifer, and no access to surface water, Palestinians
in the OPT only have access to 10 per cent of all available water in the region. The
remaining 90 per cent is retained by Israel.

49  UNICEF and Palestinian Hydrology Group (PHG), ‘Water, Sanitation and Hygiene Household Survey — Gaza (April 2010).

50 As of July 2011, there were 17 water and sanitation projects placed on indefinite hold due to Israel’s refusal to admit the required building
materials. See UN Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs (UN OCHA), ‘The Monthly Humanitarian Monitor’ (July 2011). See also on the
need for water infrastructure in Gaza, World Bank, ‘Stagnation or Revival? Palestinian Economic Prospects’ (Economic Monitoring Report to the Ad
Hoc Liaison Committee) (21 March 2012) 23-26.

51 Damage to the Coastal Aquifer may become irreversible by 2020. See UN Country Team in the occupied Palestinian territory (n 47) 3, 11. See
also on the economic effect of the illegal regime of closures on the Gaza Strip, UN General Assembly (UNGA), ‘Report of the Special Committee to
Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting the Human Rights of the Palestinian People and Other Arabs of the Occupied Territories’ (14 September 2012)
UN Doc. A/67/372, paragraph 5: “[...] Israel continued barring the entry of several items that are vital for the process of reconstruction and economic
recovery (e.g., construction materials, spare parts for water and sanitation projects).”
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Wastewater that has undergone basic treatment finds its way to the

sea through sewage outlets. However, if there is not enough fuel to

operate at full capacity, the sewage is directly pumped into the sea
without so much as basic treatment — Al-Haq®©.

3. Control and Integration of the Water Resources in the OPT

3.1. Gaining Control over Water Resources in the OPT: the Six Day War (1967)

While water is certainly not the only reason for the conflict between Israel and Palestine,

control over water resources has been identified (1

as one of the major causes of the Six Day War

of June 1967. After its establishment in 1948,

Israel began implementing plans to exploit the

water of the Jordan River through the NWC.
. . water resources.

The neighbouring Arab States saw the NWC as tb

a threat, because it diverted large amounts of

water from the Jordan River, and soon after the completion of the NWC in 1964, tensions

continued to escalate until the outbreak of the Six Day War in June 1967.5?

During the Six Day War, Israeli
forces captured and occupied
lands strategic for their natural

During the Six Day War, Israeli forces captured and occupied lands strategic for their natural
water resources,*® thereby securing access to and control over the major surface and
groundwater resources of the region. Israel’s direct control over water resources increased
by nearly 50 per cent as an immediate result of its occupation of the West Bank, including

52 B Hollinder ‘A Golden State Solution to the Israeli-Palestinian Water Conflict’ (2006) 30 Hastings International and Comparative Law Review,
103-130. See further, FAO (n 10) 86.

53 lIsrael occupied the West Bank, including East Jerusalem, the Gaza Strip, the Sinai Peninsula, and the Golan Heights.
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East Jerusalem and the Gaza Strip.>* Since 1967, Israel has exerted considerable military
and political efforts, including the establishment of colonies, in order to unlawfully exercise
sovereign rights over the water resources and, as a result, Palestinian access to and use of
their water has been severely restricted.

“Is it possible today to concede control of the [Mountain] [A]quifer [in the West Bank],
which supplies a third of our water? Is it possible to cede the buffer zone in the Jordan Rift
Valley? You know, it’s not by accident that the settlements are located where they are.”*

Former Prime Minister of Israel, Ariel Sharon, in response to the question of
whether withdrawal of Israeli settlers from the West Bank would ever be possible.

3.2. Integrating the Water System of the OPT into the Israeli System

3.2.1. Military Orders in the OPT

The consolidation of all water resources began immediately after the 1967 war. In this
regard, one commentator has noted: “[t]he importance of the shared aquifers to Israel is
such that one of Israel’s first acts after the 1967 war was to declare the water resources of
the West Bank and Gaza to be under military control.”*® To this end, Israel issued a series of
military orders — still in force today and applicable to Palestinians only — that integrated the
water system of the OPT into the Israeli system, while at the same time denying Palestinian
control over this vital resource.”’

On 7 June 1967, Israel issued Military Proclamation No. 2, declaring all water resources
in the region to be State property.®® The three military orders that followed in the first 18
months of the Israeli occupation of the OPT amended Jordanian and British Mandate laws
in place prior to 1967.

54 R Mukhar, ‘The Jordan River Basin and the Mountain Aquifer: The Transboundary Freshwater Disputes between Israel, Jordan, Syria, Lebanon
and the Palestinians’ (2006) 12 Annual Survey of International and Comparative Law, 59-85. See also B Hollinder, ‘A Golden State Solution to the
Israeli-Palestinian Water Conflict’ (n 52) 103-130.

55 A Shavit, ‘Sharon Is Sharon Is Sharon’ Haaretz Magazine (12 April 2001) <http://www.cephasministry.com/israel_sharon_sharon.html>
accessed 22 March 2013, in J Stein, ‘Waging Waterfare’ (n 4) 174, fn. 33.

56 S McCaffrey, The Law of International Watercourses (n 12) 320.

57 The military orders discussed in this section are applicable to the West Bank water system only. However, Israel introduced similar legislative
measures in relation to water in the Gaza Strip, such as Military Order No. 498 of 4 November 1974 (Gaza) amending the laws in place prior to the
occupation of the Gaza Strip.

58 Military Proclamation No. 2 endowed the Area Military Commander in the West Bank with full legislative, executive and judicial authorities over
the West Bank, and declared that the law in force prior to the occupation remained in force as long as it did not contradict Proclamation No. 2 or
any new military orders. Furthermore, all moveable and unmoveable property that belonged to the State was subjected to the administration of the
Area Military Commander in the West Bank. See Proclamation No. 2: ‘Proclamation Regarding Regulation of Administration and Law’ (7 June 1967)
in Jerusalem Media and Communications Centre (JMCC), Israeli Military Orders in the Occupied Palestinian West Bank 1967-1992 (JMCC,
Jerusalem, 1995) vii.
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e Military Order No. 92 transfers complete authority over all water resources and
water-related issues in the OPT to the Israeli military authorities.>®

e Military Order No. 158 requires that a permit be issued for the construction of any
new water installation, without which any water structure is subject to confiscation or
demolition by Israel. This military order not only forbade the unlicensed construction
of any new water installation, including the drilling of wells, but also vested the Israeli
military authorities with the power to deny any applicant a permit or revoke a permit
at their discretion, without the need to provide any explanation.®°

e Military Order No. 291 declares all prior settlement of disputes concerning water to
be invalid.®!

Subsequent military orders allowed Israel to establish new regulations for particular districts,
which consistently curb Palestinian access to water.5?

Furthermore, Israel declared the banks of the lower Jordan River to be a closed military
zone, thereby denying Palestinian access, whilst also destroying existing Palestinian pumps
and irrigation ditches tapping the Jordan River.®3

By making use of its military power, Israel laid the foundations for a system of water
governance that remains in place today and is characterised by Israel’s unlawful exercise of
sovereign rights over all the water resources of the OPT.

3.2.2. Management of the West Bank Water System pre-0slo Accords

Prior to the Oslo Accords, Israel’s integrated water supply network across the West Bank,
which connected Israeli colonies and Palestinian towns and villages within a single integrated
supply network, sharply discriminated between the two populations. Palestinian storage
reservoirs were much smaller and the West Bank’s supply lines were often of narrower
diameter if placed to feed Palestinian communities.®

Israel established an institutionalised regime for managing the Palestinian water sector.
While the Israeli military authorities (later the Israeli Civil Administration) retained overall

59 Military Order 92: ‘Order Concerning Jurisdiction over Water Regulations’, issued on 15 August 1967, is an amendment to Jordanian law
concerning water.

60 Military Order 158: ‘Order Concerning the Amendment to the Supervision Over Water Law’, issued on 19 November 1967, is an amendment
to Water Law 31, 1953.

61 Military Order 291: ‘Order Concerning Settlement of Disputes over Land and Water’, issued on 19 December 1968, is an amendment to the
Land and Water Regulation Law 40, 1952.

62 Other military orders vested the Military Commander with the power to appoint local water authority members or change the composition of
the local water authority. For instance, Military Order 484: ‘Concerning Water Works Authority (Bethlehem, Beit Jala and Beit Sahour)’, issued on 15
September 1972, which established a water authority and specified its functions and jurisdiction. Military Order 484 was subsequently amended by
Military Orders 494 and 715, before being superseded by Military Order 1376: ‘Order Concerning the Water and Sewage Authority (Bethlehem, Beit
Jala and Beit Sahour)’, issued on 24 July 1992, which also made projects and functions of this authority subject to the Israeli Military Commander in
charge, granting the Military Commander full authority over the local water authority.

63 UN Economic and Social Council, Report of the Secretary-General prepared in pursuance of General Assembly decision 39/442 (17 June
1985) UN Doc. A/40/381-E/1985/105, paragraph 202. “In the early days of the occupation, Israeli authorities under the claim of security blew up 140
Arab pumps installed on the West Bank of the River Jordan. As a result of that action, the Arab farmers were prevented from pumping water from
the river for agricultural irrigation whereas the Israeli settlers in the area were allowed to continue to do so.”

64 J Selby, ‘Joint Mismanagement’ (n 6).
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regulatory control over the water resources in the GJ
West Bank, various Palestinian institutions, such

According to Jan Selby, this
as the West Bank Water Department (WBWD),

has enabled “Israel to pursue

were responsible for maintaining distribution lines, its colonial and apartheid
opening and closing supply valves to Palestinian water policies without having
communities, and for billing Palestinian communities. any direct contact with the
None of the institutions had any power over or Palestinian users. Lb‘
responsibility for the lIsraeli settlers. Rather, they :

operated as an interface between the occupied Palestinian civilian population and the
water sector of Israel’s military regime.® According to Jan Selby, this has enabled “Israel to
pursue its colonial and apartheid water policies without having any direct contact with the
Palestinian users.”®®

3.2.3. ‘Mekorot’ - Israel’s National Water Company

From 1967 to 1982 the West Bank water system was under the management of the Israeli
military authorities. In 1982, then Minister of Defence Ariel Sharon transferred ownership
over all West Bank water supply systems to ‘Mekorot, of which the State of Israel owns
50 per cent.®” In exchange for ownership over all Palestinian-owned water infrastructure
with an estimated value of 5 million USD, ‘Mekorot’ made a symbolic payment of one NIS
(approximately 0.25 USD),®® whereby the integration of the OPT’s water system into the
metropolitan Israeli network was completed.

3.3. The Impact of the Oslo Accords on Water Allocation and Control

Following the signing of the Declaration of Principles on Interim Self-Government
Arrangements (Oslo |) between Israel and the Palestine Liberation Organisation (PLO) in
1993,%° Israeli and Palestinian delegations met in 1995 to further develop plans for the
management of the water resources of the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. This resulted in
the inclusion of Article 40: “Water and Sewage” in the Israeli-Palestinian Interim Agreement
on the West Bank and the Gaza Strip (Oslo 11).7°
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