




  A brief history of the post-Soviet hydropolitical 
interaction in the Aral Sea Basin 

  Multiple layers of the prevailing sanctioned 
discourses and hegemonic paradigms in  the 
Aral Sea Basin 

  Focus on national hegemonic and counter-
hegemonic discourses appealing to the 
international level 





  “Microcosm of the world’s water 
problems” (Postel 2006) 

  Dynamic interaction: 
◦  Hundreds of regional agreements and foreign funded 

projects with little results since independence in 1991 
◦  States struggling to break free from the Soviet-time 

interdependencies – downstream-upstream clashes 
on energy-water nexus 





  No single hydro-hegemon 
  Downstream hegemonic actions have been followed by 

upstream counter-hegemonic actions 

  2000s: shift in the power-balance 
◦  poor water abundant upstream counters the 

hydrocarbon abundant downstream by 
appealing to the international level 
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  Transnational level 
◦  “The Aral Sea Disaster” (UN) 
◦  “Peaceful and cooperative basin”, “IWRM in 

action” (UNESCO PC-CP, Basin at risk project, GWP-
CACENA) 
◦  “A basin prone to conflicts” (ICG, Weinthal, Wegerich, 

SIWI) 
◦  Often fuelled by hegemonic and counter-hegemonic 

national discourses appealing to the international level 



  Hydraulic mission dressed as reflexive modernity in 
the counter-hegemonic discourse? Sustainable? 

  Still poorly performing corrupt economies 
◦  Regime change might happen in a night as in Kyrgyzstan 

but the process of institutional change is extremely slow 

  Power has thus far disabled cooperation, will 
international (soft) power break the deadlock? How 
about clashes between the international actors? 
Hidden agendas? 



Ways to counter the powerful in a 
sustainable manner? 

  Gradual change must be rooted to 
collaboration on energy-water-
agriculture economic nexus 

•  Focus on human capital and generation 
change 

•  New Great Game going on – critical 
time to influence the Aral Sea Basin 
discourses 


