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Abstract: In the absence of a transboundary water agreement between riparian states of Harirud River
Basin, downstream states—Iran and Turkmenistan—have adopted a resource-capturing policy through the
construction of Doosti Dam in the lower Harirud River Basin when the upstream state—Afghanistan—was
engaged in social unrest during 1980s to the early 2000s. While Doosti Dam has a high potential
of supplying water for major cities in Turkmenistan and Iran, its flow has declined due to climate
changes and drought in the basin. The paper found that Iran accuses Afghanistan of blocking the
flow of water through the construction of Salma Dam, whereas some Afghan and Iranian scholars
critique Iran’s water management approach for water shortages through construction of dams and
employment of unsustainable irrigation approaches in the lower Harirud River Basin. Additionally,
the hydro-hegemony theory was critiqued as the theory under-estimates the broader role of outside
basin players in influencing and reshaping the hydro-politics of a shared watercourse. Finally, it was
concluded that the rapid drawdown of the US forces from Afghanistan along with the establishment
of a fragile, weak, and politically unrecognized government-Islamic Emirates of Afghanistan—under
Taliban administration—helped Iran to reinforce its hydro-hegemonic potential in the basin.

Keywords: Harirud River Basin; hydro-hegemony; riparian; upstream/downstream state(s); Afghanistan;
Iran; Turkmenistan

1. Introduction

After the defeat of the Taliban Regime in 2001, the Afghan government has restruc-
tured its political presence in both regional and international arenas. Due to its unique
geographical location, Afghanistan is a bridge between South and Central Asia [1]. Ac-
cording to Favre and Kamal [2], over ninety percent of the surface water flowing through
Afghanistan is transboundary water. Four out of five major river basins in Afghanistan—the
rivers Harirud, Helmand, Amu Darya, and Kabul—are shared watercourses; except for
Kabul River Basin, in most cases, Afghanistan is the upstream riparian [3–9].

With a length of 1124 km and a catchment area of 112,000 square kilometers, Harirud
River originates 250 km west of Kabul Province. Its biggest tributary, Kabgan River, joins
Harirud River approximately seventy kilometers east of Herat Province [1]. The river,
then, flows throughout Herat city [4] and turns northward, forming a 160 km Afghan–Iran
political border [4]. Then, it extends toward the north, forming a 170 km Turkmen–Iran
political border until it reaches the Karakum desert in Turkmenistan [2,10–12]. The total
annual available water flow of Harirud River is 1.6 billion cubic meters (BCM). of which
1.07 BCM reaches Iran and Turkmenistan’s Doosti Dam located at the Iran–Turkmenistan
political border [6].

There is no formal signed agreement between all the riparians on utilization and
allocation of water resources of Harirud River Basin. However, there is formal agreement
between downstream riparian states. While excluding the upstream riparian, the down-
stream states, Persia (Imperial Government of Iran) and Russia (Soviet Union) signed a
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treaty on equal utilization (50/50) of Harirud River in 1926 [6]. Both countries also agreed
upon construction of a dam on the lower Harirud River Basin without consulting with
upstream Afghanistan [1]. Right after the treaty between the downstream co-riparian states,
the upstream riparian has experienced social chaos resulted in the fall of Amanullah Khan’s
government [7]. Failing to sign a trilateral water treaty between the co-riparian states of
Harirud River Basin, the downstream states—Turkmenistan and Iran—have been on a hy-
draulic mission constructing irrigation canals and dams at the downstream of the Harirud
River without consulting with the Afghan government [1]. As a result of political chaos in
the upstream Afghanistan, the downstream riparian—Iran and Turkmenistan—jointly inau-
gurated Doosti Dam in 2004 [8]. With the storage capacity of 1.25 BCM, the dam supplies
irrigation and drinking water for the downstream countries, e.g., the dam supplies 50% of
Mashhad’s domestic water supply [6]. Additionally, to divert a large volume of water of the
basin, Iran built a number of dams on Kashafrud River, a tributary river of Harirud River
Basin. As a countermeasure, after the fall of Taliban in 2001 [13], the US-backed Afghan
government has also been on hydraulic mission. Hydraulic Mission: a hydraulic mission is
a technique applied by some co-riparians for capturing as much water as possible through
construction of canals, dams, etc. [14]. through construction of dams on the upper Harirud
River Basin [9]. For example, Salma dam, which was inaugurated in June 2016, has a
storage capacity of 650 million cubic meters (MCM). Further, the Ministry of Energy and
Water of Afghanistan (MEW) started the construction of Pashdan Dam located at the upper
Harirud River in 2011. With the storage capacity of 45 MCM, Pashdan dam, which was
supposed to be completed by the end of 2022, was halted with the rise of the Taliban’s
regime in August 2021 [10]. Figure 1 illustrates the location of the dams.
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Contrary to the findings of Thomas and Warner [11], and Amini et al. [12] who
argue that Afghanistan plays the role of dominative hydro-hegemon in the context of
Harirud River Basin—maintaining control over water in the upstream and depriving the
downstream riparians of accessing to water resources—we argue that Afghanistan could
have the potential to become the hydro-hegemon of the basin with the completion of
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Pashdan dam and the construction of related irrigation canals of Salma and Pashdan dams.
However, the Taliban’s take-over of Afghanistan on 15 August 2021 [13] has triggered
downstream riparians especially Iran maintains its hydro-hegemonic potential in the basin.

Hence, the paper is sought to assess the hydro-hegemonic dynamic of each ripar-
ian state in the basin using the hydro-hegemony framework developed by Zeitoun and
Warner [15]. The reason why we apply the hydro-hegemony framework is that it helps
not only compare geographical power of the riparians in the basin but also evaluate and
compare the ideational, bargaining, and military powers of the co-riparian states given
the rise in water conflict due to climate changes and shortages of flow in the basin. The paper
will first examine how the dam construction—both in the upstream and downstream—alters
the balance of hydro-hegemonic configuration in the basin. It will, then, explore how
basin-outsiders (countries who financially, technically, and logistically contribute to the con-
struction and development of dams in upstream state) and helped strengthen Afghanistan’s
hydro-hegemonic potential in the Harirud River Basin and finally how the unexpected with-
drawal of US forces from Afghanistan [16,17], alongside political instability and economic
fragility in the upstream Afghanistan after August 2021 helped downstream riparians
especially Iran enhance and sharpen its hydro-hegemonic dynamic in the basin.

1.1. Conceptual Framework: Hydro-Hegemony Framework

Transboundary hydro-politics, influenced by a variety of academic disciplines, is the
study of interstate dispute and cooperation over transboundary water resources [18–21].
Developed by Zeitoun and Warner [15], Hydro-hegemony Framework is used to assess
how various dimensions of power shape or co-shape the interaction of the flow of a shared
watercourse [22–24]. In line with Daoudy’s argument, Hayat et al. [21] argue that the
hegemon state—the most powerful riparian—takes full advantage of the flow of the shared
waterway using various dimensions of the power also see [23]. Naff and Matson [25]
argue that basically (i) geographical location, (ii) political, economic and military power,
and (iii) technological power characterize the power proportionality between two or more
co-riparian states in a transboundary river basin. Additionally, Shroder and Ahmadzai [1]
assert that the following four components determine whether a country is an aspirant
hydro-hegemon in a shared river basin: (I) geographical location in a shared river basin;
(II) material power (economic, political, literacy and military strength, population growth,
and infrastructure); (III) bargaining power (we call it hydro-diplomatic negotiation power);
and (IV) ideational power also see [26].

As stated by Zeitoun and Warner [15], upstream and downstream states of a shared
river basin interact with each other in one of the following ways: water can be either
[a] shared (through adopting cooperative mechanisms, [b] merged in the stronger state’s
favor (where cooperation is at its minimum level and competition is silenced), [c] contested
(where competition is at its strongest level).

Power, as Zeitoun and Warner [15] argue, is the most fundamental aspect in controlling
water in a transboundary river basin. In fact, after Warner [26], it could be maintained
that Afghanistan as the upstream state uses its water to obtain more power while the
downstream riparian, Iran mobilizes power—Iran reportedly uses Afghan refugees to
pressure Afghan government and supports anti-government groups to disrupt dam’s
construction in Afghanistan—[27,28] to obtain more water. According to some scholars, e.g.,
Nader and Laha, Aman, Ramachandran, and Omar [27–30], Iran has equipped Taliban
to disrupt the construction of the Pashdan dam; press reports suggest likewise for Salma
dam [1]. The Atlantic Council argues, “some in Afghanistan, where there is already a backlash
against Iran over its treatment of Afghan refugees, roughly 4.5 million and forced repatriation of
migrants, suggest that Iran is using the issue of Afghan refugees in Iran as a countermeasure to put
pressure on Afghanistan), and Afghanistan could, in turn, use water as leverage to pressure Iran for
improvements in its treatment of Afghan refugees” [28,31].

Over the years, the discourse of transboundary hydro-politics has been developed
by a large number of scholars [32–39]. However, their analysis lacks two substantial
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analytical themes, the intensity of conflict and the degree of power interaction between
the riparian states of a shared river basin [15]. In fact, Hydro-hegemony theory highlights
how a riparian (hydro-hegemon) state maintains control over water rather other than
through mere repression [21,24]. However, the main issue is whether a country’s geographic
location—e.g., upstream Afghanistan—has the power of subordinating the downstream
state(s), e.g., Iran or/and Turkmenistan, to accept and internalize upstream state position in
transboundary water management in a shared river basin, e.g., Harirud River Basin, or not.

Hydro-hegemony can be classified into positive and negative/dominative based on the
hegemonic behaviors of the co-riparian states in a shared river basin. It is worth noting that
the “hydro-hegemony” framework for hydro-political analysis first developed in Zeitoun
and Warner [15] has significant Realist influences. Hence, the term “positive/ negative
hydro-hegemonic role” has specific meaning in terms of a relatively stable, productive out-
come, and is indifferent about the desirability of its components. A dominative/negative
form of hydro-hegemony resulted in unequal water distribution whereas positive leader-
ship will lead to water sharing between all co-riparian states [11,15].

Amini et al. [12] notice that the relationship between Afghanistan and its neighboring
states over controlling water resources in Harirud River Basin has been sensitive ever since
the reassuming of Salma Dam project in 2004. In fact, water is considered as national
security interest of Afghanistan and Iran [1,40], respectively; hence, no one can discuss
transboundary water resources without the approval of the National Security Council
chaired by the President of the country. The discourse of water especially the transboundary
water is currently administered by the Taliban’s Prime Minister and his cabinet. We, thus,
applied hydro-hegemony Framework to assess how hydro-politics, as a significant political
process, has been evolving especially in the context of Harirud River Basin—a basin
suffering from climate changes, water misallocation and lack of water treaty [1]. In fact,
hydro-hegemony framework will allow us to explore the nature of the hegemonic dynamics
of the upstream and downstream co-riparians who have been in hydraulic mission for over
two decades especially the downstream riparians [1,6]. Additionally, Hydro-hegemony
Framework is used to examine the role of out-side basin players or actors who contributed
to development of hydraulic mission in the basin [12].

Despite the wide applicability and popularity of hydro-hegemony Framework in
hydro-politics especially in transboundary hydro-politics, some scholars such as Far-
num [41], Zinzani and Menga [42], Furlong [43], and Menga [44] have critiqued the
hydro-hegemony theory. For instance, Farnum [41] highlights that hydro-hegemony is the
greatest poison for research and researchers. According to Farnum, researchers’ thoughts
are constraints with dominant discourse reproduced by self-referencing or jargon. Addi-
tionally, Farnum [41] claims that the London Water Research Group (LWRG)—pioneers of
hydro-hegemony framework—are biased in conducting research related to hydro-politics.
In fact, she believes that social justice researchers’ team of LWRG are over-emphasizing
on data that help sharpen their theoretical assumption (the hydro-hegemony theory or
framework). Additionally, Hydro-hegemony Framework has been recently critiqued by
Hayat et al. [21]. They argue that hydro-hegemony framework, which was developed
by LWRG, fails to identify the current and “future research gap” in transboundary water
governance [21] (p. 1).

Moreover, Menga [44] contends that while hydro-hegemony framework is crucial in
understanding the relationship of the co-riparian states of a shared watercourse, it fails
to show that ‘hegemony’ not the power is the core or the crucial element of the hydro-
hegemony framework. Menga defines hydro-hegemony framework, as “the success of a
basin riparian in imposing a discourse, preserving its interests and impeding changes to a
convenient status quo—and not that of power should be central if we are to understand
the struggle for hegemony in an international river basin” [44] (p. 411). Furthermore,
hydro-hegemony framework is unsuccessful in integrating social and cultural aspects or
sensitivity of riparian states this includes race, language, emotions, and traditions that
influence the discourse of water politics in a shared waterway [1,44].
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Although a wide range of scholarships has critiqued the Hydro-hegemony Framework,
we apply this framework to evaluate how the riparians’ position—in terms of material,
bargaining and ideational powers—evolved since fall of Taliban regime in 2001 until
present (the re-establishment of Taliban’s administration in Afghanistan) [13]. It is very
crucial to utilize this framework as it allows us to explore the potential and the dynamic
of each riparian state in influencing and re-shaping the decision making process with
regard to water use and water abstraction in the basin given the rapid decline in the flow
of water due to climate changes, the expansion of agricultural lands specifically in the
downstream Iran due to the high demand for water use, and the use of outdated and
unsustainable irrigation approaches in the basin. Given the complexity of the basin due to
water contestation between the riparian states, the impacts of climate changes and the recent
political chaos in the upstream, we believe that the paper will help the pioneers and the
theoreticians of hydro-hegemony to revisit and reframe the hydro-hegemony framework
by integrating other inter-related factors, e.g., role of external players in hydro-politics of
a shared river basin, etc. into the framework of hydro-hegemony. This is because these
factors are important as they shape and influence the flow of water and the sustainable and
reasonable allocation of water between the riparian nations of a shared river, e.g., Harirud
River, one of the water insecure basins in the region.

1.2. Construction of Dams on Upper Harirud River Basin

After the defeat of the Taliban by US-led coalition forces in 2001, international funding
agencies and international partners focused on humanitarian and infrastructure develop-
ment in Afghanistan. One of the key infrastructure development projects was accessing
clean and safe water resources for domestic and agricultural use through construction of
dams [1]. This section will briefly discuss dam construction projects on the upper Harirud
River Basin.

1.2.1. Salma Dam

With its height of 107.5 m, the earth-rockfill Salma Dam is used for irrigation and
hydro-power generation. The dam has the storage capacity of 650 million cubic meters
which is located in Chisht-e Sharif District, Herat Province, upstream of Harirud River.
The dam has a 42-megawatt energy generation capacity and has the capacity of releasing
63 cubic meters/s water for irrigation purposes [45]. Located 150 km east of Herat city, it
is the largest dam built on the upper Harirud in Afghanistan. Initially the construction of
the dam started in 1976 with the support of the Indian and British governments [12] but
was halted due to civil unrest. The construction phase resumed in 1988 with the technical
assistance of Indian Government, but was, once again, brought to a complete stop for
almost 20 years due to prolonged internal conflict. During the first presidency term of
Hamid Karzai in 2004, India has pledged USD 79 million aid for the construction of Salma
dam [1]. The dam was finally completed and inaugurated in 2016. Thomas and Warner [11]
argue that the Afghan Government placed high emphasis on the construction of Salma
Dam to have a better position in future negotiation over shared flow of Harirud River.

1.2.2. Pashdan Dam

The construction of Pashdan Irrigation and Hydro-power Dam project started early
2011. It was expected that the project would be completed in 2013, however, insecurity and
the presence of Taliban’s in the region led to the sudden halt of Pashdan dam in 2016. The
construction phase was resumed in 2019 [46]. With the catchment area of 1847 square kilo-
meters, the earth-rock fill Pashdan Dam has a 42 m height and 1100 m length. The Pashdan
Dam has a storage capacity of 54 MCM, irrigating 13,000 hectares of lands, and with the
installment of two turbines, it will have the capacity of 2-megawatts of power genera-
tion [47]. The dam aims at controlling flooding, generating hydroelectricity, becoming
self-sufficient in agriculture production in the upper Harirud [11] and controlling seasonal
flow of Karukh River, one of the main tributaries of Harirud River [6]. Omar [47] claims that
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despite repeated attempts of the Iranian Regime to disrupt the Pashdan dam project, 85% of
the dam construction has been completed. While the dam was expected to be completed by
mid-2022, the project was stopped after the Taliban’s taking over [46] giving more power to
downstream riparian states to utilize the flow of Harirud River.

1.3. Construction of Dam on lower Harirud River Basin
Doosti Dam

Mozafari et al. [48] argue that Doosti Dam which was jointly funded and constructed
by Ministry of Water and Land Reclamation of the Republic of Turkmenistan and the
Khorasan Regional Water Board of the Islamic Republic of Iran has a height of 78 m. The
dam is located 180 km north-east of Mashhad city [12]. The length of the dam is 655 m
and has the storage capacity of 1.25 billion cubic meters [6]. Doosti dam supplies the
water needs of Iran and Turkmenistan—both irrigation and drinking water [49]. Due to
the increase in population in Mashhad city, Iran unilaterally transferred the flow of the
downstream Harirud River through construction of 150 km pipeline [6].

1.4. Hydro-Hegemonic Dynamics in the Harirud River Basin

In the absence of a transboundary water agreement, resource-capturing policy is a
potential course of action adopted by riparian(s) in a shared river basin. The resource-
capturing policy not only affects the quality but also the quantity of water resources in a
shared watercourse [1,15]. This policy can be carried out through construction of large-scale
irrigation canals, dam project, and over-abstraction of water by constructing deep wells
and pumping [1]. Shroder and Ahmadzai [1] argue that the downstream states’ (Iran and
Turkmenistan) geographical location allows Afghanistan to appear as a stronger locational
hydro-hegemon by managing water through construction of Salma and Pashdan Dam in
the upper Harirud River Basin. However, we contend that despite the geographic location
of Afghanistan, the upstream state does not have the potential of becoming a strong hydro-
hegemon given its economic, and socio-political status especially after the Taliban gained
power in the country [13,50].

Based on its geographic location, it was projected that upstream Afghanistan be-
comes the locational hydro-hegemon in the basin, after the construction of Salma and
Pashdan dams, and the presence of US-led NATO forces [1,12]. In addition to sanctions,
to maintain its security interest in the basin, the USA—the rival of Iran—has supported
the dam construction in the upstream, helping Afghanistan boost economy through agri-
culture productivity [49]. The construction of Salma Dam in upstream of Harirud River
Basin adversely impacted the water flow in the downstream Iran and Turkmenistan [4].
Ramachandran [51] states that Afghanistan was receiving 40% of the Harirud River’s
flow, while each downstream riparian (Iran and Turkmenistan) was receiving 30% of the
flow before the construction of the Salma dam. After the inauguration of Salma dam,
Afghanistan’s share reportedly increased to 74% while the lower riparian’s share (Iran’s
and Turkmenistan) decreased to 13% each [51].

Researchers such as Nagheeby and Warner [6], Thomas and Varzi [9], and Hessami [52]
accuse Afghanistan of blacking Harirud River flow through channelizing the flow of
Salma dam within districts of Herat province depriving downstream riparian states. In
contrast, Salehi [53], and Mohammadi [54] argue that the construction of Salma Dam
has not deprived downstream riparians. They further contend that over sixty percent of
Salma’s dam canals have not been constructed yet. While the dam was supposed to irrigate
tens of thousands of farming lands along the course of the flow of Salma Dam in Herat
province, water is naturally flowing downstream Iran and Turkmenistan without blockage
in the upstream.

Contrary to the claims of Iranian officials regarding the blockage of water in the
upstream due to Salma Dam construction, Iranian water professionals and scholars also
contend that Iran mishandled its water resources through construction of several dams and
outdated and unsustainable water irrigation practices—90% of water in Iran is used for
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irrigation purposes—resulting in the reduction in water flow in Iranian territory [55–59].
Considering the drastic climate changes in the basin [60], some Afghan scholars [61] also
blame Iran for the mismanagement of water resources in the downstream of basin.

Although Afghanistan has superiority in terms of geographic location, it still has the
lowest water use and control in the basin-the Afghan government failed to construct over
sixty percent of irrigation canals of Salma Dam in Herat province [53,54]—compared to its
downstream riparian countries, Iran, and Turkmenistan [12]. Prior to the Taliban’s taking
over, the Afghan government was committed to the construction of Pashdan Dam and the
irrigation canals of Salma Dam along the course of Harirud River [1,53]. With the technical
and financial support of India and US [6], it was projected that Pashdan dam would be
inaugurated in 2022 [29,30]. However, the establishment of an unrecognized, fragile, and
financially unstable government under Taliban’s administration has paved the way for
downstream riparians to maintain their hydro-hegemonic dynamic in the basin [62].

2. Method

Applying the desk research approach, we used peer-reviewed articles, technical re-
ports, and documents in English. Moreover, opinion-based articles in Persian and Pashto
(Persian is the official language of Iran while Pashto and Persian are the two official lan-
guages of Afghanistan) were used to support our analysis. Additionally, to better analyze
the power dynamic in each pillar of hydro-hegemony between the co-riparian nations of
Harirud River Basin, we scaled and scored each pillar from 1 to 2 for each riparian nation
where 1 represents the lowest position in terms of any pillar of hydro-hegemony frame-
work, 1.5 and 2 represent the middle to highest positions in power dynamic in each pillar
of hydro-hegemony (respectively) in the basin (for more information see Tables 1 and 2).
Furthermore, this scaling highlights the changes in the hydro-hegemony of each country
before and after August 2021, in other word, before and after the Taliban’s taking over.
Additionally, we used stacked bar chart to better illustrate the position of each riparian
nation from power dynamic perspective and to compare each riparian nation in the basin
before and after the withdrawal of US forces from the upstream Afghanistan.

Table 1. The fluctuation of power in each pillar of hydro-hegemony before Taliban’s taking over.

Pre-August 2021

Number Pillars of Hydro-Hegemony

Riparian States of Harirud River Basin

Upstream Riparian Downstream Riparians

Afghanistan Iran Turkmenistan

1 Geographical Power 2 1.8 1
2 Material Power 1.5 2 1.2
3 Ideational Power 1.2 1.5 1
4 Bargaining Power 2 1.5 1

Table 2. The fluctuation of power in each pillar of hydro-hegemony after Taliban’s taking over.

Post-August 2021

Number Pillars of Hydro-Hegemony

Riparian States of Harirud River Basin

Upstream Riparian Downstream Riparians

Afghanistan Iran Turkmenistan

1 Geographical Power 2 1.8 1
2 Material Power 1 2 1.5
3 Ideational Power 0.5 2 1.5
4 Bargaining Power 1 2 1.5
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2.1. Geographical Power

Geographical power refers to the position or location of riparian state in a shared river
basin, e.g., Harirud River Basin. As the upstream state, Afghanistan covers most parts
of Harirud River Basin [1]. Of the Harirud River catchment, 42% of the basin is located
in Afghanistan; 38% of the basin is located in Iran and 20% of the catchment is located
in Turkmenistan [63,64]. In terms of Geographical power, Afghanistan is the strongest
hydro-hegemon in the basin whereas Iran’s geographical power, according to Shroder and
Ahmadzai [1], is half of Afghanistan’s and Turkmenistan’s geographical power is less than
Iran’s geographical power. The downstream’ vulnerable geographical positions have been
exacerbated by severe drought in the lower Harirud coupled with dramatic climate changes
and lack of transboundary water cooperation among the riparian of the basin [60,61].

2.2. Material Power

Material Power is associated with educational background, socio-economic, military,
and technological powers [15]. The material power of Iran, Afghanistan and Turkmenistan
is significantly asymmetrical. Iran’s economy is based on fuel and hydrocarbon production
enabling Iran to have better roads, higher population growth rate, modern infrastructures,
a high literacy rate (86%), more than one million strong army, and high political stability in
the region [1]. Afghanistan, on the other hand, has a low literacy rate—37%, low economic
growth, low population compared to Iran, a high poverty rate, destroyed industry due
to conflict and war, poor infrastructure, a high dependency on international aid, and
less professionals and experts in developmental fields, especially after the establishment
of internationally unrecognized and economically fragile Taliban government and the
drawback of US forces from Afghanistan [12,16,65,66]. On the other hand, while having the
highest literacy record in the basin (100%), its “diminutive troop strengths” and its lowest
population growth rate place Turkmenistan at the lowest level in terms of material power
in the basin [1]. However, the political change in Afghanistan in August 2021 increased the
material power of Turkmenistan ranking it the second player after Iran in terms of material
power in the basin.

2.3. Bargaining Power

Bargaining power is the possession of the knowledge of ruling and playing the diplo-
matic game including shaping and influencing the agenda, initiating negotiation and
treaties and the potential of providing financial support to the weaker party to comply
with the demands of the stronger party [23,67–69]. Despite the ongoing covert activities of
downstream Iran for the disruption of dam projects in Afghanistan [29–31], the Afghan
government has continued the construction of Salma and Pashdan dams prior to Taliban’s
taking over [30,70,71]. In order to have a higher bargaining power in negotiation in the fu-
ture, Shroder [72] recommends accelerating dam construction in the upstream of the basin.
However, the Afghan government has fallen due to high corruption, lack of international
and regional support, etc. Similar to Afghanistan’s position in the Harirud River Basin,
the recent political changes in Syria have also affected Syria’s hydro-hegemonic dynamic
in the Orontes River Basin. Prior to the 2011 political turmoil, Syria has maintained its
hydro-hegemonic position in the Orontes River Basin. However, the political unrest in
Syria due to climate changes and human security [67,68], largely contributed to the decline
of Syria’s hyro-hegemonic dynamic in the basin allowing Lebanon to appear as a powerful
hegemon in the basin [23].

Hence, we argue that if Pashdan Dam were built prior to fall of the Afghan govern-
ment in August 2021, downstream neighbors would not have higher bargaining strength
compared to Afghanistan in Harirud River Basin. However, the current government under
Taliban’s administration has halted the construction of Pashdan dam and the irrigation
canals of Salma Dam [53,54] due to financial and technical constraints. As a result of
Taliban’s take-over, many professionals and technical staff/employees have fled the coun-
try and sought asylum in North America and European countries [70]. Moreover, the
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fragile, and weak administration of Taliban is in severe need of financial support from
international community as US has frozen almost USD 9.5 billion in asset of Central Bank
of Afghanistan [71,73]. Thus, given the establishment of a weak, aid-dependent, and fragile
administration in Afghanistan under the Taliban [74–76], Iran and Turkmenistan have a
stronger bargaining power in the Harirud River Basin—similar to Orontes River Basin after
the uprising of Syria in 2011 [23]—after the quick withdrawal of US forces from Afghanistan.

2.4. Ideational Power

Ideational power is the potential of imposing and normalizing special narratives and
ideology on other riparian(s) on a shared river basin [15]. In another word, it is the skill of
shaping and influencing other players’ perception, e.g., riparian nations, regarding the flow of
water of a shared watercourse [68]. Similar to the Yarmouk River where Jordon—the down-
stream riparian—accuses Syria—the upstream riparian—of not abiding by the bilateral treaty
signed between the two nations in 1987 [68], Iran and Turkmenistan accuse Afghanistan of
blocking the natural flow of Harirud River through the construction of Salma Dam in the
upstream. However, Afghan scholars argue that the expansion of agricultural lands in the
downstream due population increase along with the climate changes and frequent drought,
have negatively impacted the flow of lower Harirud River [60,61]. As duck-passers, down-
stream riparians, especially Iran tries to inflame its nations’ emotion through blaming
Afghanistan for the mismanagement of water allocation between the downstream riparians
in the basin [69].

Anyway, this accusation scenario has been continued till recently as the Afghan
government under the Taliban’s administration lacks hydro-cognizant capability. In fact,
after the Taliban’s taking over of Kabul in August 2021, many Afghan water experts,
policy analysts and academicians left Afghanistan [70]. We, thus, argue that lack of hydro-
diplomats (hydro-experts), and fragile, illegitimate, and weak state under the Taliban
administration have triggered Afghanistan to have less ideational power compared to Iran
and Turkmenistan in the basin. Therefore, Iran and Turkmenistan have increased their
ideational power in the basin after the establishment of Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan
under Taliban.

For better comparison of the ideational, material, bargaining and geographical po-
sitions of each riparian state from power perspective before and after August 2021, see
stacked bar Figures 2 and 3.

The stacked bar charts (Figures 2 and 3) illustrate how the Ideational, bargaining,
and geographical powers of the riparian states fluctuated especially after the establish-
ment of Taliban regime in Afghanistan, given the rapid withdrawal of the US forces from
Afghanistan alongside massive immigration of Afghan water professionals, academicians,
and experts [70,75,76]. As explained in the method, we have scaled and scored each pillar
of hydro-hegemony from 1 to 2 where 1 represents the lowest position and 2 represents
the highest position in each pillar of hydro-hegemony. For instance, before the Taliban’s
taking over, while Afghanistan had the potential of having the highest bargaining power
in the basin after the completion of Pashdan dam and its inter-related canals, Iran, and
Turkmenistan, as the downstream countries, had middle and lowest positions, respectively
from bargaining power perspective. However, the bargaining power of these co-riparian
nations rapidly changed with the swift withdrawal of US forces from Afghanistan and the
re-establishment of Taliban’s regime in the upstream [13,76]. For instance, the permanent
halt of Pashdan dam due to lack of financial and technical expertise under Taliban’s ad-
ministration alongside the establishment of a fragile, weak, and unrecognized government
under Taliban’s leadership led to the decline of Afghanistan’s bargaining power in the
Harirud River Basin [46,47]. In contrast, the bargaining power of the downstream nations
have increased with the rapid withdrawal of international forces from Afghanistan in
August 2021.
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2.5. The Role of Basin-Outsiders in the Harirud River Basin

The construction of dams, land reform and city planning could be signs of modernity
and development in the post-colonial era. The construction of dams in newly independent
states was often used for political purposes. This idea is supported by Molle et al. [77], who
argue that dams are built for a state’s geo-political rather than economic development interests.

In the nineteenth century, Afghanistan was already a battleground between two
empires, Britain, and Russia. The country was the battle ground for the strategic rivalry
between the two empires, resulting in the ‘Great Game’ as each empire was seeking its
geo-political interests in Afghanistan [78]. This rivalry (Great Game) disrupted when the
competition for political clout got fierce between western superpowers, China and Russia
in Central Asia including Afghanistan in twentieth century, giving birth to the “New Great
Game” [6].

Basically, the New Great Game implies the competition for controlling natural re-
sources (e.g., gas, minerals, water, etc.). Hence, Afghanistan became the competition arena
between Russia and the United States of America. In order to secure and maintain their
geo-political interest in Afghanistan, Russia proposed a communist system whilst its rival,
the USA, applied a capitalist approach for the economic development in Afghanistan.
Dam development was the US alternative for economic reform to the Communist land
reform [79]. As the geo-political interest of the US, for instance, the US government has
financially contributed to refurbishing the Kajaki Dam along with its hydro-power plant
and transmission substations. This dam is projected to supply hydroelectricity for over
33,000 people in southern Afghanistan. In addition, the dam will help boost Afghan econ-
omy through agriculture and crop yields. While the dam was envisaged to be completed in
2005, is now projected to complete in 2015. The dam will be a symbol of Afghan and US
governments’ friendship [50].

The New Great Game also attracted other external players such as Turkey, India,
Saudi Arabia, and Pakistan to seek political influence in Afghanistan. The competition for
political influence in Afghanistan between India and Pakistan was more prominent through
investment. For instance, the Indian government pledged a donation of USD 750 million
whilst Pakistan promised USD 150 million in aid for the reconstruction of Afghanistan in
2002 [6]. In addition to financial support, India—the rival of Pakistan—has offered technical
support for the construction of dams in Afghanistan. The Salma Dam is a clear example of
how India got involved in the reconstruction of Afghanistan [80].

Under the new great game, the downstream states especially Iran, was worried
about presence of US troops and its support for the construction of dams in upstream
Afghanistan. Iran perceived the US presence in Afghanistan as a menace to the national
security and regional integration [6]. In fact, Iran and Turkmenistan were concerned about
the use of dam projects as geo-political tool of outside-basin players, e.g., US. However,
the rapid withdrawal of the US-led foreign forces from Afghanistan has sharply declined
the geo-political interests of the basin outsider, US and India in Afghanistan paving the
way for downstream riparians to reinforce their hydro-hegemonic configuration in the
Harirud River Basin, a basin vulnerable to climate changes [60,61]. Despite the wide
applicability of the theory of hydro-hegemony, this theory does lack some specifics such as
the role of outside basin players in reshaping and influencing the natural flow of water in a
transboundary shared river basin. Thus, we argue that hydro-hegemony framework can
be broadly applied to a wide range of hydro-politic topics if some underlying factors, e.g.,
external players’ interference and role in a basin, the rise and fall of a government under
special circumstances, etc. are included into the framework of hydro-hegemony.

2.6. A Change in Hydro-Hegemonic Dynamic of Upstream State under Taliban Administration

With the sudden withdrawal of US forces from Afghanistan, the Taliban officially cap-
tured the capital of Afghanistan, Kabul city, on 15 August 2021, declaring the establishment
of Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan [81]. Once establishing the government, according to
the Taliban, Afghanistan will be ruled based on Sharia–Islamic Law [82–84]. Sharia law
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(Islamic Law) applies to all spheres of Muslim affairs, including the transboundary water
governance and management.

The term sharia, itself, refers to irrigation. According to Sharia, there are two basic
concepts associated with water rights, Shafa and Shirb. While shafa means the right to
quench our thirst, Shirb is the right to irrigate lands in Islamic-dominated states. Loodin and
Wolf argue, water is, first, prioritized for human being purposes, then, animals, agriculture,
and industrial purposes, respectively. Sharia law also emphasizes that water is possessed
by Allah (God) who entrusted to human beings to use it equally and sustainably for their
various purposes at the inter-basin level, e.g., Berbers and Bedouin communities [83–85].
However, the implementation of Sharia law is gradual, as the Taliban regime is seeking
international legitimacy around the world. Once the Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan is
recognized by UN member states [84], Taliban will expedite the implementation of Sharia
law in Afghanistan.

Additionally, prior to Afghanistan’s taking over, a senior delegate of the Taliban has
regularly travelled to Iran, meeting with Iranian official behind closed doors [85,86]. The
Taliban have reportedly claimed that the aims of their various meetings are solely peace dia-
logues with engaging parties in Afghanistan; however, some Afghan scholars [87–89] argue
that both Harirud River and Helmand River Basins have been discussed by both groups.
These Afghan scholars further discuss that Iran agreed to recognize the Taliban regime and
financially support the establishment of Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan under the Taliban.
In a recent attempt, Taliban appointed their political diplomats to Afghanistan Embassy
in Tehran [90]. In return, Taliban are committed to initiate dialogue on reaching possible
agreement on Harirud River Basin which will further reinforce the hydro-hegemonic dy-
namic of Iran in the basin [89]. As a result of this agreement, the flow of Harirud River
will drastically decreased in the upstream Afghanistan considering the dramatic decline
in precipitation due to climate changes in the basin [60]. Even former acting Minister of
Energy and Water of Afghanistan has critiqued the transboundary water management
approach of Taliban’s administration with downstream Iran [91].

Hence, lack of political and diplomatic relations in the region and the world, fragile
economy, lack of financial support, and the rapid drawdown of US forces from Afghanistan
along with the escape of water professional and academicians from Afghanistan—under
the Taliban administration—have helped downstream states, especially Iran reinforced
its hydro-hegemonic dynamics in Harirud River Basin—flowing through Herat province,
western Afghanistan [92].

3. Conclusions

Due to lack of transboundary water agreement between Afghanistan and its neighbor-
ing countries, downstream riparians, Iran, and Turkmenistan bilaterally adopted resource
capturing strategy in the basin through construction of Doosti dam while its upstream
riparian was engaged in social unrest. After the fall of Taliban regime in 2001, on the
other hand, it was envisaged that Afghanistan is going to appear as the hydro-hegemon
of the basin with the completion of Salma and Pashdan dams in the upper Harirud River
Basin. The paper, however, found that Afghanistan was unsuccessful in maintaining its
hydro-hegemonic dynamic in the basin due to incompletion of Pashdan dam and lack of
construction development of irrigation canals of Salma dam because of the rapid with-
drawal of US forces from Afghanistan and the re-establishment of economically fragile
Taliban regime in Afghanistan in August 2021. The paper also highlighted that the dam
construction in upstream Afghanistan served the geo-political interests of outside-basin
players, specifically the US—the rival of Iran in the region—and India—the rival of Pak-
istan in the region—who financially and technically contributed to the dam construction in
Harirud River Basin.

Additionally, the paper has untangled the role of out-side basin players, e.g., US,
India, etc. who re-shaped the flow of the basin in the last two decades. In fact, it was
argued that hydro-hegemony framework could be revisited and reframed through the
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inclusion of other inter-related factors, e.g., the role of external players in the hegemonic
dynamic of a riparian in a shared river and how these players can reverse the equation of
the power given the scarcity of water due to climate changes and over-abstraction of water
in the basin.

It was also contended that the establishment of a fragile, weak, and unrecognized
government under the Taliban has worsened the political and socio-economic conditions of
the country leading to a huge wave of migration of Afghan specialists and professionals
including water policy experts and analysts to the US, Canada, and Western Europe. In
order to gain international recognition, the Taliban started negotiations with their neighbor-
ing countries including Iran and Turkmenistan. Iran reportedly agreed to recognize and
support the establishment of Islamic Emirate of Afghanistan in return of transboundary
Harirud River Basin negotiation with the Taliban. The paper concluded that as a result of
such negotiations and commitment for signing an international water treaty on Harirud
River Basin—considering the negative impacts of climate changes—the amount of water
resources will be declined in the upstream, leading to severe water shortages in Herat
province. Thus, the unstable, weak, and fragile government under Taliban will not have
the potential to appear as the hegemon of the basin whereas the downstream riparian, Iran,
with the most powerful economy and military and Turkmenistan—the oil-rich countries in
the region—will reinforce and maintain its hydro-hegemonic dynamic in the basin.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, N.L.; methodology, N.L.; formal analysis, N.L., J.W.;
investigation, N.L.; resources, N.L.; data curation, N.L.; writing—original draft preparation, N.L.,
J.W.; writing—review and editing, N.L.; supervision, N.L., J.W. All authors have read and agreed to
the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Data Availability Statement: All relevant data are included in the paper.

Acknowledgments: The authors are grateful to the Water Resources Department, Ministry of Energy
and Water of Afghanistan for sharing some useful data about Harirud River Basin.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare that there are no conflict of interest for publishing the paper.

References
1. Shroder, J.F.; Ahmadzai, S.J. Transboundary Water Resources in Afghanistan: Climate Change and Land-Use Implications; Elsevier:

Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2016.
2. Favre, R.; Kamal, G.M. Watershed Atlas of Afghanistan; Ministry of Irrigation: Kabul, Afghanistan, 2004.
3. Goes, B.; Howarth, S.; Wardlaw, R.; Hancock, I.; Parajuli, U. Integrated water resources management in an insecure river basin: A

case study of Helmand River Basin, Afghanistan. Int. J. Water Resour. Dev. 2015, 32, 3–25. [CrossRef]
4. Kamran, H.; Yari, E.; Abedi, M. Environmental security and national security in the context of cross-border hydropolitics

developments (case study: Harirud). Iran. J. Geogr. 2017, 15, 305–328.
5. FAO. Irrigation in Central Asia in figures. In AQUASTAT Survey 2012; Water Reports 39; Frenken, K., Ed.; FAO: Rome, Italy, 2013;

ISBN 978-92-5-106316-3.
6. Nagheeby, M.; Warner, J. The geopolitical overlay of the hydropolitics of the Harirud River Basin. Int. Environ. Agreem. Politics

Law Econ. 2018, 18, 839–860. [CrossRef]
7. Parenti, C. America’s Jihad: A History of Origins. Soc. Justice 2001, 28, 31–38. Available online: http://www.jstor.org/stable/29

768089 (accessed on 9 April 2022).
8. Nagheeby, M.; Piri, D.M.; Faure, M. The Legitimacy of Dam Development in International Watercourses: A Case Study of the

Harirud River Basin. Transnatl. Environ. Law 2019, 8, 247–278. [CrossRef]
9. Thomas, V.; Varzi, M.M. A legal licence for an ecological disaster: The inadequacies of the 1973 Helmand/Hirmand water treaty

for sustainable transboundary water resources development. Int. J. Water Resour. Dev. 2015, 31, 499–518. [CrossRef]
10. Wadsam Newspaper. èQîE. éK. 2202 ÈA� A

�
K

�
H@Që

	
à@Y

�
�AK� Y

	
JK. Xñ

�
��Ó èXQ��� øP@XQK. . 22 February 2020. Available online: https://dari.

wadsam.com/band-pashdaan-herat-ta-saal-2022-ba-bahra-bardaari-supurda-meshawad-343/ (accessed on 12 March 2022).
11. Thomas, V.; Warner, J. Hydropolitics in the Harirud/Tejen River Basin: Afghanistan as hydro-hegemon? Water Int. 2015, 40,

593–613. [CrossRef]
12. Amini, A.; Jafari, H.; Malekmohammadi, B.; Nasrabadi, T. Transboundary Water Resources Conflict Analysis Using Graph Model

for Conflict Resolution: A Case Study—Harirud River. Discret. Dyn. Nat. Soc. 2021, 2021, 1720517. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1080/07900627.2015.1012661
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10784-018-9418-9
http://www.jstor.org/stable/29768089
http://www.jstor.org/stable/29768089
http://doi.org/10.1017/S2047102519000128
http://doi.org/10.1080/07900627.2014.1003346
https://dari.wadsam.com/band-pashdaan-herat-ta-saal-2022-ba-bahra-bardaari-supurda-meshawad-343/
https://dari.wadsam.com/band-pashdaan-herat-ta-saal-2022-ba-bahra-bardaari-supurda-meshawad-343/
http://doi.org/10.1080/02508060.2015.1059164
http://doi.org/10.1155/2021/1720517


Water 2022, 14, 3442 14 of 16

13. Amini, S. The U.S. Needs to Find the Middle Ground on Afghanistan. Foreign Policy. 7 July 2022. Available online: https://
foreignpolicy.com/2022/07/07/united-states-afghanistan-taliban-international-support-engagement/ (accessed on 26 July 2022).

14. Wester, P.; Rap, E.; Vargas-Velázquez, S. The hydraulic mission and the Mexican hydrocracy: Regulating and reforming the flows
of water and power. Water Altern. 2009, 2, 395–415.

15. Zeitoun, M.; Warner, J. Hydro-hegemony—A framework for analysis of trans-boundary water conflicts. Water Policy 2006, 8,
435–460. [CrossRef]

16. Gearan, A.; Wootson, C.R. Defiant and Defensive, a President Known for Empathy Takes a Cold-Eyed Approach to Afghanistan
Debacle. Washington Post. 16 August 2021. Available online: https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/biden-afghanistan-
pullout-defensive/2021/08/15/fbcda2d8-fdd4-11eb-ba7e-2cf966e88e93_story.html (accessed on 8 October 2022).

17. Business Standard. 16 Security Personnel Killed in Taliban Attack near Afghanistan’s Salma Dam. Business-Standard. 6 July 2021.
Available online: https://www.business-standard.com/article/international/16-security-personnel-killed-in-taliban-attack-
near-afghanistan-s-salma-dam-121070600209_1.html (accessed on 15 February 2022).

18. Julien, F. Hydropolitics is what societies make of it (or why we need a constructivist approach to the geopolitics of water). Int. J.
Sustain. Soc. 2012, 4, 45. [CrossRef]

19. Elhance, A.P. Conflict and cooperation over water in the Aral Sea basin. Stud. Confl. Terror. 1997, 20, 207–218. [CrossRef]
20. Kraak, E. Diverging discourses on the Syr Darya. Geography Environ. Sustain. 2012, 5, 36–50.
21. Hayat, S.; Gupta, J.; Vegelin, C.; Jamali, H. A review of hydro-hegemony and transboundary water governance. Water Policy 2022.

[CrossRef]
22. Daoudy, M. Hydro-hegemony and international water law: Laying claims to water rights. Water Policy 2008, 10, 89–102. [CrossRef]
23. Conker, A.; Hussein, H. Hydropolitics and issue-linkage along the Orontes River Basin: An analysis of the Lebanon–Syria and

Syria–Turkey hydropolitical relations. Int. Environ. Agreem. Politics Law Econ. 2020, 20, 103–121. [CrossRef]
24. Warner, J.; Mirumachi, N.; Farnum, R.L.; Grandi, M.; Menga, F.; Zeitoun, M. Transboundary ‘hydro-hegemony’: 10 years later.

Wiley Interdiscip. Rev. Water 2017, 4, e1242. [CrossRef]
25. Naff, T.; Matson, R.C. Water in the Middle East: Conflict or Cooperation? Westview Press, 1984. Available online: https://www.

taylorfrancis.com/books/mono/10.4324/9780429267284/water-middle-east-thomas-naff (accessed on 22 September 2022).
26. Warner, J. Flood Planning; IB Tauris: London, UK, 2011.
27. Nader, A.; Laha, J. Iran’s Balancing Act in Afghanistan (32). 2011. Available online: https://www.rand.org/pubs/occasional_

papers/OP322.html (accessed on 22 February 2022).
28. Aman, F. “Water Dispute Escalating between Iran and Afghanistan.” Water Dispute Escalating between Iran and Afghanistan.

August 2016. Available online: www.atlanticcouncil.org/wpcontent/uploads/2016/09/Water_Dispute_Escalating_between_
Iran_and_Afghanistan_web_0830.pdf (accessed on 25 February 2022).

29. Ramachandran, S. India’s Controversial Afghanistan Dams. The Diplomat. 20 August 2018. Available online: https://thediplomat.
com/2018/08/indias-controversial-afghanistan-dams/ (accessed on 12 August 2020).

30. Omar. Pashdan Dam Construction Moves Ahead Despite Iranian Sabotage Efforts. 8 April 2020. Available online: https:
//afghanistan.asia-news.com/en_GB/articles/cnmi_st/features/2020/04/08/feature-02 (accessed on 12 May 2020).

31. Jain, R. In Parched Afghanistan, Drought Sharpens Water Dispute with Iran. 17 July 2018. Available online: https://www.reuters.com/
article/us-afghanistan-iran-water/in-parched-afghanistan-drought-sharpens-water-dispute-with-iran-idUSKBN1K702H (accessed
on 4 August 2020).

32. Farr, G. Afghan Refugees and the Coronavirus Pandemic. 26 May 2020. Available online: https://www.e-ir.info/2020/05/26
/afghan-refugees-and-the-coronavirus-pandemic/ (accessed on 25 August 2020).

33. Majidyar, A.; Alfoneh, A. Iranian Influence in Afghanistan: Refugees as Political Instruments. American Enterprise Institute for
Public Policy Research. Middle Eastern Outlook, No. 5. November 2010. Available online: https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/
resrep03100.pdf?refreqid=excelsior%3A5fcf1a65ddb2ba851e52c6ebbc3d38d1 (accessed on 13 December 2020).

34. Frey, F.W. The Political Context of Conflict and Cooperation Over International River Basins. Water Int. 1993, 18, 54–68. [CrossRef]
35. Gleick, P.H. Water in crisis: Paths to sustainable water use. Ecol. Appl. 1998, 8, 571–579. [CrossRef]
36. Lowi, M.R. Bridging the Divide: Transboundary Resource Disputes and the Case of West Bank Water. Int. Secur. 1993, 18, 113.

[CrossRef]
37. Homer-Dixon, T.F. Environmental scarcity and violent conflict: Evidence from cases. Int. Secur. 1994, 19, 5–40. [CrossRef]
38. Wolf, A.T. Conflict Prevention and Resolution in Water Systems; Edward Elgar Publishing Ltd.: Cheltenham, UK, 2002.
39. Wolf, A.T. Regional Water Cooperation as Confidence Building: Water Management as a Strategy for Peace; Adelphi Research: Berlin,

Germany, 2004.
40. VOA. Water Is Considered as Our National Security. 10 May 2022. Available online: https://ir.voanews.com/a/qalibaf-water-

national-security/6565429.html (accessed on 11 May 2022).
41. Farnum, B. Contesting or Creating Hegemony? A Critique of the London Water Research Group Considering Academic

Hegemony and Traps in Social Justice Research. 2014. Available online: https://www.uea.ac.uk/watersecurity/events/hh7
/readings (accessed on 20 February 2022).

42. Zinzani, A.; Menga, F. The Circle of Hydro-Hegemony between riparian states, development policies and borderlands: Evidence
from the Talas waterscape (Kyrgyzstan-Kazakhstan). Geoforum 2017, 85, 112–121. [CrossRef]

43. Furlong, K. Hidden theories, troubled waters: Response to critics. Political Geogr. 2008, 27, 811–814. [CrossRef]

https://foreignpolicy.com/2022/07/07/united-states-afghanistan-taliban-international-support-engagement/
https://foreignpolicy.com/2022/07/07/united-states-afghanistan-taliban-international-support-engagement/
http://doi.org/10.2166/wp.2006.054
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/biden-afghanistan-pullout-defensive/2021/08/15/fbcda2d8-fdd4-11eb-ba7e-2cf966e88e93_story.html
https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/biden-afghanistan-pullout-defensive/2021/08/15/fbcda2d8-fdd4-11eb-ba7e-2cf966e88e93_story.html
https://www.business-standard.com/article/international/16-security-personnel-killed-in-taliban-attack-near-afghanistan-s-salma-dam-121070600209_1.html
https://www.business-standard.com/article/international/16-security-personnel-killed-in-taliban-attack-near-afghanistan-s-salma-dam-121070600209_1.html
http://doi.org/10.1504/IJSSOC.2012.044665
http://doi.org/10.1080/10576109708436034
http://doi.org/10.2166/wp.2022.256
http://doi.org/10.2166/wp.2008.204
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10784-019-09462-7
http://doi.org/10.1002/wat2.1242
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/mono/10.4324/9780429267284/water-middle-east-thomas-naff
https://www.taylorfrancis.com/books/mono/10.4324/9780429267284/water-middle-east-thomas-naff
https://www.rand.org/pubs/occasional_papers/OP322.html
https://www.rand.org/pubs/occasional_papers/OP322.html
www.atlanticcouncil.org/wpcontent/uploads/2016/09/Water_Dispute_Escalating_between_Iran_and_Afghanistan_web_0830.pdf
www.atlanticcouncil.org/wpcontent/uploads/2016/09/Water_Dispute_Escalating_between_Iran_and_Afghanistan_web_0830.pdf
https://thediplomat.com/2018/08/indias-controversial-afghanistan-dams/
https://thediplomat.com/2018/08/indias-controversial-afghanistan-dams/
https://afghanistan.asia-news.com/en_GB/articles/cnmi_st/features/2020/04/08/feature-02
https://afghanistan.asia-news.com/en_GB/articles/cnmi_st/features/2020/04/08/feature-02
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-afghanistan-iran-water/in-parched-afghanistan-drought-sharpens-water-dispute-with-iran-idUSKBN1K702H
https://www.reuters.com/article/us-afghanistan-iran-water/in-parched-afghanistan-drought-sharpens-water-dispute-with-iran-idUSKBN1K702H
https://www.e-ir.info/2020/05/26/afghan-refugees-and-the-coronavirus-pandemic/
https://www.e-ir.info/2020/05/26/afghan-refugees-and-the-coronavirus-pandemic/
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/resrep03100.pdf?refreqid=excelsior%3A5fcf1a65ddb2ba851e52c6ebbc3d38d1
https://www.jstor.org/stable/pdf/resrep03100.pdf?refreqid=excelsior%3A5fcf1a65ddb2ba851e52c6ebbc3d38d1
http://doi.org/10.1080/02508069308686151
http://doi.org/10.1890/1051-0761(1998)008[0571:WICPTS]2.0.CO;2
http://doi.org/10.2307/2539034
http://doi.org/10.2307/2539147
https://ir.voanews.com/a/qalibaf-water-national-security/6565429.html
https://ir.voanews.com/a/qalibaf-water-national-security/6565429.html
https://www.uea.ac.uk/watersecurity/events/hh7/readings
https://www.uea.ac.uk/watersecurity/events/hh7/readings
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoforum.2017.07.019
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.polgeo.2008.08.005


Water 2022, 14, 3442 15 of 16

44. Menga, F. Reconceptualizing hegemony: The circle of hydro-hegemony. Water Policy 2016, 18, 401–418. [CrossRef]
45. Kumar, R.; Prasad, N.; Mahure, V.; Sharma, P.; Gupta, L.; Ratnam, M. Concreting at Low Ambient Temperatures at Salma Dam

Project Afghanistan—A Case Study. 2014. Available online: http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.443.623
3&rep=rep1&type=pdf (accessed on 26 September 2022).

46. Karimi, S. 85% Construction Work of Pashdan Dam Completed: Qatali. Pajhwok Afghan News. 24 March 2021. Available online:
https://pajhwok.com/2021/03/24/85pc-construction-work-of-pashdan-dam-completed-qatali/ (accessed on 22 October 2021).

47. Omar. With Construction Halted, Herat’s Pashdan Dam Faces Uncertain Future. Salaam Times. 18 January 2022. Available online:
https://afghanistan.asia-news.com/en_GB/articles/cnmi_st/features/2022/01/18/feature-01 (accessed on 4 August 2022).

48. Mozafari, M.; Raeisi, E.; Zare, M. Water leakage paths in the Doosti Dam, Turkmenistan and Iran. Environ. Earth Sci. 2012, 65,
103–117. [CrossRef]

49. Asian Development Bank. Hari Rud River Basin Master Plan. unpublished document. 2014.
50. U.S. pushes to finish Afghan dam as challenges mount. USA Today. 6 January 2013. Available online: https://www.usatoday.

com/story/news/world/2013/01/06/us-afghanistan-dam-kajaki/1811773/ (accessed on 10 August 2022).
51. Ramachandran, S. Afghanistan Risks Water Conflict with Iran. 30 July 2016. Available online: https://cacianalyst.org/publications/

analytical-articles/item/13379-afghanistan-risks-water-conflict-with-iran.html (accessed on 12 August 2020).
52. Hessami, E.B. Afghanistan’s Water Plans Complicated by Worried Neighbors. Climate. 20 March 2017. Available online: https:

//climate-diplomacy.org/magazine/afghanistans-water-plans-complicated-worried-neighbors (accessed on 5 August 2022).
53. Salehi, N.A. Salma Dam Underutilized Due to Lack of Irrigation Canals. TOLOnews. 30 March 2021. Available online: https:

//tolonews.com/business-171098 (accessed on 5 August 2022).
54. Mohammadi, Z. Bazar: Concerns Raised over Salma Dam’s Water Level. TOLOnews. 10 April 2018. Available online: https:

//tolonews.com/business/bazar-concerns-raised-over-salma-dam%E2%80%99s-water-level (accessed on 5 August 2022).
55. Madani, K. Water management in Iran: What is causing the looming crisis? J. Environ. Stud. Sci. 2014, 4, 315–328. [CrossRef]
56. Madani, K.; AghaKouchak, A.; Mirchi, A. Iran’s Socio-economic Drought: Challenges of a Water-Bankrupt Nation. Iran. Stud.

2016, 49, 997–1016. [CrossRef]
57. Madani, K.; Mahoozi, S. Kaveh Madani. DAWN. 4 January 2022. Available online: https://dawnmena.org/author/kaveh-

madani/ (accessed on 17 April 2022).
58. AghaKouchak, A.; Norouzi, H.; Madani, K.; Mirchi, A.; Azarderakhsh, M.; Nazemi, A.; Nasrollahi, N.; Farahmand, A.; Mehran, A.;

Hasanzadeh, E. Aral Sea syndrome desiccates Lake Urmia: Call for action. J. Great Lakes Res. 2015, 41, 307–311. [CrossRef]
59. Madani, K. Explainer: Iran’s “Water Bankruptcy”. The Iran Primer. 5 December 2021. Available online: https://iranprimer.usip.

org/blog/2021/dec/05/explainer-irans-water-bankruptcy (accessed on 24 April 2022).
60. Iqbal, M.W.; Donjadee, S.; Kwanyuen, B.; Liu, S.-Y. Farmers’ perceptions of and adaptations to drought in Herat Province,

Afghanistan. J. Mt. Sci. 2018, 15, 1741–1756. [CrossRef]
61. Mayar, M.A. The Climate Change Crisis in Afghanistan: The Catastrophe Worsens—What Hope for Action? Afghanistan Ana-

lysts Network—English. 28 June 2022. Available online: https://www.afghanistan-analysts.org/en/reports/economy-
development-environment/the-climate-change-crisis-in-afghanistan-the-catastrophe-worsens-what-hope-for-action/
(accessed on 10 August 2022).

62. Hussaini, S.A.; Azimi, A.B. Statute for Illegal Water Rights, Helmand River Treaty Is the Only Water Treaty. 8 a.m. Newspaper
Afghanistan. 6 February 2021. Available online: https://8am.af/articles-of-association-for-unfounded-payments-only-the-
helmand-treaty-is-the-basis/ (accessed on 27 March 2022).

63. Sinaei, V. Hydropolitics and Human Security: Water Cooperation in Relations between Iran, Afghanistan and Turk-
menistan. Iranian Review of Foreign Affairs. 2011. Available online: https://profdoc.um.ac.ir/articles/a/1027822.pdf
(accessed on 18 December 2021).

64. Ghandhary, A.; Moghadam, S.A.; Khorasani, H.O. Predicting the necessity of cooperation between the Harirud basin countries
based on game theory: The shapely value approach. J. Water Sustain. Dev. 2016, 3, 115–121.

65. Ruwitch, J. Afghanistan’s Economy Has Worsened Since the Taliban Took Power. NPR. 29 September 2021. Available online: https:
//www.npr.org/2021/09/29/1041625317/afghanistans-economy-has-worsened-since-the-taliban-took-power (accessed on
29 September 2022).

66. Benjamin, P.; Bozorgmehr, N. Afghanistan Confronts Economic Meltdown after Taliban Takeover. Subscribe to Read | Financial
Times, Financial Times. 31 August 2021. Available online: https://www.ft.com/content/504db1d2-239f-4388-a4db-4e9cd155d312
(accessed on 28 September 2022).

67. Daoudy, M. The Origins of the Syrian Conflict: Climate Change and Human Security; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge,
UK, 2020.

68. Hussein, H. Whose ‘reality’? Discourses and hydropolitics along the Yarmouk River. Contemp. Levant 2017, 2, 103–115. [CrossRef]
69. Allouche, J. Nationalism, legitimacy, and hegemony in transboundary water interactions. Water Altern. 2020, 13, 286–301.
70. VOA Dari, P. P@Q

	
¯‘Aë 	Q

	
ªÓ’ P@Q

	
¯

	
àA

�
J�

	
�A

	
ª

	
¯@ 	P@‘Pñ

�
�» 	áK@ 	P@ 12

	
àQ

�
¯’ 	

à@QÂÊJÊj
�
J
�
��@. A¾KQÓ@ ø@Y�. 20 July 2022. Available online: https:

//www.darivoa.com/a/brains-drain-from-afghanistan-is-21st-century-escape-from-the-country-say-analysts/6663998.html
(accessed on 7 August 2022).

http://doi.org/10.2166/wp.2015.063
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.443.6233&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.443.6233&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://pajhwok.com/2021/03/24/85pc-construction-work-of-pashdan-dam-completed-qatali/
https://afghanistan.asia-news.com/en_GB/articles/cnmi_st/features/2022/01/18/feature-01
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-011-1069-x
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/world/2013/01/06/us-afghanistan-dam-kajaki/1811773/
https://www.usatoday.com/story/news/world/2013/01/06/us-afghanistan-dam-kajaki/1811773/
https://cacianalyst.org/publications/analytical-articles/item/13379-afghanistan-risks-water-conflict-with-iran.html
https://cacianalyst.org/publications/analytical-articles/item/13379-afghanistan-risks-water-conflict-with-iran.html
https://climate-diplomacy.org/magazine/afghanistans-water-plans-complicated-worried-neighbors
https://climate-diplomacy.org/magazine/afghanistans-water-plans-complicated-worried-neighbors
https://tolonews.com/business-171098
https://tolonews.com/business-171098
https://tolonews.com/business/bazar-concerns-raised-over-salma-dam%E2%80%99s-water-level
https://tolonews.com/business/bazar-concerns-raised-over-salma-dam%E2%80%99s-water-level
http://doi.org/10.1007/s13412-014-0182-z
http://doi.org/10.1080/00210862.2016.1259286
https://dawnmena.org/author/kaveh-madani/
https://dawnmena.org/author/kaveh-madani/
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jglr.2014.12.007
https://iranprimer.usip.org/blog/2021/dec/05/explainer-irans-water-bankruptcy
https://iranprimer.usip.org/blog/2021/dec/05/explainer-irans-water-bankruptcy
http://doi.org/10.1007/s11629-017-4750-z
https://www.afghanistan-analysts.org/en/reports/economy-development-environment/the-climate-change-crisis-in-afghanistan-the-catastrophe-worsens-what-hope-for-action/
https://www.afghanistan-analysts.org/en/reports/economy-development-environment/the-climate-change-crisis-in-afghanistan-the-catastrophe-worsens-what-hope-for-action/
https://8am.af/articles-of-association-for-unfounded-payments-only-the-helmand-treaty-is-the-basis/
https://8am.af/articles-of-association-for-unfounded-payments-only-the-helmand-treaty-is-the-basis/
https://profdoc.um.ac.ir/articles/a/1027822.pdf
https://www.npr.org/2021/09/29/1041625317/afghanistans-economy-has-worsened-since-the-taliban-took-power
https://www.npr.org/2021/09/29/1041625317/afghanistans-economy-has-worsened-since-the-taliban-took-power
https://www.ft.com/content/504db1d2-239f-4388-a4db-4e9cd155d312
http://doi.org/10.1080/20581831.2017.1379493
https://www.darivoa.com/a/brains-drain-from-afghanistan-is-21st-century-escape-from-the-country-say-analysts/6663998.html
https://www.darivoa.com/a/brains-drain-from-afghanistan-is-21st-century-escape-from-the-country-say-analysts/6663998.html


Water 2022, 14, 3442 16 of 16

71. Amin, M. Perspective | Americans Nurtured Afghanistan’s Economy. Now They’re Gutting it. The Washington Post. 18 February
2022. Available online: https://www.washingtonpost.com/outlook/2022/02/18/afghanistan-bank-frozen-assets/ (accessed on
24 October 2022).

72. Shroder, J. Hydro-Hegemony in Afghanistan and Surrounding Countries. Transboundary Water Resources in Afghanistan; Elsevier:
Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2016; pp. 339–359.

73. Hasrat, A.S. Freeze on Afghanistan’s Assets Slammed as Unfair. Pajhwok Afghan News Afghan Tag. 27 September 2021. Available
online: https://pajhwok.com/tag/afghan/ (accessed on 22 September 2022).

74. Varshalomidze, T.; Siddiqui, U.; Regencia, T. Biden Keeps to August 31 Deadline for Kabul Airlift. Taliban News | Al Jazeera.
26 August 2021. Available online: https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2021/8/24/g7-to-meet-on-afghanistan-withdrawal-
deadline-live-news (accessed on 20 January 2022).

75. Mohamed, H.; Allahoum, R. Taliban Sweeps through Afghan Capital as President Flees. Taliban News | Al Jazeera. 16 August 2021.
Available online: https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2021/8/15/taliban-continues-advances-captures-key-city-of-jalalabad
(accessed on 13 May 2022).

76. Brooking, E.T. Before the Taliban Took Afghanistan, It Took the Internet. Atlantic Council. 26 August 2021. Available on-
line: www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/before-the-taliban-took-afghanistan-it-took-the-internet/ (accessed on
6 September 2022).

77. Molle, F.; Mollinga, P.P.; Wester, P. Hydraulic bureaucracies and the hydraulic mission: Flows of water, flows of power. Water Altern.
2009, 2, 328–349.

78. Smith, D.L. Central Asia: A new Great Game? Asian Aff. Am. Rev. 1996, 23, 147–175. [CrossRef]
79. Cullather, N. Damming Afghanistan: Modernization in a Buffer State. J. Am. Hist. 2002, 89, 512–537. [CrossRef]
80. Hessami, E. Afghanistan’s Rivers Could Be India’s Next Weapon against Pakistan. 13 November 2018. Available online:

https://foreignpolicy.com/2018/11/13/afghanistans-rivers-could-be-indias-next-weapon-against-pakistan-water-wars-
hydropower-hydrodiplomacy/ (accessed on 20 September 2022).

81. BBC. What Is Sharia Law? What Does It Mean for Women in Afghanistan? BBC News. 19 August 2021. Available online:
www.bbc.com/news/world-27307249 (accessed on 10 October 2022).

82. Loodin, N.; Wolf, A.T. Will Islamic Water Management Principles Be Included If the Helmand River Treaty Is Revisited? Water
2022, 14, 67. [CrossRef]

83. Wolf, A.T. Indigenous Approaches to Water Conflict Negotiations and Implications for International Waters. Int. Negot. 2000, 5,
357–373. [CrossRef]

84. Jaafari, S. The Taliban Want International Recognition: Countries Are Debating. The World from PRX. 17 September 2021. Available
online: https://www.pri.org/stories/2021-09-17/taliban-want-international-recognition-countries-are-debating (accessed on
15 March 2022).

85. Karimi, N.; Rahim, F. Iran Hosts High-Level Afghan Peace Talks as Fighting SURGES. Military.com. 8 July 2021. Available
online: www.military.com/daily-news/2021/07/08/iran-hosts-high-level-afghan-peace-talks-fighting-surges.html (accessed on
5 October 2022).

86. Ali, A. The Taliban Have Reportedly Promised to Supply Water to Iran in Return for Support
( èX ø

..
W» é

	
JÓ �P ñËñ»Pð ñK. ð@ X é

�
K

	
à@QK@ ú

..
» ÈYK. éK� W

�
KCÓ X ñ

	
KAJ.ËA£ ú

..

	
m× éË ñ

	
KðPñK�@P X). Afghanistan Asia News, Salaam Times. 25 February 2021.

Available online: afghanistan.asia-news.com/ps/articles/cnmi_st/features/2021/02/25/feature-01 (accessed on 12 October 2022).
87. Azimi, B. 	P @ YKAK. H.

�
@« 	

à@QK@ ð
	

àA
�
J�

	
�A

	
ª

	
¯ @

	
àAJÓ øPA¾Òë øXQ�.ë@P ©ÓAg. Y

	
J�» Xñ

�
�

	
¬

	
Yg. 20 July 2020. Available online: https://8am.

af/water-should-be-removed-from-the-comprehensive-strategic-partnership-document-between-afghanistan-and-iran/
(accessed on 21 July 2020).

88. Hussaini, S.A.; Azimi, A.B. Where Is the Water of Hamuns. 8 a.m. Newspaper Afghanistan. 23 March 2021. Available online:
https://8am.af/where-is-the-water-of-hamuns/ (accessed on 28 March 2022).

89. Osmani, A.A. Afghanistan’s Water Resources Are in the Grip of Iran’s Reverse Cycle. 8 a.m. Newspaper Afghanistan. 9 April
2021. Available online: https://8am.af/afghanistans-water-resources-are-in-the-grip-of-irans-reverse-cycle/ (accessed on
27 March 2022).

90. Al-Monitor, A. Iran Confirms Taliban Diplomats Stationed in Tehran Embassy. Al. 26 April 2022. Available online: https://www.
al-monitor.com/originals/2022/04/iran-confirms-tmban-diplomats-stationed-tehran-embassy (accessed on 29 April 2022).

91. Takal, K.M. ø



o�» ©
	
KA

�
¯ é

	
K

	
àAK_

	
KA· ð@

	
à@QK@! Twitter. 20 January 2022. Available online: https://twitter.com/Khan_Takal/status/14

84194170675904513?s=20&t=hBOUVl0020CULyYS9u5tMA (accessed on 17 August 2022).
92. Asim, G.M.; Ando, T. A study on cisterns in the Herat old city, Afghanistan. J. Arch. Plan. (Trans. AIJ) 2020, 85, 781–789. [CrossRef]

https://www.washingtonpost.com/outlook/2022/02/18/afghanistan-bank-frozen-assets/
https://pajhwok.com/tag/afghan/
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2021/8/24/g7-to-meet-on-afghanistan-withdrawal-deadline-live-news
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2021/8/24/g7-to-meet-on-afghanistan-withdrawal-deadline-live-news
https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2021/8/15/taliban-continues-advances-captures-key-city-of-jalalabad
www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/before-the-taliban-took-afghanistan-it-took-the-internet/
http://doi.org/10.1080/00927678.1996.9933727
http://doi.org/10.2307/3092171
https://foreignpolicy.com/2018/11/13/afghanistans-rivers-could-be-indias-next-weapon-against-pakistan-water-wars-hydropower-hydrodiplomacy/
https://foreignpolicy.com/2018/11/13/afghanistans-rivers-could-be-indias-next-weapon-against-pakistan-water-wars-hydropower-hydrodiplomacy/
www.bbc.com/news/world-27307249
http://doi.org/10.3390/w14010067
http://doi.org/10.1163/15718060020848802
https://www.pri.org/stories/2021-09-17/taliban-want-international-recognition-countries-are-debating
www.military.com/daily-news/2021/07/08/iran-hosts-high-level-afghan-peace-talks-fighting-surges.html
afghanistan.asia-news.com/ps/articles/cnmi_st/features/2021/02/25/feature-01
https://8am.af/water-should-be-removed-from-the-comprehensive-strategic-partnership-document-between-afghanistan-and-iran/
https://8am.af/water-should-be-removed-from-the-comprehensive-strategic-partnership-document-between-afghanistan-and-iran/
https://8am.af/where-is-the-water-of-hamuns/
https://8am.af/afghanistans-water-resources-are-in-the-grip-of-irans-reverse-cycle/
https://www.al-monitor.com/originals/2022/04/iran-confirms-tmban-diplomats-stationed-tehran-embassy
https://www.al-monitor.com/originals/2022/04/iran-confirms-tmban-diplomats-stationed-tehran-embassy
https://twitter.com/Khan_Takal/status/1484194170675904513?s=20&t=hBOUVl0020CULyYS9u5tMA
https://twitter.com/Khan_Takal/status/1484194170675904513?s=20&t=hBOUVl0020CULyYS9u5tMA
http://doi.org/10.3130/aija.85.781

	Introduction 
	Conceptual Framework: Hydro-Hegemony Framework 
	Construction of Dams on Upper Harirud River Basin 
	Salma Dam 
	Pashdan Dam 

	Construction of Dam on lower Harirud River Basin 
	Hydro-Hegemonic Dynamics in the Harirud River Basin 

	Method 
	Geographical Power 
	Material Power 
	Bargaining Power 
	Ideational Power 
	The Role of Basin-Outsiders in the Harirud River Basin 
	A Change in Hydro-Hegemonic Dynamic of Upstream State under Taliban Administration 

	Conclusions 
	References

