
As we mentioned in the first ar-
ticle of this series: “ Limelight 
On the Declaration of Principles 

On the Renaissance Dam “ (24 March 
2015), the three Eastern Nile Basin 
countries: Ethiopia, Sudan and Egypt, 
on Monday, 23 March 2015, signed the 
agreement on the Renaissance dam.
As we promised in the first article, we 
tried in this article and the previous ar-
ticle to answer the question: How and 
why the Ethiopian strategy on the dam 
Renaissance succeeded?
In the last article we discussed the four 
axis on which Ethiopia had based its strategy for 
building the Great Ethiopian Renaissance Dam 
(GERD), explaining that the Ethiopian strategy was 
based on its just case and that its uses of the Nile 
water are not for consumption, but rather for power 
generation only, and that the water that generates the 
energy goes back to the course of the Nile and contin-
ues to flow to Sudan and Egypt, which will not result 
in any damage to these two countries. Besides it took 
advantage of its political stability compared with the 
previous eras and used the element of surprise and 
choosing the right time and the time factor. Ethiopia 
grasped the opportunity and opted to benefit from the 
instability prevalent in Egypt and worked day and 
night in constructing the dam to impose it as hard-
wired indisputable fact in front of Egypt and Sudan 
and the entire world, as well. The work went on very 
quickly and without interruption as scheduled by the 
government since the beginning. Then Ethiopia, in 
the May 28, 2013, three days before the International 
Committee of Experts submitted its report on the dam 
aftermaths, Ethiopia diverted the course of the Blue 
Nile, announcing to the whole world that the Dam and 
the decision to build its had become an indisputable 
or retractable fact.
Moreover, Ethiopia relied on its own resources and 
contributions of its people to meet the cost of building 
the Renaissance Dam which is close to five billion 
dollars. The government succeeded in highlighting 
the Renaissance Dam as an anchor of the Ethiopian 
national pride, same as Egypt did with the High Dam 
in the fifties and sixties of the last century. The Ethi-
opian mass media continued to broadcast the national 
anthems highlighting the Dam as a shift from poverty, 
underdevelopment and famines (from here came the 
name of the dam - the Grand Ethiopian Renaissance 
Dam (GERD)) by the use of the Nile water, which 
mostly come from Ethiopia. Donations and bonds 
buying went on successively to finance the dam from 
the Ethiopians at home and diasporas scattered all 
over the world, and even from a number of non-Ethi-
opians.
It presented the case of the dam in international fo-
rums, conferences and workshops as a just cause 
based on the principle of equitable and reasonable use 
of a shared resource under the international law, and 
is based on cooperation with Egypt and Sudan. Ethio-
pia made an offer, in the first months of the construc-
tion of the Dam, to Egypt and Sudan to participate 
in the financing,  ownership and management of the 
Dam with it. But Egypt and Sudan ignored that gen-
erous offer, which showed Ethiopia as a cooperative 
country and strengthened its arguments and positions 
in the international forums.
The Ethiopian continuous presentation and explana-
tion amid the absence of Egypt and Sudan captured 
a huge international sympathy with the Ethiopian po-
sition.

 
(9) The  Ethiopian strategy created 
great confusion in Egypt and Sudan 
and instead of debating Ethiopia an ar-
gument by an argument by technicians 
and experts well aware of what they say 
and write, there was considerable fuss 
in the discussions. Some Egyptian jour-
nalists turned into water, international 
law, dams and overflow irrigation ex-
perts, and even seismic and earthquake 
science experts amid the absence of 
the technicians and the silence of most 
wise men and experts.

 As we have mentioned, Sudan and Egypt missed 
the global forums which discussed the Nile water 
and the Great Ethiopian Renaissance Dam (GERD) 
issues.  And the “self-proclaimed new internation-
al experts” in Egypt and Sudan thought that writing 
articles and airing television interviews in Cairo and 
Khartoum were enough to halt the construction of the 
Renaissance Dam. In the meantime, some Ethiopian 
experts and international experts published articles 
in the three international periodicals specializing in 
water issues (The International Journal of Water, In-
ternational Journal of Water Resources Development, 
International Water Policy) showing and explaining 
the right of Ethiopia in building the Great Ethiopi-
an Renaissance Dam (GERD), and the Dam benefits 
to Sudan and Egypt. These three periodicals are the 
journals and forums of the international experts in 
water resources. In contrast, not a single article was 
published by an Egyptian or a Sudanese expert, or of 
any other nationality criticizing the Renaissance Dam. 
And not a single Egyptian or Sudanese expert had 
appeared in any international forums to explain and 
defend Egypt and Sudan’s refusal of the Dam.
Thus, while the Ethiopian experts were presenting 
their research and studies at the international confer-
ences, and publishing their articles in international 
water academic journals, and showing the justice of 
their cause in the waters of the Nile, the new self-pro-
claimed Egyptian and Sudanese international ex-
perts were continuously making rhetoric statements 
in Egypt and Sudan. Whereas, one of those baseless 
statements said the Renaissance Dam will result in an 
earthquake that will crack the Ka,ba itself (the Grand 
Mosque in Mecca), and while Egypt was threatening 
to take military action against the Dam, Ethiopia was 
talking about cooperation and sale of the Dam elec-
tricity at the production cost to Egypt and Sudan.
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 In the meantime, two important report on the Nile 
Basin were completed and published. The first report 
was prepared at the request of the Ministers of Wa-
ter of the Eastern Nile Basin themselves in 2008. The 
report prepared by a group of international experts, 
was based on the need for cooperation between the 
three countries to take advantage of the huge power in 
Ethiopia, and the irrigation in the Sudan and Egypt’s 
capabilities in food industries.
 Then the second report was issued by the Massa-
chusetts Institute of Technology (MIT) in November 
2014, stressing the right of Ethiopia to use the Nile 
water for development and calling for cooperation 
and taking advantage of the power to be generated by 
the Renaissance Dam, with the need for coordination 
in the operation of the Renaissance Dam of Ethiopia 
and the High Dam of Egypt, and addressing the short-
comings of the dam assisting the Renaissance Dam. 
The report was prepared by 17 international experts 
in water resources of competence and impartiality, in-

cluding a number of experts in the waters of the Nile. 
The two reports were dealt with in Khartoum and 
Cairo with great confusion, while Ethiopia was very 
much pleased with the contents and recommendations 
of the two reports. Those two reports and the Egyptian 
and Sudanese confusion contributed so much to sup-
porting and reinforcing the Ethiopian strategy.
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The Egyptian and Sudanese confusion towards the Re-
naissance dam and the Ethiopia strategy had emerged 
since the beginning to afterwards grow with the seven 
meetings of the water ministers of the three countries 
in the period from November 2011 until March 2015, 
which amounted to seven meetings. Whereas Egypt 
and Sudan announced their full and unequivocal re-
jection of the Dam in 2011. Then the two countries 
returned and demanded Ethiopia to provide them with 
the technical and environmental studies to assess the 
effects of the Dam on them. Then they agreed to take 
part in the International Committee of Experts, whose 
terms of reference is confined to studying the Dam’s 
negative effects on Sudan and Egypt only, which 
means the implicit Egypt and Sudan acceptance of the 
Dam.
 Egypt then returned and demanded in November 2013 
to stop the construction of the Dam until the studies 
recommended by the Committee of Experts are com-
pleted.  In that time, the Ethiopian electricity reached 
Sudan for the first time confirming the benefits of the 
Ethiopian dams to Sudan, prompting Sudan to sup-
port the Renaissance Dam in statements by the Pres-
ident of the Republic himself on 04 December 2013, 
closing the door before the statements of the “new 
self-proclaimed international experts,” opposing the 
Dam. Thus, the Ethiopian strategy succeeded in creat-
ing a large and sharp crack in the Sudanese-Egyptian 
bloc, which emerged in 1959, following the signing of 
the Nile Water Agreement that year. That crack in the 
Egyptian and Sudanese alliance was a great achieve-
ment of the Ethiopian strategy.
 Then Egypt returned and withdrew its request to halt 
the construction of the Dam until the study is complet-
ed when Egypt President, Abdel Fattah Al-Sisi and 
Ethiopian Prime Minister, Hailemariam Desalegn met 
in the city of Malabo, the capital of Equatorial Guin-
ea during the African Union Summit in June 2014 so 
the Dam construction continued despite bet Egyptian 
bet on Ethiopia’s inability to secure the necessary 
funding, and more than 40% of the work on the Dam 

completed. It became clear that the Renaissance Dam 
has become an undisputable and undeniable reality, 
besides Egypt became aware of its isolation that was 
growing every day. Those were the facts and back-
grounds (which explained the success of the Ethio-
pian strategy) which are sufficient to lead to the 23 
March 2015 Agreement.
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 The cooperation is the primary and only basis for 
benefitting by any joint water resource. History has 
confirmed this fact so many times. The four countries 
of the Senegal River: (Senegal, Mauritania, Mali and 
Guinea) built two dams on the Senegal River: (Ma-
ka-Diama Dam and Manantali Dam). These countries 
share the benefits of the two dams such as electricity 
and irrigation water, drinking water and the flooding 
control. Besides, Brazil and Paraguay built Itaipu 
Dam on the Parana River to generate electricity for 
both countries and selling part of it to the state of Ar-
gentina. The Niger River ten countries manage the 
river through a Joint Commission, as such generates 
a lot of benefits, especially in the matter of navigation 
and the prevention of floods.
 As we have repeatedly mentioned, the United Na-
tions International Watercourses Convention, which 
entered into force on 17 August 2014, stresses the 
principle of co-operation. The Convention includes 
the word cooperation and its derivatives about fifteen 
times. The Convention has so far been ratified by 36 
countries.
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The Grand Ethiopian Renaissance Dam (GERD) 
could have been, with some cooperation, the viable al-
ternative to the Egyptian High Dam and the Sudanese 
El-Roseires Reservoir 1959. That decision could have 
spared the Sudan the disastrous results of the Egyp-
tian High Dam, such as the submerging of the city of 
Wadi Halfa, 27 villages, and 200,000 acres of fertile 
agricultural land and the possibility to reclaim other 
lands in the same space, and more than a million palm 
trees and fruitful citrus trees, and the forced deporta-
tion of more than 50,000 Sudanese Nubians. It could 
have also spared Egypt the same consequences, which 
included the forced deportation of more than 70,000 
Egyptian Nubians, and submerging huge fertile agri-
cultural lands that Egypt needs dearly. The Renais-
sance dam, if constructed in 1959, could have bring to 
Egypt and Sudan, the same achievements of the High 
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Dam and El-Roseires Reservoir of electricity, irriga-
tion water and stop the floods, without the social and 
environmental disasters and the massive financial cost 
of the High Dam and El-Roseires Reservoir. But due 
to the lack of cooperation that did not happen.
The Grand Ethiopian Renaissance Dam (GERD) could 
have been a joint venture in ownership, management 
and sharing of benefits between the three countries, as 
offered by Ethiopia with a commendable cooperative 
spirit in 2011. But Egypt and Sudan ignored the offer, 
which is now clear that it is too late.
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 However, the Ethiopian strategy (which was led by 
experts with big proficiency and awareness) have suc-
ceeded in confirming the need for cooperation, and in 
imposing it as a fait accompli policy. Besides Ethi-
opia also succeeded through complementary strategy 
and program to impose the Grand Ethiopian Renais-
sance Dam (GERD) as a fact, accepted by Egypt and 
Sudan openly and without concealing by a document 
carrying the signatures of the two Presidents of the 
two countries on 23 March 2015 and two countries 
even went further than this when they agreed in the 
same document on purchasing the electricity to be 
produced by the Dam .
 But this newborn collaborative approach must be 
extended to include all the eleven Nile Basin coun-
tries, to be confirmed and framed by Sudan and Egypt 
acceptance of Entebbe agreement for the Nile Basin. 
The Entebbe Convention is based on the cooperation 
and sharing of benefits and provides for no water quo-
tas or distribution of the Nile water, as promoted by 
some.
 Indeed, cooperation is the only way to get the peo-
ples of the Nile Basin, and the more than 250 million 
people, out of underdevelopment, poverty, hunger, 
darkness and thirst prevalent in most parts of the Nile 
Basin, and is increasing every day with the increase in 
population of the Nile Basin countries.
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