
Athens responds to US State
Department’s claim that Greek
air space is only 6 nautical
miles

Regarding the report by the US State Department, which was
forwarded to the US Congress on March 18 and in the framework
of the provisions of the “Eastern Mediterranean Security and
Energy Partnership Act,” diplomatic sources pointed out that
the borders of Greece’s territorial waters, as well as the
maritime borders between Greece and Turkey, have been clearly
defined for years on the basis of international law and are
not in any dispute.

In particular, they stated in response to the State Department
that  regarding  the  Southeastern  Aegean  and  the  Eastern
Mediterranean, the maritime borders have been defined by the
Italy-Turkey Agreement signed in Ankara on 4 January 1932, as
well as the minutes which was signed in Ankara on December 28,
1932.
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Greece, as the successor state under the Treaty of Paris of
1947,  gained  sovereignty  over  the  Dodecanese  without  any
change in the maritime borders, as agreed between Italy and
Turkey.

Regarding the sea borders in Thrace (up to the point of a
distance of three nautical miles from the Evros Delta), they
emphasise that these were defined by the Treaty of Lausanne of
1923 and the Athens Protocol of 1926.

Finally, regarding the sea borders between the above two areas
(from Thrace to Dodecanese), where the territorial waters of
Greece and Turkey intersect, they pointed out that the sea
borders follow the middle line between the Greek islands and
islets and the opposite Turkish coasts.

The  same  diplomatic  sources  noted  that  Greece’s  external
borders, including its territorial waters, are at the same
time the external borders of the European Union.

The  recently  released  State  Department  report  states  that
Greece claims an airspace that extends up to 10 nautical miles
and a territorial sea of up to 6 nautical miles, but that
“under international law, a country’s airspace coincides with
its territorial sea.”

“The US thus recognizes an airspace up to 6 nautical miles
consistent with territorial sea. Greece and the US do not
share a view on the extent of Greece’s airspace,” the report
said.

The  State  Department  report  adds  that  although  Athens
currently claims up to a 6-nautical-mile territorial sea in
the  Aegean,  “Greece  and  its  neighbors  have  not  agreed  on
boundary  delimitation  in  those  areas  where  their  lawful
maritime entitlements overlap.”

“Lack of such delimitation means there is no clarity on the
extent of Greece’s territorial sea and corresponding airspace
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in these areas rendering any assessment of total violations
not feasible,” the report said.

The State Department report said Washington encourages Greece
and Turkey “to resolve outstanding bilateral maritime boundary
issues peacefully and in accordance with international law.”

Maritime  Disputes  in  the
Eastern  Mediterranean:  The
Way  Forward  by  Dr.  Roudi
Baroudi

Now available in English at Brookings Institution Press.
Coming soon in Arabic, French, and Greek.
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Using  satellite  imagery,  international  law,  and  geodesic
research, Roudi Baroudi walks readers through a road map for
peaceful  and  responsible  resolution  of  maritime  boundary
disputes in the Eastern Mediterranean. The volume draws upon
the United Nations and its associated treaties, courts, and
other  institutions  that  have  developed  bodies  of  law  and
procedures to facilitate negotiation. Dr. Baroudi points to
rapid advances of science and technology as the means to take
the guesswork out of boundary delineation, making this route
more reliable and user-friendly than ever before.

“An expert commentary and seminal work.”
–  Ambassador  John  B.  Craig,  Senior  Fellow,  Transatlantic
Leadership  Network;  former  Special  Assistant  to  President
George W. Bush for Combatting Terrorism, and former United
States Ambassador to Oman

“Baroudi makes a powerful case for compromise so that the
states of the region can move beyond their costly disputes and
reap the rewards of cooperation. Dr. Baroudi’s approach has
much to teach us and will hopefully contribute to peaceful
progress, if only the opposing sides will listen.”
– Andrew Novo, Associate Professor of Strategic Studies at the
National Defense University

“…The countries of the region, as well as the United States
and the European Union, should embrace Baroudi’s approach to
reduce  frictions  and  realize  the  benefits  of  this  energy
bounty.”
–  Douglas  Hengel,  Professional  Lecturer  in  the  Energy,
Resources and Environment Program Johns Hopkins University,
SAIS and Senior Fellow at the German Marshall Fund

Order a copy

https://transatlantic.us18.list-manage.com/track/click?u=7bd1df7136136b9c283693fdd&id=09f46a009a&e=29dd0af0b4


Mediterranean  crisis  calls
for  ‘civilized  solution’,
energy  expert  tells  EU-Arab
gathering

‘Do we want the benefits of our own rightful shares more than
we want to deny the same benefits to our neighbors?’

ATHENS, Greece: The latest legal and technological tools can
resolve  rival  claims  in  the  Mediterranean  without  anyone
firing a shot, a veteran of the region’s energy industry told
a conference in Athens on Monday.

“We have both the legal mechanisms and the high-precision
mapping technologies to draw up fair and equitable boundaries

at sea,” Roudi Baroudi said in a speech to the 5th European
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Union Arab World Summit. “That means that countries in the
Mediterranean region can settle their differences amicably,
setting aside the costly and ultimately self-defeating ways of
war.”

Appearing via Zoom from Doha, Qatar, Baroudi said the region
had a long history of spawning great civilizations, but that
each of these had squandered their good fortune by make war on
their neighbors.

Thanks  to  huge  deposits  of  natural  gas  having  been  found
beneath the Mediterranean, he noted, “the region faces another
crossroads”, largely because “the vast majority of maritime
boundaries  in  the  Mediterranean  remain  unresolved.”  With
neighboring states laying claim to the same undersea real
estate, Baroudi said the resulting “patchwork of claims and
counter-claims”  only  served  to  hamper  all  parties  by
jeopardizing their respective offshore oil and gas activities.

With  more  than  four  decades  in  the  business  –  including
significant experience in both the public and private sectors
– Baroudi has become a leading proponent of the East Med’s
emergence as a major energy producer. Having long argued that
safe and responsible exploitation of the resource in question
would allow regional countries to make historic gains, both at
home and abroad, his most recent interventions have focused on
how to draw fair and equitable boundaries at sea. In fact, his
book “Maritime Disputes in the Eastern Mediterranean: The Way
Forward” is widely regarded as the most authoritative guide to
the current situation.

Currently serving as CEO of Energy and Environment Holding, an
independent  consultancy  based  in  Doha,  Baroudi  said  all
parties need to be honest with themselves by answering single
question: “do we want the benefits of our own rightful shares
more than we want to deny the same benefits to our neighbors?”

Those that want to focus on getting their share, he argued,



need to put their faith in the United Nations Convention on
the Law of the Sea.

Roudi Baroudi is CEO of Energy and Environment Holding, an
independent consultancy based in Doha.

He also is the author of “Maritime Disputes in the Eastern
Mediterranean: the Way Forward”, published earlier this year
by the Transatlantic Leadership Network and distributed by the
Brookings Institution Press.

5th EU- Arab World Summit –
Maritime  Borders  in  the
Mediterranean: the Cradle of
Civilization  Deserves  a
Civilized Solution

https://euromenaenergy.com/5th-eu-arab-world-summit-maritime-borders-in-the-mediterranean-the-cradle-of-civilization-deserves-a-civilized-solution/
https://euromenaenergy.com/5th-eu-arab-world-summit-maritime-borders-in-the-mediterranean-the-cradle-of-civilization-deserves-a-civilized-solution/
https://euromenaenergy.com/5th-eu-arab-world-summit-maritime-borders-in-the-mediterranean-the-cradle-of-civilization-deserves-a-civilized-solution/
https://euromenaenergy.com/5th-eu-arab-world-summit-maritime-borders-in-the-mediterranean-the-cradle-of-civilization-deserves-a-civilized-solution/
https://euromenaenergy.com/5th-eu-arab-world-summit-maritime-borders-in-the-mediterranean-the-cradle-of-civilization-deserves-a-civilized-solution/


FOR TURKEY AND GREECE, SHARED
TRAGEDY COULD SAVE LIVES IN
THE LONG RUN
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By Roudi Baroudi

The deadly earthquake that struck Greece and Turkey on Friday
has brought out the best in the two countries’ leaders, who
have  exchanged  not  only  condolences,  but  also  offers  of
assistance.

Like other natural disasters, this one showed no regard for
national borders. Most of the casualties and damage took place
in the Turkish city of Izmir, but the epicenter was located
beneath the seabed in Greek waters, and the two Greek youths
who perished did so on the island of Samos, which lies less
than  2  kilometers  off  the  Turkish  coast.  Far  from
discriminating between the two neighbors, then, the quake was
a  (literally)  jarring  reminder  that  their  fates  are
inextricably  intertwined.

And yet, the mutual goodwill expressed by Turkish President
Recep  Tayyip  Erdogan  and  Greek  Prime  Minister  Kyriakos
Mitsokakis owed most of its newsworthiness to the acrimony
which has otherwise defined their relationship of late: most
of their recent exchanges have involved accusations and even



thinly veiled threats over rival territorial claims at sea.

The dispute is not new, but in recent years its urgency has
grown exponentially due to discoveries of enormous oil and
(mostly) gas deposits in the Eastern Mediterranean. Far from
eliciting offers to exchange resources and expertise – in a
deepwater setting that will require massive upfront investment
and world-class technical capabilities – the two sides have
approached the matter as zero-sum game. Each is behaving as
though  any  gains  it  achieves  can  only  come  by  inflicting
equal-size losses on the other, but given the realities of the
dispute, nothing could be further from the truth.

Already,  the  mere  fact  of  their  having  not  progressed  to
negotiate a maritime border treaty – one allowing both parties
to get on with the businesses of exploration and development
in their respective zones, and perhaps in some joint areas as
well – is costing a lot of money, and not just in terms of
time lost to unnecessary delay. The absence of an agreement
also means that whenever the Turks send their seismic research
vessel, the Oruc Reis, to study the seabed in disputed waters,
they also have to bear the cost of an armed escort. They may
take solace in the fact that the Greek are also paying heavily
to monitor their activities, but there are no winners in such
a  contest.  Both  countries  are  only  ensuring  that  whoever
eventually  finds,  extracts,  and  sells  the  resources  in
question, the venture will have been less profitable than it
should have been.

Similar obstacles apply to just about any scenario in which
Athens and Ankara fail to delineate a mutually acceptable
border  and  try  to  act  unilaterally.  Investors  loath
uncertainty, so any offshore blocks they auction off will
fetch less money than they would if the dispute were settled.
Underwriters are equally suspicious of oil and gas operations
in potential war zones, which means that even if insurance can
be obtained for ships, drilling rigs, and any other equipment,
the price is likely to be exorbitant – and this is not to



mention the cost of liability coverage relating to life and
limb, environmental consequences, etc.

Why would anyone opt for such a murky, risky, and uncertain
venture when a much clearer, safer, and surer one is so close
at hand? From any conventional business perspective, the far
superior route is to negotiate a mutually beneficial solution
that  gives  both  parties  the  ability  to  make  plans  and
implement  them  without  fear  of  delay  or  interference.

A generation or two ago, there might have been an excuse for
one or both countries to question the advisability of an early
settlement,  but  not  anymore:  not  when  the  United  Nations
Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) sets out clear
standards for the fair and equitable resolution of maritime
boundary  disputes;  not  when  satellite  imagery  and  data
processing technologies allow virtually all nation-states to
obtain high-precision maps ahead of time; not when we have
such an extensive background of previous cases and established
precedent to indicate in advance what an eventual settlement
will look like.

If  they  have  not  already  done  so,  both  countries  can
commission a company like Fugro to carry out a Law of the Sea
study and, within a few weeks, know within a few centimeters
where  their  maritime  boundaries  should  lie.  If  there  are
compelling reasons to alter the legal or data inputs that
produce  these  results,  they  can  negotiate  swaps  and/or
designate certain areas for joint management or even shared
sovereignty. Whatever the solution, it will be better than the
bellicose rhetoric and high-seas brinkmanship on which they
have recently relied.

Right now the priority has to be on search and rescue, saving
any lives that can still be saved, taking care of those made
homeless by the quake, and determining the full extent of the
damage caused by the quake. Nothing should delay this process.



Once  the  danger  has  passed  and  the  vulnerable  have  been
secured, however, Greece and Turkey should follow their own
example in this post-quake period by moving to defuse tensions
and  start  talking  about  how  to  resolve  their  differences
quickly, practically, and peacefully. Why waste any more time,
expend any more resources, or risk any more lives when a
negotiated solution is so easily obtainable?

Roudi Baroudi, a four-decade veteran of the energy business
and CEO of Doha-based Energy and Environment Holding, is the
author of “Maritime Disputes in the Eastern Mediterranean: The
Way  Forward”,  published  by  the  Transatlantic  Leadership
Network and distributed by the Brookings Institution Press.

Roudi Baroudi is CEO of Energy and Environment Holding, an
independent consultancy based in Doha.
He also is the author of “Maritime Disputes in the Eastern
Mediterranean: the Way Forward”, published earlier this year
by the Transatlantic Leadership Network and distributed by the
Brookings Institution Press.

How to Fix East Med Border
Disputes
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The Eastern Mediterranean is once again at the center of what
can  go  wrong  when  countries  fail  to  resolve  decades-old
disputes over offshore Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZs). On the
face of it, the latest Greece-Turkey skirmish makes little
sense now other than playing to domestic audiences and putting
down markers to ensure a future piece of whatever this natural
gas-rich part of the world has to offer. In today’s brutal
economic  climate,  few  energy  companies  are  lining  up  to
undertake new projects, which means it will take longer for
actual  production  to  begin  under  the  best  circumstances.
What’s more, Turkey may not have the financial wherewithal or
capacity to do the exploration and development work on its
own, and no private energy company is likely to invest serious
capital  in  a  project  that  can  be  tied  up  for  years  by
competing  EEZ  claims.  This  maximalist  approach  to  solving
maritime disputes will not work. Equitable results, perhaps
based on the equidistance principle — a methodology endorsed
by the 1994 UN Convention for Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) — would
be  the  best  way  forward  for  settling  the  Greece-Turkey
maritime boundary dispute.



The development of Israel’s huge Leviathan natural gas field
is a model studied closely by others in this region. Texas-
based  Noble  Energy,  which  is  now  merging  with  Chevron,
discovered Leviathan 10 years ago and quickly recognized that
it was not only a world-class field, but that it needed an EEZ
treaty for development to proceed without being contested by
Cyprus. Noble carried out its own internal Law of the Sea
desktop study, which became the basis for Israel’s EEZ treaty
with Cyprus. It also issued an ultimatum to the Israelis that
no further exploration would take place until the EEZ deal was
finalized. This pressure from Noble not only prompted the
Israeli government to conclude a treaty with Cyprus, it did so
in a document that explicitly states Israel must adhere to
UNCLOS rules despite not being a signatory of the treaty. That
in  itself  is  an  enormous  change  with  broad  economic
implications.

While four of the seven recognized coastal states (Greece,
Turkey, Syria, Cyprus, Lebanon, Israel and Egypt), are not
signatories  to  the  treaty,  there  is  now  a  general
understanding  that  even  non-signatories  to  UNCLOS  are
increasingly ready to abide by its principles in settling
disputes.  The  real  threat  to  the  East  Mediterranean’s
prospects as an energy hub is politics, specifically the zero-
sum  games  that  have  constricted  and  warped  regional
interactions. The best way to proceed is an orderly process in
which Mediterranean maritime boundaries are fully delineated
and individual countries are free to develop the resources
within  their  respective  EEZs.  The  UNCLOS  contains  a
comprehensive rulebook for the fair and equitable resolution
of  such  disputes  by  subjecting  them  to  consistent  legal
standards and detailed scientific observations.

Necessary Conditions

Given the UNCLOS, the obvious question is: Why are we still
talking about unresolved maritime boundaries in the Eastern
Mediterranean? The short answer is that until recently few of



the necessary conditions were in place. Since its inception,
both technology and case law have evolved. Old colonial-era
charts were highly unreliable, with depictions of even easily
observable shoreline features off by a kilometer or more. New,
accurate  technological  mapping  has  removed  much  of  the
guesswork. The outcome of any legal process based on UNCLOS
can now be predicted with considerable reliability.

The  Israel-Cyprus  treaty  has  itself  been  challenged  by
Lebanon, which has alleged that its neighbors used faulty
coordinates  for  its  shoreline  border  with  Israel,  thereby
mistakenly locating the offshore “tripoint” among the three
countries’ respective EEZs several kilometers from where it
should  be.  But  Israel  has  agreed  to  be  bound  by  UNCLOS
standards,  making  resolution  possible.  The  situation  also
makes clear that precision mapping technology — now at the
disposal of any government willing to pay for a Law of the Sea
study — has finally established a clear, objective basis for
discussion.

In what could be a valuable point for both Turkey and Greece,
this  crucial  degree  of  accuracy,  often  down  to  sub-meter
measurements, should make it easier for governments to sell
any agreements they reach to their respective publics. It also
leaves too little room for naysayers at home or abroad to
accuse anyone of backing down or selling out. German efforts
to  reconcile  the  interests  of  Turkey  and  Greece  are
commendable,  and  with  precision  mapping  accuracy  both
governments can reduce economic and political pressure while
simultaneously  demonstrating  the  potential  advantages  of
reconciliation.

Clear Benefits

The Eastern Mediterranean’s emergence as an oil and gas hub
promises a cure for the region’s poverty and instability. The
first discoveries were located in uncontested waters off Egypt
and  Israel,  so  development  was  fairly  straightforward.  In



addition, most of the deposits were in the form of natural
gas, whose cleaner properties and growing ubiquity as a global
commodity, may give it better medium- and long-term market
prospects than oil.

These discoveries and others that could follow are critical
for the growing economies in the region, which need greater
energy  diversity  and  independence.  Commercial  interest  in
these  resources  also  remains  strong.  Noble’s  East
Mediterranean gas interests are considered one of the prize
assets that Chevron was after in its bid. The energy majors
already  invested  in  offshore  Cyprus,  including  the  Exxon
Mobil/Qatar  Petroleum  (QP)  and  Total/Eni  consortia,  have
postponed  —  not  canceled  —  exploratory  drilling  in  their
respective blocks. The involvement of QP is also a signal of
long-term stability. As one of the world’s most deep-pocketed
national  oil  companies,  its  gas  strategy  is  measured  in
decades, as Energy Minister Saad al-Kaabi likes to say.

Even with the current extraordinary economic circumstances of
the  coronavirus  pandemic,  for  which  few  companies  and
governments  were  prepared,  the  East  Med  should  remain
attractive  and  financially  appealing  going  forward.  The
resources are still there and, while their current market
value has been diminished, the potential deposits are still
highly prized assets whose development, extraction and sale
can  be  expected  to  generate  many  hundreds  of  billions  of
dollars  over  several  decades.  Despite  the  increasing
competitiveness of renewables, the ubiquity and low carbon
profile of gas will keep it in the global energy mix for years
to come.

Roudi Baroudi is CEO of Energy and Environment Holding, an
independent consultancy in Doha. His recent book, “Maritime
Disputes in the Eastern Mediterranean: The Way Forward,” is
published  by  the  Transatlantic  Leadership  Network  and
distributed  by  the  Brookings  Institution  Press.



Debra  Cagan  is  the  Distinguished  Energy  Fellow  at  the
Transatlantic Leadership Network. She is a former career US
State  Department  and  Defense  Department  official,  having
served from the Reagan to the Trump administrations.

MTV – Turkey-Greece conflict
in eastern Mediterranean
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الحدود البحرية الجنوبية الأشد
تعقيـداً بـارودي: يحـقّ للبنـان
أكثـر ممّـا يُعـرض عليـه فـي
المفاوضات

يّن الأحاديين المعلنين من الطرفين، يتبيّن من خلال خط يتوسّط الخط
أنّ من حق لبنان بسط سيادته على رقعة أكبر من تلك التي حدّدها خط
هوف، أو التي عرضت خلال المفاوضات مع الجانب الأميركي، ويمكنه
بالقانون الاستحصال على ما لا يقل عن %55 من المنطقة المتنازع
.عليها

عّ لبنان وقبرص معاهدة ثنائية في الأوّل من كانون الثاني 2007، وق
لترسيم الحدود المواجهة للدولتين، لكنها لم تقرّ في مجلس النواب
اللبناني اعتراضاً على اتفاق ترسيم الحدود البحرية بين قبرص
ـّع فـي كـانون الأوّل 2010 ولا سـيّما النقطـة 23 وإسـرائيل الموق
جنوباً، وبالتالي لم تدخل حيّز التنفيذ. يبلغ طول خط الحدود
البحرية بين لبنان وقبرص نحو 158.8 كلم ويتألف من 6 نقاط تحوّل
دُِّدت من خلال اعتماد الخط ذاته الإحداثيات المتساوية أساسية، وح
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في المساحة البحرية المواجهة لكل من لبنان وقبرص، واستخدمت
طّات بحرية دقيقة وقاعدة بيانات متطوّرة للمعلومات الجغرافية .مخط

في دراسة وضعها الرئيس التنفيذي لشركة الطاقة والبيئة القابضة
والخبير في صناعة الطاقة رودي بارودي ونشرها معهد عصام فارس في
الجامعة الأميركية، يغوص بارودي في تاريخ ملف ترسيم الحدود
البحرية اللبنانية، فلبنان أعلن ترسيماً أحاديّاً لحدوده البحرية
الشمالية مع سوريا خلال عملية تقسيم المياه الإقليمية إلى بلوكات،
وتمّ ايداع نسخة من الترسيم في مكتب شؤون المحيطات وقانون البحار
في الأمم المتّحدة على رغم عدم توقيع سوريا اتفاق الأمم المتحدة
لقانون البحار واتفاق جنيف 1958، ويعتقد بارودي الذي تحدث
لـ”النهار” أنّه تمّ استخدام قواعد الخط ذات الاحداثيات المتساوية
(Strict Equidistance geodetic line) خلال ترسيم الحدود، واعتماد
للبنان وعلى الأرجح (Basic Normal Baselines) خطوط الأساس العادية
.لسوريا (Basic Coastlines) خطوط السواحل

تظهر الخرائط المرفقة تداخل البلوكات البحرية لكلا البلدين، إذ
تخرق البلوكات اللبنانية المياه الإقليمية السورية بنحو 1.7 كلم،
فيما تخرق البلوكات السورية المياه الإقليمية اللبنانية بنحو 15.3
كلم، وينتج من ذلك مساحة متداخلة تقدّر بنحو 832 كلم2 بحاجة إلى
.إعادة ترسيم

ً، وفي حالات مماثلة تحدّد يفصل بين الدولتين النهر الكبير شمالا
القوانين الدولية منتصف النهر (أو فم النهر المطلّ على البحر)
كمركز للحدود الفاصلة بين البلدين. وبالتالي، أعادت الدراسة التي
يفندها بارودي لـ”النهار” تحديد نقطة التقاء البرّ بالبحر أو
النجمة الصفراء كمنطلق لترسيم (Land Terminus Point) المعروفة بـ
الحدود البحرية، وليس السياج التقني الحدودي الفاصل بين لبنان
ً ويقع وسوريا (النجمة الزرقاء)، الذي يبعد نحو 40 متراً شمالا
داخل الأراضي السورية وتحديداً عند المعبر الحدودي من الجهة
الشمالية للنهر. بعد ذلك، تنطلق الدراسة من هذه النقطة لتحديد خط
الحدود البحري بين لبنان وسوريا، الذي يبلغ طوله نحو 131.4 كلم
ً إلى نقطة الإلتقاء الثلاثية ويتألف من20 نقطة تحوّل أساسية وصولا
trijunction point.

لبنان – إسرائيل
تُعتبر الحدود البحرية بين لبنان والعدو الإسرائيلي الأشد تعقيداً،
عّ اتفاق الأمم المتحدة لقانون البحار ليس فقط لأن إسرائيل لم توق



فحسب، بل أيضاً لأن الدولتين في حالة حرب، وهو ما يرتّب اللجوء
إلى وساطة دولية لترسيم الحدود الجنوبية اللبنانية، وأخذ الخط
الأزرق المرسّم من قبل الأمم المتحدة على البر في الاعتبار. في
العام 2007، اعتمد لبنان في مباحثاته مع قبرص على خط “مبهم
ةّ موافقة الطرف الثالث (أي إسرائيل)، ولم البداية والنهاية” بحج
تمّ تحديد النقطة المتساوية الأبعاد ما بين قبرص ولبنان وفلسطين
بشكل دقيق، والتي عُرفت بالنقطة (Trijunction point) المحتلّة
23. عام 2010، اقتنص العدو الفرصة خلال المفاوضات مع الجانب
القبرصي، فثبّت النقطة 23 في مكانها، ما خلق منطقة متنازعا عليها
.مساحتها نحو 879 كلم2

منذ ذلك الحين، بدأت الوساطات الدولية لحلّ النزاع، وكُرّس
الجانب الأميركي كوسيط مفاوض من خلال نائب وزير الخارجية الأميركي
لشؤون الطاقة في حينه فريديريك هوف وخليفته آموس هوكشتاين،
ً الى مساعد وزير الخارجية فزيارات مكّوكية للسفير ديفيد هيل وصولا
لشؤون الشرق الأوسط ديفيد شنكر، وتمحورت جميعها حول عروض لتقاسم
المنطقة بين الدولتين بأشكال مختلفة من دون التوصل إلى حلّ، إلى
أن أعلن شنكر أخيراً أن “الكرة في الملعب اللبناني وأن على
اللبنانيين أن يتنازلوا عن رفضهم لإطار الاتفاق ويتحرّكوا إلى
.”الأمام

تنطلق الدّراسة من إعادة تحديد نقطة التقاء البرّ بالبحر أو
ّ ،Land Terminus Pointالمعروفة بـ وترتكز على نقطة بداية الخط
وامتدادها BP.1الأزرق على البرّ في أعالي تلّةٍ صخريّة معروفة بـ
في البحر. وتظهر الصورة المرفقة نقطة الالتقاء هذه باعتبارها
المنطلق نحو ترسيم الحدود البحرية، في حين أن النقطة التي
حدّدتها اسرائيل (النقطة 31 البحرية) تقع على مسافة 38م شمال غرب
هذه النقطة داخل الأراضي اللبنانية، بينما النقطة التي يحدّدها
المعتمد في هذه الدراسة. من هنا يؤكد LTPلبنان تبعد 62 م عن الـ
بارودي الدور المهم الذي يمكن أن تلعبه قبرص في تحديد نقطة
ّ trijunction point الالتقاء الثلاثية من الجهة المقابلة لحسم خط
الحــدود الفاصــل. ولكــن باســتخدام قواعــد الخــط ذات الاحــداثيات
التي تعتمد عليها (Strict Equidistance geodetic line) المتساوية
المحاكم الدّولية ونقطة ارتكاز أي وساطة، وكذلك أحدث الصور
والخرائط والوسائل التقنية، تمّ تحديد حدود بحرية افتراضية بين
وامتدادها نحو الحدود البحريّة مع قبرص LTPالبلدين تربط بين الـ
بطول يبلغ نحو 128.1 كلم وفيه 6 نقاط تحوّل أساسية. بالنتيجة،



تقسّم المنطقة المتنازع عليها بين 475 كلم2 (54%) للبنان و400
يّن الأحاديين المعلنين كلم2 (46%) لإسرائيل، من خلال خط يتوسّط الخط
من الطرفين. وبالتالي، يتبيّن أنّ من حق لبنان بسط سيادته على
رقعة أكبر من تلك التي حدّدها خط هوف، أو التي عرضت خلال
المفاوضات مع الجانب الأميركي، ويمكنه بالقانون الاستحصال على ما لا
.يقل عن 55% من المنطقة المتنازع عليها

من هنا، تبيّن هذه الدراسة الدور الذي يمكن أن تلعبه السلطات
اللبنانية من خلال القنوات الديبلوماسية والحوار مع جميع الوسطاء
على أساس علمي وعادل، استباقاً لأي شروط قد تفرض خلال المحادثات مع
.صندوق النقد الدولي

Différends  Maritimes  en
Méditerranée  Orientale:
Comment en Sortir

Les  différends  de  frontières  maritimes  en  Méditerranée
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orientale  empêchent  l’exploitation  raisonnée  des  récentes
découvertes énergétiques dans la région :
un nouveau livre montre comment résoudre pacifiquement les
conflits frontaliers maritimes.

L’ouvrage se présente comme une feuille de route pour aider
les pays côtiers à exploiter les ressources offshore

Un nouveau livre de l’expert en politique de l’énergie Roudi
Baroudi met en lumière des mécanismes souvent négligés qui
pourraient aider à désamorcer les tensions et débloquer des
milliards de dollars en pétrole et en gaz.

“Maritime  Disputes  in  the  Eastern  Mediterranean:  the  Way
Forward”  («Différends  Maritimes  en  Méditerranée  Orientale:
Comment  en  Sortir»)  -distribué  par  Brookings  Institution
Press- décrit le vaste cadre juridique et diplomatique dont
disposent les pays qui cherchent à résoudre les conflits de
frontières maritimes. Dans ce livre, M. Baroudi passe en revue
l’émergence et l’influence (croissante) de la Convention des
Nations unies sur le droit de la mer (CNUDM), dont les règles
et les normes sont devenues la base de pratiquement toutes les
négociations et de tous les accords maritimes. Il explique
également comment les progrès récents de la science et de la
technologie, notamment dans le domaine de la cartographie de
précision, ont accru l’impact des lignes directrices de la
CNUDM  en  éliminant  les  conjectures  de  tout  processus  de
règlement des différends fondé sur celles-ci.

Comme le titre l’indique, l’ouvrage se concentre en grande
partie  sur  la  Méditerranée  orientale,  où  les  récentes
découvertes de pétrole et de gaz ont souligné le fait que la
plupart  des  frontières  maritimes  de  la  région  restent
discutées. L’incertitude qui en résulte ralentit non seulement
l’utilisation  des  ressources  en  question  (et  le
réinvestissement des recettes pour lutter contre la pauvreté
et d’autres problèmes de société), mais augmente également le



risque d’un ou plusieurs conflits meurtriers. M. Baroudi fait
toutefois remarquer que, tout comme ces problèmes et leurs
conséquences existent dans le monde entier, leur résolution
juste  et  équitable  dans  une  région  pourrait  contribuer  à
restaurer la croyance qu’ont les peuples et leurs dirigeants
dans le multilatéralisme, et servir ainsi d’exemple.

Si les pays de la Méditerranée orientale acceptaient, en vertu
des règles de la CNUDM, de régler leurs différends de manière
juste et équitable, écrit-il, “cela donnerait une chance de
démontrer  que  l’architecture  de  sécurité  collective  de
l’après-guerre reste non seulement une approche viable mais
aussi une approche vitale… Cela montrerait au monde entier
qu’aucun obstacle n’est trop grand, aucune inimitié si ancrée
et aucun souvenir si amer qu’il ne puisse-t-être surmonté en
suivant les règles de base auxquelles tous les États membres
des  Nations  unies  ont  souscrit  en  y  adhérant:  la
responsabilité  de  régler  les  différends  sans  violence  ou
menace de violence”.

Le livre rappelle, de manière générale et spécifique, qu’il
existe des leviers permettant d’uniformiser les règles du jeu
diplomatique, une contribution utile à un moment où l’ensemble
du concept de multilatéralisme est attaqué par certains des
pays qui ont autrefois défendu sa création. L’ouvrage est
écrit  dans  un  style  engageant,  empruntant  à  plusieurs
disciplines -de l’histoire et de la géographie au droit et à
la cartographie- le rendant accessible et d’intérêt pour tous,
des universitaires et des décideurs politiques aux ingénieurs
et au grand public.

En attendant sa parution papier, ainsi que sa traduction en
français prévue dans les prochaines semaines, le livre est
disponible au format e-book. Dans le contexte actuel qui a
forcé  les  maisons  d’édition  à  adapter  leur  stratégie  de
lancement, l’ouvrage a fait l’objet ce jeudi d’un lancement
organisé par TLN via zoom, avec la participation autour de
l’auteur, de deux représentants éminents du Département d’État



américain – Jonathan Moore (premier sous-secrétaire adjoint
principal, Bureau des océans et des affaires environnementales
et  scientifiques  internationales)  et  Kurt  Donnelly  (sous-
secrétaire adjoint pour la diplomatie énergétique, Bureau des
ressources énergétiques).

Palestinian  Authority  ‘ready
to  sign  maritime  exclusive
economic  zone  deal  with
Turkey’

A pact with Palestine could strengthen Turkish oil and gas
claims in the Mediterranean
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The  Palestinian  Authority  (PA)  is  ready  to  negotiate  a
maritime  delimitation  deal  with  Turkey  and  cooperate  with
Ankara on natural resources in the eastern Mediterranean, a PA
envoy told Turkish media on Monday.

Faed Mustafa, Palestine’s ambassador to Ankara, said in an
interview  that  the  PA  could  follow  Turkey’s  maritime
delimitation  deal  with  Libya  and  sign  its  own  pact.

“We are open for every idea to deepen our relations with
Turkey, and this includes a deal on exclusive economic zones,”
Mustafa told the Aydinlik newspaper.

“We  also  have  rights  in  the  Mediterranean.  Palestine  has
shares in oil and gas located in the eastern Mediterranean. We
are ready to cooperate in these areas and sign a deal.”

With  the  Gaza  Strip,  the  Palestinian  territories  have  a
coastline  along  the  eastern  Mediterranean  that  makes  it
eligible for maritime rights. Since 2007, Gaza has been ruled
by the Hamas movement, which has fractious relations with the
Fatah-dominated, West Bank-based PA.

Mustafa said Israel had been restricting Palestinian efforts
to conduct exploration and drilling activities in the Gaza
Marine gas field, which was discovered in 1999 approximately
30km off the besieged coastal enclave’s shore.

With Israel and Egypt keeping Gaza under strict blockade, and
conflicts and flare-ups common, the field, which is estimated
to  contain  one  trillion  cubic  feet  of  gas,  has  remained
dormant for nearly 20 years since its discovery.

“We couldn’t benefit from the gas due to Israeli pressure,”
Mustafa said.

Turkey and Libya’s UN-recognised Government of National Accord
last November signed a memorandum of understanding to delimit
maritime zones in the eastern Mediterranean in an attempt to



block further Greek and Cypriot energy drilling activities in
the area.

A deal with the PA could further embolden Turkish attempts to
minimise Greek ambitions to restrict Turkish activity into a
tight coastline.

Turkey  and  Greece  are  Nato  allies  but  have  long  been  at
loggerheads  over  Cyprus,  which  has  been  ethnically  split
between Greek and Turkish Cypriots since 1974, when the island
was divided after a brief Greek-inspired coup triggered a
Turkish invasion.

The Republic of Cyprus in the south of the island is a member
state of the EU, while the north of the island is controlled
by the Turkish Republic of Cyprus, which is only recognised by
Turkey.  Several  peacemaking  efforts  have  failed  and  the
discovery of offshore resources in the eastern Mediterranean
in the 2000s has complicated the negotiations.

According to the UN Law of the Sea, coastal states have a
right  to  320km  of  maritime  territory  from  their
shoreline where they can declare an “exclusive economic zone”
(EEZ), and where they have the right to explore and exploit
natural resources.

However,  because  of  the  concave  shape  of  the  eastern
Mediterranean, there is an overlap between the areas that each
country can claim, requiring negotiations and compromise – and
opportunity, some say, for leverage in ongoing conflicts.

Neither Turkey nor Greece have made official EEZ claims, but
that has not stopped them from fighting over the territory
they envision to be their own.


