The Heat in the Eastern Mediterranean: 

Implications for the Climate and Antiwar Movements
by Ken Kronenberg

It is hard to know where even to begin; the rapid succession of maneuvers and counter-maneuvers quickly exhausts the mind. But let’s tackle it anyway, starting with Turkey and Israel and adding a little Egypt, Libya, and Cyprus to the mix. Then, for good measure, an examination of how corporate interests and US government policies are one and the same. My aim is to use one very small corner of the world to underscore the fundamental and dangerous instability of the current world order, and to make the case for why the climate movement must be an antiwar movement and vice versa.  

In “The Volatility of Gas: War in the Pipeline?” I discussed Israel’s proposed East Med pipeline that would bring gas from Israel’s offshore Leviathan gas field to Italy via Cyprus, the island of Crete, and mainland Greece. I also outlined the intent of Turkey, whose Turk Stream pipeline pipes Russian gas to Europe via Bulgaria, to become a regional military and economic power in the Mediterranean.  Toward that end it has countered Israel, Cyprus, and Greece’s East Med plan by concluding a maritime boundary agreement with Libya, which is about 400-500 miles from Turkey. This "contested “boundary” could potentially block the East Med pipeline. And Turkey is also offering military support to Libya’s government against rebel forces, and plans to drill for gas off the coast of that country. But perhaps, as this article suggests, all of this Turkish maneuvering is merely aimed at a rapprochement with Israel and a guaranteed exclusive economic zone of its own. Who knows. These are high-stakes games, and old enmities and prejudices can easily cloud people’s judgment.
Another complication and potential source of instability is that Turkey is a member of NATO, but as the following article makes clear, it buys defense systems from Russia:

Carnegie Europe, January 29, 2020

How Far Can Turkey Challenge NATO and the EU in 2020?
Coming from an important NATO member, Turkey’s new methodology—substituting international cooperation with unilateral moves and confrontational statements—inevitably constitutes considerable challenges for Greece, Cyprus, Israel, the EU, the United States, and NATO as a whole.

On the military side, the reorganization of Turkey’s missile defense with the deployment of S-400 missiles from Russia (together with the accompanying technical personnel) and the possible purchase of Sukhoi aircraft constitute a radically new situation for NATO’s missile defense architecture. It may ultimately result in curtailing (if not upending in some cases) Turkey’s full participation in NATO’s military activities. The threats uttered about expelling U.S. forces from the Incirlik and/or Kureçik air bases are bound to create more fundamental tensions because, according to U.S. Defense Secretary Mark Esper, they come together with “growing military ties to Russia [that] raise questions about the country’s commitment to the Western alliance.”

American arms manufacturers may be barred from selling warplanes and missiles to Turkey because their vulnerabilities could be divulged to the Russians.

What about the “challenges” to Israel, Cyprus, and Greece? 

At a time when Erdoğan is faced with serious political and economic challenges at home, Turkey has taken numerous foreign policy initiatives, using both military force and an assertive legal posture.

… Turkey has developed an assertive legal posture, shown through an agreement with Libya on maritime boundaries aimed at redefining Turkey’s rights to the detriment of Greece and Cyprus. The leadership also presents this move as an instrument to hamper the construction of a gas pipeline from the Egyptian and Israeli gas fields toward Greece. As Bloomberg reports, a director general in the Turkish Foreign Affairs Ministry was quoted on December 6, 2019, as saying that “this agreement also amounts to a political message that Turkey can’t be sidelined in the Eastern Mediterranean and nothing can be really achieved in the region without Turkey’s participation.” Research and drilling off Cyprus by Turkish vessels in contentious areas is conducted under military protection of the Turkish Navy and armed drones deployed in Northern Cyprus.
Since the attempted Greek coup and subsequent Turkish invasion of Cyprus in 1974, and numerous clashes between Turkish and Greek Cypriots, the Republic of Cyprus has been divided into a northern sector controlled by the Turkish military and a largely Greek south. The border strip between them is still patrolled by UN peacekeepers. Turkey does not recognize the Republic of Cyprus as a whole; the so-called Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus is recognized only by Turkey.

In other words, Cyprus is unfinished business and a potential flashpoint to any larger regional power that wants to stir the pot. 

Turkey's boundary agreement with Libya, which neatly transects the Mediterranean between Cyprus and Crete, does exactly that. Turkey now claims these waters to be their exclusive economic zone, well beyond the usual 200 km and into areas claimed by Cyprus and Greece. As reported by Al-Monitor on January 23, 2020:

Ankara has therefore been pushing back against “encirclement” by the Eastern Mediterranean strategic architecture that Israel and 

 HYPERLINK "https://www.inss.org.il/publication/under-mediterranean-skies-channels-for-deepening-israel-egypt-relations/?utm_source=activetrail&utm_medium=email&utm_campaign=INSS%20Insight%20No.%201252" \t "_blank" Egypt are trying to jointly develop. It sent drilling ships, with naval escorts, to conduct gas exploration in waters claimed by Cyprus and also by the so-called Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus. Turkish naval forces threatened Cypriot survey ships in the disputed areas and in late November forced an Israeli survey ship to leave the area.
In the meantime, Israel is trying to use its gas finds to break out of its own encirclement and isolation, and to realign the geopolitics of Europe and the region. Egypt, then Greece, Italy, and Europe as a whole would thus be drawn into Israel’s energy orbit. Gas supplied via the East Med pipeline will undoubtedly also buy silence about human rights abuses in Palestine.
And while Egypt used to supply Israel with gas, Israel now supplies Egypt. Money trumps many enmities.

Reuters, January 15, 2020

Factbox: Egypt's push to be east Mediterranean gas hub
Egypt’s Dolphinus Holdings signed deals with partners in Israeli gas fields to buy an estimated $19.5 billion of gas. 

Partners in Israeli fields Leviathan and Tamar will supply Egypt with 85.3 billion cubic metres (bcm) of gas over 15 years. 

Texas-based Noble Energy, Israel’s Delek Drilling and Ratio Oil own Leviathan. Noble, Delek Drilling, Isramco and Tamar Petroleum are leading partners in the Tamar field. 

Crucially, Egypt has two liquefied natural gas (LNG) plants that have been idled or running at less than their potential capacity and can be used for exports….

Egypt also has a network of gas pipelines, the most significant of which is the Arab Gas Pipeline which extends across northern Sinai via Al-Arish to Jordan and on to Syria and Lebanon. Egypt currently only exports gas to Jordan through it. 

The Arab Gas Pipeline connects to Israel via the underwater Arish-Ashkelon pipeline, which Egypt once used to export gas to Israel. Israeli gas from the 22 trillion cubic feet (tcf) offshore Leviathan and later the smaller Tamar field will flow to Egypt via that pipeline. 

The Arish-Ashkelon pipeline is owned by the East Mediterranean Gas Company (EMG). Noble and Delek partnered with Egypt’s East Gas Company in a venture called EMED to buy a 39% stake in EMG to facilitate the export deal. 

According to Forbes, Noble Energy has a 45% stake in the Leviathan field, which means that the US now has a national interest stake in it as well.

Yet none of these assets are secure. For example, the Islamic State (IS) very recently attacked a pipeline in Egypt carrying Israeli gas:

Haaretz, February 2, 2020

Militants Suspected of Blowing Up Israel-Egypt Gas Pipeline, Officials Say
Armed individuals are suspected of blowing up the gas pipeline stretching between Israel and Egypt, Egyptian security officials said Sunday night.  

At least six masked militants planted explosives under the pipeline in the town of Bir al-Abd. It transfers gas to el-Arish, the provincial capital of North Sinai, and a cement factory in central Sinai, the officials said. 

The explosion sent thick flames of fire shooting into the sky, and authorities stopped the flow of gas to extinguish the fire, officials said. 

This occurrence reveals another source of potentially catastrophic instability. If Egypt, a country controlled by a military dictator, cannot protect a short pipeline on its own territory, what hope is there of protecting an underwater pipeline in the open sea between Israel and Italy from actors intent on finding weak spots? Assuming, of course, that Turkey allows it to be built at all. 
Well, as they say, we have an app for that. It’s called the US military. The Intercept article below cleanly demonstrates how corporate interests and government policy are one and the same here -- and will be brought to bear together in the eastern Mediterranean.

The Intercept, February 6, 2020

Congress Quietly Adopts Exxon Mobil-Backed Law Promoting New Gas Pipeline, Arms to Cyprus
During the holiday season legislative blitz in December, legislators tucked an obscure provision into the omnibus spending package that lifted arms restrictions and boosted a controversial pipeline deal in the eastern Mediterranean Sea.

The legislative text, mirroring a bill that has circulated in Congress over the last year, promises a range of U.S. assistance for the development of natural gas resources off the coasts of Israel and Cyprus, including support for constructing pipelines and liquified natural gas terminals and the creation of a United States-Eastern Mediterranean Energy Center in the region run by the U.S. Department of Energy.
In response, the legislative text also repeals the prohibition of weapons transfers to Cyprus put in place in 1987, promotes greater U.S military assistance to Greece and Cyprus, and instructs the U.S. to maintain its newly situated predator drone fleet in the region. The omnibus includes provisions from the Eastern Mediterranean Security and Energy Partnership Act, legislation introduced in the House and Senate last year.
In an interview on the Real News Network, Lee Fang, co-author of the Intercept article, elaborates on the “holiday season legislative blitz”:

Lee Fang: And in this latest bill in December, with very little debate, we see a number of special interest provisions tucked into this. We reported on this pipeline deal, this militarization effort in Cyprus, which was, I think, a caveat that was just used to boost political support and reassure the government of Cyprus that they can go forward with this project because they’re under increasing pressure from Russia and Turkey. But that’s not the only provision. There are many other provisions that were tucked in. Billions of dollars in Affordable Care Act taxes, taxes on the health insurance companies were also repealed in the same bill. So this was a special goodie package. As they say in Congress, a Christmas tree, because it comes around a holiday season. It’s right when all the legislators want to go home, so they let the lobbyists and the special interest tuck these bills that never received any serious scrutiny, any serious debate in to this must pass legislation, that if the legislation doesn’t pass, the government shuts down and it becomes a crisis.
Those who know how to game the legislative process can evade effective scrutiny and do the bidding not only of the fossil fuel and arms industries, but of the healthcare and pharmaceutical industries, which is targeted in the bill as well. All in one fell swoop. 

Here is the relevant portion of Omnibus bill as it relates to the Mediterranean:

TITLE II—EASTERN MEDITERRANEAN SECURITY AND ENERGY PARTNERSHIP
Here are some of the salient points from the Findings:

(8) The recent discovery of what may be the region’s largest natural  gas  field  off  the  Egyptian  coast  and  the  newest  discoveries  of  natural  gas  off  the  coast  of  Cyprus  could  represent  a  significant  and  positive  development  for  the  Eastern  Mediterranean and the Middle East, enhancing the region’s strategic energy significance. 

(9)  It  is  in  the  national  security  interest  of  the  United  States   to   promote,   achieve,   and   maintain   energy   security   among, and through cooperation with, allies.

And the Statement of Policy reads in part:

(4)  to  maintain  a  robust  United  States  naval  presence  and  investments  in  the  naval  facility  at  Souda  Bay,  Greece  and  develop  deeper  security  cooperation  with  Greece  to  include  the  recent  MQ–9  deployments  to  the  Larissa  Air  Force  Base  and  United  States  Army  helicopter  training  in  central  Greece;  

(6)   to   support   deepened   security   cooperation   with   the   Republic  of  Cyprus  through  the  removal  of  the  arms  embargo  on the country; 

(9)  to  support  efforts  to  counter  Russian  Federation  interference  and  influence  in  the  Eastern  Mediterranean  through  increased security cooperation with Greece, Cyprus, and Israel, to  include  intelligence  sharing,  cyber,  and  maritime  domain  awareness;

(14)   to   support   joint   military   exercises   among   Israel,   Greece, and Cyprus; 

This, along with the National Defense Authorization Act of 2020 (which I described in “Weymouth and the National Security State,” and which essentially makes pipeline infrastructure a matter of national security) underscores the lengths to which the United States will go to avoid switching to renewable energy sources. My working hypothesis is that, in addition to the power that energy sales confer and the massive profits to be made by the few, fossil fuel infrastructure requires and enables the increasing militarization of society, without which the current sclerotic systems of political and economic control would collapse. 

But the United States is not the only country whose military is now engaging in the eastern Mediterranean:  

CyprusMail, February 5, 2020

French aircraft carrier ‘Charles de Gaulle’ sails through EEZ block 8
The French aircraft carrier ‘Charles de Gaulle’ on Tuesday [February 4] sailed through Cyprus’ exclusive economic zone (EEZ) block 8, close to the Turkish drill ship ‘Yavuz’….

On January 18, Turkey sent the Yavuz to block 8, which is licensed to the ENI – Total consortium for hydrocarbon exploration and exploitation activities.

Turkey does not recognise the Republic of Cyprus, an EU member state. In light of Turkey’s continued illegal drilling activities in the eastern Mediterranean, the EU expressed solidarity with Cyprus, regarding the respect of its sovereignty and sovereign rights in accordance with international law.

Europe looks to us like such a nice and stable place: a good place to do business; more equitable social educational and health benefits, a tad expensive, but still a attractive vacation destination with great food, sights, traditions. In fact, however, increasing instability both in northern and eastern Europe and in the eastern Mediterranean could easily erupt into all-out military conflict -- over fossil fuels, and opposing claims over who controls them and in whose exclusive economic zones.

Of course, war could break out over fossil fuel resources almost anywhere, including in the Arctic, where global heating has made drilling economical, as Michael Klare points out in “World War III Could Be Fought in the Arctic.”
This is why the climate change movement must be an antiwar movement and vice versa. If and when hostilities do break out, the noise machine that is currently making a shambles of political life in the United States and around the globe can be guaranteed to come out in force to ensure that the public will have no idea what is really going on, or why.
Early this year, an umbrella antiwar organization, the Answer Coalition, called a nation-wide demonstration to protest the assassination of Iranian Quds Force General Qasem Soleimani, and the possibility of a hot war with Iran. Not a single grassroots environmental or climate change organization was on its list of sponsors. 
This represents a perhaps understandable oversight on the part of an antiwar movement that is struggling to gain traction. And although the demonstration was called on short notice, about 300 people attended in Boston. But I’m not sure that war is high on the priority list of members and leaders of the climate change movement. This is something that can and must be rectified because the twin catastrophes that face us, climate change and war, are in fact inseparable. 
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