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ABSTRACT 
Since the end of the Cold War in the 1989 , attention has been shifted to issues around climate change, 

natural resource scarcity and competition (with its attendant conflict) between and among countries, 

especially in developing countries of Africa, Asia and the middle East, due largely to its implications for 

international environmental security. Unarguably, the twin agents of population expansion and climate 

change has compounded the challenge of natural resource scarcity, especially water, and has exacerbated 

competition for the resource, making it one of the leading conflict resource globally.  Apparently, the 

recent case is the conflict between Egypt, Ethiopia and Sudan over the building of Dam on the Nile by 

Ethiopia. Despite intervention from the Africa Union (AU) and the United Nations (UN) for a peaceful 

resolution, the growing tension between these countries has remained unabated. The objectives of this 

work therefore is to examine the nexus or link between natural resource scarcity and violent conflict, 

determine the factors responsible for the prolong tension between Egypt and Sudan versus Ethiopia over 

the Dam project on Nile and to identify how natural resource scarcity, especially water has led to several 

crises across the globe, particularly in less develop countries.  Thus, this paper adopted the Thomas 

Homer-Dixon resource conflict theory and makes use of the Historical research design. Findings reveal a 

link between resource scarcity and violent conflict. Also, the politicization of the Dam’s project by 

developed countries of Britain, U.S.A., China, France e.t.c. and the hold on the 1929 and 1959 agreement 

by Egypt have led to the prolonged tension. This work recommended that developed countries should be 

discouraged from the Politicisation of Dam’s project for political and economic gains among others. 

Keywords: Resource Scarcity, Environmental security, politics, violet conflict, natural disaster     

 

INTRODUCTION 

The goal and ambition of any country; whether economic, military or politics in the international 

environment is primarily the pursuit of its survival often described as national interest. Thus, country’s 

behaviour in the international environment is always guided by its national interest which they obviously 

spare no effort in deploying all available means in their disposal to protect or defend, including military 

action.  

Apparently, in the international political environment, there is always a clash of interest as countries 

engage in the pursuit of their national interest and this often results to conflict and even out right military 
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confrontations if not well managed diplomatically.  According to Clark (2020), the struggle by states to 

secure their interest in the international system has led to a dangerous competition in the game of 

geopolitics and that states have always endeavor to out space their competitors in foreign policy trust, in 

order to establish power, dominance and influence. 

This has indeed contributed to conflict between and among different countries especially in the 

developing countries.  As observed by Rowe (1999), this power game apparently compelled by the drive 

for national interest and security and the expansionist tendency for larger sphere of influence in their 

geopolitical calculations, largely contributed to the outbreak of the First and even the Second World wars. 

However, at the end of the First and the Second World Wars, and after the Cold War, attention is now 

being paid to problems evolving from intensified competition over essential scare resources by countries; 

its tendency for conflict and its attendant threat to international environmental security (Eddy, 2005).  

International environmental security as defined by the United States Department of States cited in 

(Resvold, 2021) “refers to a range of security issues intensified by environmental factors such as 

competition for resources, natural disasters, climate change and other environmental conditions”.  In 

other words, the politics over ownership, use, control or allocation of scarce national resources like water, 

land e.t.c. as essential factors for national survival has been a major source of conflict or security concern 

in the international environment. Bernett (2009) observed that over the last 10 years 40% of civil wars can 

be associated with competitions over natural resources. 

The global challenge of resource scarcity especially renewable resource (like fresh water, crop land, 

forest, fishes and other wildlife), and the associated conflict between and among countries arising from 

the disagreement over ownership, management allocation, use and protection is compounded and have 

assumed a political scale. The twin or combine effect of climate change and population expansion has 

continued to shrink available resource and helping to fuel competition for scarce resources. According to 

Evans (2011), the human population surpassed 7billion and is projected to rise to 8billion persons by the 

year 2023. This increase, he noted, coupled with rising rate of consumption and affluence, is placing 

further demand on the supply of renewable resources. He went further that with the projection for 

population growth, consumption and climate change, by 2030, humanity will need the capacity of two 

earths to keep up with natural resource consumption, especially in terms of fresh water use.  

The emphasis here is that natural resources scarcity, especially renewable resource like water e.t.c. mainly 

caused by the twin agents of population growth and climate energy, have increased competition among 

states or countries of the world especially in Africa, Asia and other developing countries. Also, the eternal 

intrusion or politics of interest, particularly by developed countries like United Kingdom (UK), America, 

Germany, France e.t.c., through unjust or bias support or politicization of claims pertaining to ownership, 

allocation, use or distribution of resources, especially water, have resulted into major crises between and 

among countries in different parts of the globe. For instance, the crisis or long running dispute between 

Iran and Afghanistan over the allocation of the water of the Helmand River, which originates is the 

mountains Northwest of Kabul and flows for 1,000 kilometers through Afghanistan before reaching Iran 

at the Sistan wetland. Also, the crisis between Israel and Palestine over the Jordan River as well as the 

water crisis in Iran marchlands described by the United Nations Environmental program as a major 

environmental disaster and humanitarian crisis among others. 

The most recent one, however, is the tension between Egypt and Sudan versus Ethiopia over the building 

of Dam on the Nile by Ethiopia, capable of snowballing into an outright military confrontation if not 

adequately managed. Apparently, this growing tension between these countries is caused by natural 

resource scarcity (water) and the need by each of these countries to use the water from the River Nile for 

their separate social or economic needs. This tension is further heightened by politics of interest or 

diplomacy by foreign advanced countries (Mutahi, 2019). This became evidence in the inconsiderable 

allocation of near totality of the Nile water share to Egypt and Sudan by Britain without due consideration 

to other countries that share the Nile Basin (Deng, 2007). Ethiopia, upstream of the Nile is facing the 

challenge of acute energy shortage and poses a big threat to the country’s industrial growth and needed to 

build the dam on the Nile to address this challenge (Mutahi, 2019) .Egypt located downstream of the Nile 
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Basin is opposed to the dam which it believed will reduce the level of water available from the Nile as the 

country relies almost entirely on the Nile for its water use. Sudan on the other hand that initially appeared 

to be in support of the Dam is now accusing Ethiopia of acting unilaterally with a bad intention as the 

level of water supply to the country is also adversely affected by the construction of the Dam on the Nile. 

Apparently, all of this opposing interest has continued to heighten tension in the region and pose serious 

security threat to the international security environment, despite intervention from the United Nations 

(U.N) and the African Union (A.U) 

It’s based on the foregoing that this study seeks to re-examine the relationship between resource scarcity 

and violent conflict and its implication for international environmental security and the reasons for the 

prolonged tension between Egypt and Sudan versus Ethiopia over the building of Dam on the Nile by 

Ethiopia.  

Objectives of the Study 

The Major objective of this study is to examine the emerging security threat or concerns arising from the 

competitions between and among countries, particularly developing countries over scarce natural 

resources, especially water and its attendant threat to international environmental security. The specific 

objectives are to;   

1. Examine the nexus between natural resource scarcity and environmental security  

2. Determine the factors responsible for the prolonged tension between Egypt and Sudan versus 

Ethiopia over the building of the Dam on the Blue Nile by Ethiopia. 

3. Make useful recommendations that will help in reducing the growing tension between Egypt and 

Sudan versus Ethiopia over the building of Dam on the Blue Nile.  

Justification of the Study 

This study is justified in view of the growing tension between Egypt and Sudan versus Ethiopia over the 

building of Dam on the Blue Nile, despite interventions by the United Nations (UN) and the African 

Union (AU). Also, the increasing cases of Water related conflicts between and among countries, 

particularly in less developed countries with implications on international environmental security is 

another justification of this work. 

 

Theoretical Framework 

This study adopted the Environment, scarcity and violence theory advanced by Thomas Homer- Dixon in 

1999. The environment, scarcity and violence theory has its origin from the work of Thomas Homer-

Dixon in support of two of his colleague; Daniel M. Schwartz and Tom Deligiannis from Toronto 

University Known as ‘’Toronto Group’’.  The theory was a response to the growing challenges or 

concerns over environmental related conflict at the time that threw up debate about the possible linkage 

between the environment, population and conflict in the 1990s. 

Thus, in his work titled ‘’The Environment, scarcity and violence’’ published in 1999, Thomas Homer-

Dixon adduces a wide array of empirical work linking environmental degradation with violence conflict 

outcomes and articulates a preliminary theoretical framework to explain these linkages.  

The Central thesis of his work is that scarcity of renewable resources can, in combination with other 

social factors, contribute to macro-level violent outcomes such as clashes and insurgencies.  Going 

forward, Thomas Homor-Dixon in this theory proposes that through various social effects, environmental 

scarcity will lead to violent conflict (Homer-Dixon ,1999). He went further to explain this linkage using 

two terms; Resource capture and Ecological marginalization.  

According to him, resource capture occurs when the degradation and depletion of a renewable resource (a 

decrease in supply) interacts with population growth (an increase in demand) to encourage powerful 

groups within a society to shift resource access (that is, to change their resources distribution) in their 

favor.  These groups, he argues, tighten their grip on the increasingly scarce resources and use this control 

to boost their wealth and power.  
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Ecological marginalization on the other hand occurs when unequal resource access (skewed distribution) 

combines with population growth (an increase in demand) to cause long term migration of people to 

ecologically fragile desertification, tropical rain forests, and low equality public lands within urban area. 

Homer-Dixon argues that Ecological marginalization can lead to critical social as well as environmental 

problems, especially when it occurs in combination with resource capture.  He uses the tension between 

Arabs and Israel on the West Bank of the Jordan River as an example.  According to him, Israel restricted 

the number of wells Arabs could drill and limited the amount of water that could be pumped from them, 

which in turn led to a drop in Arab agriculture. While he admits the links between such dynamics and the 

“unrest” between Israel and Palestine on the West Bank are less than clear, he argues that it is not 

unreasonable to believe there is a relationship (Thomas. Homer-Dixon, 2000) 

This theory is applied in this study as it helps to explain the cause of the growing tension or conflict 

between Egypt and Sudan versus Ethiopia over the building of Dam on the Nile by Ethiopia.  The Nile 

Basin acts as a source of fresh water to the surrounding countries including Egypt, Sudan and Ethiopia; 

not only for their agricultural needs but also for Nile and industrial needs.  Specifically, Egypt relies on 

the water from the Blue Nile for her agricultural and economic need. Sudan also needs water from the 

Dam for her agricultural need as the country faces economic challenges as a result of drought while 

Ethiopia needed enough water for the Dam to resolve her acute energy challenge as the country faces alot 

of industrial or development challenge due to acute power shortage, hence the building of the Dam on the 

Nile.  

However, like Thomas Dixon resource capture preposition in his environment, scarcity and violence 

theory, the unilateral action of Ethiopia in building the Dam on the Nile is seen as resource captured by 

Egypt and Sudan which has adversely affected their economic or social and even environmental interest 

and this has accounted for the growing tension or conflict between these countries. Despite intervention 

from both the United Nations (UN) and the African Union (AU), this tension has remained unabated on 

account of Ethiopia’s refusal to see reasons with both Egypt and Sudan on the need to discontinue the 

project. 

 

METHODOLOGY 

This study seeks to reaffirm the link between resource and violent conflict. It also seeks to determine the 

factors responsible for the prolonged tension between Egypt versus Sudan and Ethiopia over the building 

of Dam on the Nile by Ethiopia.  The historical research design was adopted in this study as data were 

collected from primary sources which include related information from the internet, journals, text books, 

news papers e.t.c. 

 

LITERATURE REVIEW  

The linkage Between Natural Resource Scarcity and Environmental Security 

Since the emergence of the term environmental security in the 1970s (teddy, 2005) and the entry of the 

term into international security discuss due to the increasing cases of environmental resource related 

conflicts in the 1980’s (Tombretta, 2008), there have been several attempt by scholars to establish a link 

between environmental security and natural resource scarcity.  This concern became imperative in view 

of increasing number or cases of security issues arising from environmental condition and resource 

scarcity, exacerbated by the twin agent of population expansion and climate change.  In other words, the 

combined effect of population growth and climate change have continued to deplete available resources, 

especially land and water, and have made competition for these resources inevitable and sources of 

conflict and security concern in recent time (Lauster, 2011). 

Supporting or corroborating the above view, the United Nations Environmental  Programme (UNEP) 

expert advisory Group on Environmental conflict and peace building noted in 2009 that as the global 

population continues to rise and the demand for resource continues to grow, there is significant potential 

for conflicts over natural resources to intensify in the coming decade, stressing that resource scarcity is 

increasingly perceived as one of the greatest security risk of the twenty-first century (UNEPEAG, 2009).  
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Also, according to the 2004 report of the high level panel on threats, challenges and change appointed by 

former United Nations Secretary-General Kofi Annan, shortages of natural resources can contribute to 

unrest and civil violence (UN REPORT, 2004). According to Lauster (2011), increasing competition for 

natural resources poses considerable conflict potentials that can further destabilize already fragile 

countries and regions or inject tension into otherwise co-operative inter- state relation.  As noted earlier, 

the increase in population and climate change are compounding this challenge of natural resource scarcity 

and competition with resultant outcome of tension or crisis between and among countries. Lauster (2011) 

observes that 1.2billion people live in water basin in which the physical scarcity of water is absolute. He 

notes further that by 2025, the figure is projected to rise 50% to 1.8billion with up to two third of the 

world’s population living in water stressed conditions, mainly in non-Organization for Economic Co-

operation and Development (OECD) countries. Apparently, the implication of the above is an increasing 

competition over use, allocation, control and access to scarce natural resources, particularly water for use 

and its attendant or resultant violent conflicts.  

However, some scholars have argued of a direct causal relation between resource scarcity and violent 

conflict. They are of the view that a link between resource scarcity and violent conflict could better be 

observed or established under certain prevailing social conditions.  According to Dalby (2008), the 

phenomenon of competition over scarce resources leading directly to conflict is not observed in every 

case and specifically hard to prove. For a link between resource scarcity and violent conflict to be 

established in terms of causal relationship, there have to be some social conditions or drivers that will act 

as catalyst Evens, (2016).  Went further that climate change and resource scarcity are rarely, if ever, the 

sole causes of violent conflict, instead, they are better understood as “threat multipliers” that will in 

practice, interact both with other risk factors or drivers and other sources of vulnerabilities. Dixon (1992) 

supported that scarcity of resources alone does not result to violent conflict except intertwine with other 

social factors like a real decrease in supply of resources; an increase in demand due to population 

expansion or change in production or consumption practice or institutional factors like the privatization of 

resources in a manner that benefits a few at the expense of many (Homan Dixon 1992) cited in (Matthew, 

2008).  

Also, Karl (2006) cited a range of evidence for the argument that scarcity can increase the risk of violent 

conflict, including quantitative studies that suggest population size and density are significant conflict risk 

factors among other social conditions, noting that countries that are highly dependent on natural resources 

as well as those experiencing one form of environmental conditions or the other, have higher than average 

risk of conflict.  However, to Dalby (2008), the links between violence and environment in case of 

conflict over natural resource scarcity are often matters of political struggles over the control of relatively 

abundance resources in poor developing countries, particularly by developed countries of the West.  Thus, 

in an attempt to establish a link or relationship between resource scarcity and violent conflict, in view of 

certain prevailing social conditions, Lauster (2011) noted that the central questions of study therefore 

should be; under what circumstances does resource scarcity lead to violent conflicts? And how can latent 

and acute conflict over scarce resources be contained and regulated?  He therefore gave the following 

circumstances to include. 

*  Inequality of distribution and access to natural resources as decisive factors. 

* Dependencies and interdependencies: According to Lauster, countries differ in their vulnerability 

to shortages and price fluctuations. Mutual interdependencies can offer incentives for co-operation, while 

one sided dependency often threatens to worsen insecurity and conflict. 

* Conflict cases: Conflicts over resources are rarely driven by pure economic.  However, Lauster 

(2011) notes that the risk of escalation increases where resource competition becomes linked with other 

causes such as internal power struggles between governing elite or regional dominance ambitions.                    

Perception and securitization: In this case, in the view of Lauster, whether competition over a resource 

leads to conflict depend not only on objective problem with access and allocation alone, how the situation 

is presented by politics and media and how the different actors perceived it subjectively are also key. He 
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argues that inflamed rhetoric and fear-mongering intensify perception of threat and lead to a 

“securitization” of economic dispute and conflict among other circumstances or factors (Lauster, 2011). 

Similarly, Evans (2010:8) notes that there are three kinds of environmental scarcity that can increase the 

risk of violent conflict.  These are:  

1. Environmental change, which refers to human- induced decline in the quatity or quality of a 

renewable resource that occurs faster than it is renewed by natural processes.  

2. Population growth, which reduces a resource per-capital availability by dividing it among more 

and more people and most importantly. 

3. Unequal resource distribution, which concentrates resource in the hands of a few people and 

subjects the rest to greater scarcity.  Apparently, this can be identify as one of the most important or 

causal link between resources scarcity and violent conflict as could be seen in most resource related 

conflict, including the current case between Egypt and Sudan versus Ethiopia over the building of Dam 

on the Nile.  

          However, in all, despite or irrespective of the divergence perspectives on the link or direct 

relationship between resource scarcity and violent conflict, there are observable areas of agreements 

among scholars of a link between the two variables, especially under certain social conditions like 

unequal distribution and access to scarce natural resources, politicization of resources conflicts. Claims of 

resource use, allocation and control at the expense of others among other social factors 

Factors Responsible for the Prolonged Tension Between Egypt and Sudan versus Ethiopia over the 

building of Dam on the Blue Nile 

According Al-Anani (2020) tension over the Nile river waters have been ongoing for decades as a result 

of some set of treaties and agreements that guide relationships among the ten Nile Basin countries.  These 

agreements or treaties particularly, the 1929 and 1959 agreements, stipulate that the upstream riparian 

States (mainly Kenya, Tanzania, Uganda and Ethiopia) have to respect the rights of the downstream 

countries (mainly Egypt and Sudan) regarding the Nile water allocation or use.  In addition, these 

agreements that are considered by the other Nile Basin countries as unfair and one-sided in favor of Egypt 

and Sudan alone prohibited other Nile Basin Countries from building Dams or launching construction 

projects on the River without the express approval of downstream countries, particularly Egypt (Al-

Anani, 2020).  

Although Ethiopia’s plan to build the grand electricity Renaissance Dam (GERD) date back to the 1960s, 

crisis between Egypt, Sudan and Ethiopia started in 2011 when Ethiopia unilaterally began the 

construction of the Dam on the Blue Nile without notifying or the approval of the downstream countries, 

particularly Egypt; an action seen to be contrary to the 1929 and 1959 treaty and agreement signed during 

the 20th century.  Apparently the water from the Nile river serve as a great assets for the economic, social 

and development needs of most countries around the Nile River.  The Nile River is described as the 

longest river in the world estimated to be 6.300km long and have its sources from lake Victoria, 

discharging unto the Mediterranean Sea at the Delta in North East Egypt (Deng, 2007). 

While Kenya, Tanzania, Uganda and Ethiopia constitute the upstream riparian States, Egypt and Sudan 

constitute the downstream countries that depend strongly on the Nile River for their economic and social 

needs. Ethiopia, upstream of the Nile River has an acute shortage of electricity that continues to pose 

serious challenged to the country’s economic, social and development needs. According to Al-Anani 

(2020), with its population of 112 million persons, 6.5 percent of this population is not connected to the 

National grid and the country rely heavily on the Grand Electricity Renaissance Dam (GERD) to enhance 

its economy and improve its people’s lives.  Apparently, this controversial Dam of US$4.8 billion builds 

on the Nile near the border between Ethiopia and Sudan, which both Egypt and Sudan claim will reduce 

the flow of water from the Nile with implication on their economic and social needs. Egypt has seen the 

Nile River as a blessing to Egypt since the existence of ancient Egypt to modern Egypt. Egypt even 

threatens to go to war with any country that disorganized the Nile River (Clark, 2018). Despite 

interventions from both the United Nations (U.N) and the African Union (A.U) since the beginning of 

hostility when Ethiopia unilaterally commenced the filling of the reservoir of the Blue Nile, tension 
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between these countries of Egypt, Sudan and Ethiopia has continue to grow and remain unabated. As 

revealed from findings, some of the factors responsible for the prolong tension are the absolute claim of 

ownership of the Nile River water by Egypt and her continuous hold or reference  to the 1929 and 1959 

treaty and agreements and of cause the unfair and bias allocation of the Nile water by Britain to Egypt and 

Sudan in both agreements, on the colonial policy of divide – and - rule that Egypt has refused their 

amendments to accommodate the interest of other countries of the Nile Basin ( Al-Anani,2000) 

The Nile River is regarded particularly by Egyptologist as the cradle on which Egyptian civilization was 

built. According to Deng (2007), the Civilization could not have achieved its greatness without the flow 

of the Nile water from the sources in East and Central Africa and its discharge into the Mediterranean Sea 

at the Delta in North East Egypt. He went further that ancient Egyptians could not have built the Egypt 

pyramids without the flow of the Nile waters. To Woodward (2020), the Nile River is the strong link 

between the survival of Egypt as a geographical and political entity and its greatness.  These facts and 

beliefs have informed Egypt geopolitical policies towards the claim and use of the Nile waters to the 

disadvantage of other Nile Basin Countries.  As observed by Deng (2007), Egyptians claim historical 

rights to the Nile waters and, thus does not expect any interruption of the flow by countries through 

whose lands the River Nile flows. 

Apparently, it is this Egyptian attitude towards the use of the Nile waters that has been a cause for 

concern as far as the other riparian countries are concerned and also one major factor in terms of the 

growing tension between Egypt, Sudan and Ethiopia as the country refused to recognize the right or 

entitlement of other countries to the use of the Nile waters.  Hassan (2007) observes  that Egypt since time 

immemorial has cultivated control of the Nile by ensuring that the Nile water sources are protected and 

not tempered with in terms of its use. Also, Ribbe (2020) notes that while Egyptian rulers’ attempt to 

control the Nile waters could be traced to ancient periods, especially during the glorious era of Egyptian 

civilization, the current efforts in this regard can be traced to the nineteenth century during the Turkish 

rule especially during the time of Mohammed Ali. According to Deng (2007), pursuant to this goal, 

Mohammed Ali Pasha, the ottoman Governor or Khedive of Egypt, organized military expedition into the 

Sudan, not only to acquire slaves, ivory and gold, but also and assumingly to ensure the control of the 

sources of the Nile. 

This was what the British saw when they conquered Egypt and the need to secure a legal backing of 

Egypt ownership of the Nile water against the interest of other  countries around the Nile River and this 

gave rise to the 1929 agreements. Thus, Kashef notes that the British inherited this role when they 

conquered Egypt, hence British administrations embarked on securing legal agreement with other 

European powers in the region with a view to averting any interruption of the flows of the Nile waters 

with respect to Egypt (Kashef, 1981). Corroborating the above, Deng (2007) noted that the United 

kingdom (U.K.) and the Ethiopian emperor Menelik II signed a treaty in which Ethiopia committed itself 

not to temper with the Blue Nile waters.  According to him, article III thereof provided that His majesty 

the Emperor Menelik II, King of kings in Ethiopia, engages himself toward the Government of His 

Britain majesty not to construct or allow to be constructed, any works across the Blue Nile bike Jama or 

the sabot, which would arrest the flow of their waters into the Nile except in agreement with His Britanic 

majesty’s Government and government of Sudan.  

In effect, the 1929 Nile waters agreement prioritized Egypt’s natural and historic rights as described by 

British officials and Sudan’s right to the Nile Waters and other Nile Basin Countries were automatically 

rendered secondary (Woodward, 2020) 

The 1929 Nile waters agreement produced three cardinal legal principles which Egypt has since been 

invoking in case of disputes with other riparian states over the Nile waters. The principle of established 

rights; the notion of equitable shares; and rights of construction beyond territorial boundaries (Deng, 

2007). This has made Ribbe (2020) to notes that the 1929 agreement reaffirmed Egypt’s natural and 

historic rights as enunciated by the notes of British officials. Thus, Egyptian share of the Nile Waters was 

duly specified in the 1929 agreement to be 4.8billion cubic metres flow per year while four billion cubic 

metres of the waters was apportioned to Sudan per year.  
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Apparently, this bias and unfair allocation of the Nile waters to Egypt and Sudan in the 1928 agreement 

by the British Authorities without due consideration to the other countries of the Nile River and the 

continuous insistence of Egypt on these rights as contained in the 1929 agreement in the face of obvious 

challenges facing other countries of the Nile basin, particularly Ethiopia, has contributed greatly to the 

prolong tension between Egypt, Sudan and Ethiopia over the building of the Dam on the Blue Nile. As 

noted by (Deng, 2007), the 1929 Nile Waters agreements was replete with irrational colonial principals 

that defied basic human co-operation precepts – what many might term the precept of natural justice or 

equity, that should have guided the framers of this agreement.  

Going forward, Deng (2007) added that the agreement did not only trivialize the role of Sudanese, it 

totally and absolutely ignored many interested parties of the Nile basin, whose lands the Nile waters 

crisscrossed, because the interest did not add up to the British geopolitical interests in Egypt, especially 

the Suez canal. 

Pursuant to 1929 Nile water agreement, Egypt embarked on developing irrigation schemes and dam 

projects not only in Egypt but also in the Sudan and other riparian States that were under British rule.  

Apparently, this was done by Egypt without regard to the economic, social and developmental interest of 

these other countries. Egypt needed a restatement of the legal principles established under the 1929 

agreement in forum of new agreement with Sudan, to continue its hold and control of the Nile Water. This 

was as the new Sudanese leader and other countries of the Nile Basin River began to query the signatories 

of the 1929 Nile waters agreement signed on their behalf and demanded more information about it 

(Woodward, 2020).  Also Deng (2007) in his account noted that although the Sudanese authority did not 

challenge the established right under the agreement in question, it nonetheless called for the revisiting of 

the 1929 water agreement with a view to addressing the Sudan’s concern and reasonableness as far as 

Sudan’s interest were concern and this gave rise to the 1950 agreement between Sudan and Egypt . 

Again, like the 1929 agreement, the 1959 agreement also failed to recognize and put into consideration 

the interest of other countries that share in the Nile Basin. Egypt and Sudan alone shared the Nile Waters 

alone without the inclusion of other countries, especially Ethiopia. Ribbe (2020) observes that the 1959 

agreement signaled the cooperation between Egypt and Sudan in terms of the sharing of the Nile Waters, 

neglecting the other countries, particularly Ethiopia that also depends on the Nile Waters for its economic 

and developmental needs. The main features of the 1959 agreement according to Deng (2007)  include 

but were not limited to the followings; the two parties agreed that the quantity of the Nile waters flows 

was 46 billion cubic meters at Aswan High Dam Egypt; that the parties agreed to duly share this water 

with Sudan share at 18.5 billion cubic meters while that of Egypt stood at 55.5 billion cubic meters.  In 

this agreement, Egypt secured the construction of the Aswan High Dam and Sudan the construction of the 

Rosaries Dam and the parties established a permanent joint technical commission to nurture and cement 

the duality (Hassan, 2020). As noted earlier, these unfair and bias treaties that Egypt and Sudan are 

holding onto as it relate to the right of usage and control of the Nile waters, has made the tension between 

these countries of Egypt and Sudan versus Ethiopia prolonged and unabated.  Expectedly, other countries 

of the Nile basin, particularly Ethiopia, has continued to insist that its country is not bounded by both 

treaties and agreements and will not recognize them as they were entered into without the country’s 

knowledge (Deng, 2007).  

As part of the Nile basin countries, Egypt and Sudan were expected to consider these other countries in 

the 1959 agreement, considering their economic and developmental challenges, especially Ethiopia. 

According to Hassan (2007), the 1959 Nile waters agreement excluded other members of the Nile Basin, 

whose lands the Nile transverses and thus has continued to fuel tension as these countries face challenges 

associated with population expansion and climate change.  Apparently, in the face of economic and 

developmental challenges confronting these countries, the continuous holding on the 1929 and 1959 Nile 

waters agreement by Egypt and Sudan can no longer be tenable if lasting peace is needed among the Nile 

Basin countries. 
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The other factor responsible for the prolong tension between Egypt and Sudan versus Ethiopia over the 

building of Dam on the on the Blue Nile is the politicization of the Dam project, particularly by Western 

developed countries of Europe and America, China, France, Russia etc.  First of all, it should be noted 

that the 1929 water agreement secured by the British in favor of Egypt was a product of her political and 

economic interest in Egypt and Sudan.  According to Deng (2007), controversy abounds and continues to 

surround the legality of the 1929 Agreement because of its colonial nature and the fact that the Nile Basin 

countries were not politically parties thereto.  Indeed, political and economic interest of Western 

developed or powerful countries has made the peaceful resolution of tension between Egypt, Sudan and 

Ethiopia very difficult and prolong.  According to al-Anani (2020), while Egypt seeks a binding 

agreement in an ongoing effort to address issues of concern between Egypt and Ethiopia over the Dam 

project, that would require Ethiopia to release a fixed amount of the Nile Rivers flow as well as 

mechanisms to monitor Ethiopia’s compliance, on its part, Ethiopia attempt to avoid any permanent 

agreement or commitment for a water quota that might extend beyond the GERD’S filling period. Rather, 

it seeks a flexible agreement with a provision for periodic reviews. He went further that in the series of 

meetings and negotiations in the United States of America (U.S.A.) coordinated by the U.S Department of 

the Treasury between the three parties, issued a statement on February 28, 2020 nothing that, “the United 

State believes that the work (Binding Agreement completed over the last four months has resulted in an 

agreement that address all issues in a balanced and amicable manner, taking into account the interest of 

the three countries. However this position was highly criticized for been political by Ethiopia.  According 

to Al-Anani (2006), that statement was criticized by Ethiopians foreign minister, Gedu Andargachew, 

who described it as highly partisan.  

He noted further that Ethiopia authority believed that Washington always sides with Egypt and any 

agreement on the GERD would tie Ethiopia’s hands and as such, the country decided to withdraw from 

the peace talk (Al-Anani, 2020). 

On the part of Ethiopia, China seems to be backing the country due to her economic interest in the Dam’s 

project.  Thus, apart from the Handling of the project by a Chinese construction company, China has 

continued to provide financial support for Ethiopia in an apparent move to wield a stronger sphere of 

influence for her economic and political gains (Seifman and forthomie, 2022).  They noted further that 

Chinese companies have been central to the construction of the Dam.  Ethiopia Electric Power (EEP) 

contracted to China’s zhouba group for and 40. 1million expecting to work aggressively in partnership 

with other companies to finalize the GERD on schedule.  Apparently, Beijing has provided significant 

funds for the GERD’s related infrastructure, including making available US$1.2 billion in loans to build 

power transmission line between the Dam and weal towns and cities. China equally promised Ethiopia the 

sum of US$1.8 billion to expand Ethiopia’s renewable energy sector (Seifman and Forthomie, 2022). 

Also, Russia on the other hand has its strategy to bolster its influence in the Mediterranean Red sea and 

the India Ocean by maintaining good relationship with Egypt, Sudan and Ethiopia.  However, in attempt 

to secure long term access to Egypt’s Mediterranean naval facilities, Russia has upgraded its security co-

operation with Egypt and thus throws its weight behind Egypt in calling for a stop to the Dam project 

(Seifman and Forthomie, 2022).  Apparently, all of these interests by developed countries for and against 

the GERD project by Ethiopia has continue to sustain and aggregate tensions between these countries and 

made peaceful resolution or agreement difficult.  As Seifman and Forthmine (2022) put it; unfortunately, 

the GERD dispute is not circumscribed to the countries directly involved in the project as several  major 

powers have been draw in.  The actions of these major powers remind one of historic spheres of influence 

and proxy conflicts that characterized world affairs (Clark, 2018). 

They went further to mention countries involved to include China, Russia and the United States of 

America (USA). Their various political and economic interests that appear conflicting have continue to 

aggravate tension between Egypt, Sudan and Ethiopia over the building of the Dam and render efforts by 

international bodies like the Africa Union (A.U.) and the United Nation (U.N.) for a peaceful resolution 

of the matter fruitless and difficult.  Apparently, both Egypt and Ethiopia are constantly in a heated 

rhetoric and continue to threaten politically and militarily actions as tensions continue to rise.  
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CONCLUSION 
This study is on the relationship between resource scarcity and violent conflict and its impact on 

international environmental security, the impact of population growth and climate change on resource 

scarcity and the factors responsible for the prolonged tension between Egypt and Sudan versus Ethiopia 

over the building of Dam on the Blue Nile, despite intervention from the United Nations and the African 

Union (AU). The historical research method was used as information was retrieved from secondary 

sources like internet, newspapers, textbooks, journals etc. The study reaffirmed the link between resource 

scarcity and violent conflict and it’s implication for international environmental security. 

 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

This project makes the following recommendation based on the finding in this work. 

There is an urgent need for a global effort in talking the twin agents of population expansion and climate 

change that are fast depleting resource availability needed for individual and even national survival. This 

will help reduce the phenomena of resource stress” experiencing in many parts of the global and its 

associated competition and violent conflict between and among countries.  Essentially, there should be a 

deliberate birth control policy measure by countries globally in an effort to reduce the menace of 

population growth. 

Also, deliberate action must be taken now, particularly by developed countries toward addressing the 

challenge of climate change that is currently impacting communities in every country in different 

dimension today.  Thus, the international action plan encapsulated in the international Paris agreement 

(Cop 21) in 2015 and that of (Cop 26) in Scotland in Britain, early this year, 2022, with both objective of 

reducing Green House Emission through the adoption of renewable energy sources, be implemented 

urgently.  

Egypt and Sudan should be persuaded to relinquish their clams or rights as the owners of the Nile River, 

particularly Egypt and also the continuous hold or references to the 1929 and 1959 Nile waters agreement 

that confer the right of use, control and allocation to Egypt with a little percentage to Sudan alone while 

other Nile countries were excluded, including Ethiopia, be relinquished with immediate effect. Thus, a 

new agreement should be put in place whereby the Nile waters will be equitably and fairly allocated to all 

the Nile countries. 

The politicization of the Dam project for economic and political gains by developed countries of Britain, 

U.S.A., China, France and Russia be discouraged.  Instead, intervening countries should be tasked to be 

truthful and courageous to tackle the issue head on in respect of the issue of unfair and bias 1929 and 

1959 agreements and the need to come up with new agreement that will accommodate the interest of all 

Nile Basin Countries.  
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