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ABSTRACT 
 

Israel is the global leader in wastewater reuse making it the ideal test case to investigate 

human exposure to contaminants via recycled wastewater pathways. Studies around the 

world have revealed that wastewater frequently contains endocrine disrupting compounds 

(EDCs) that are not completely removed by traditional treatment. As these compounds can 

harm ecological and human health, it was initially hypothesized that residual EDCs were 

contributing to reproductive problems in Israel’s population. The fate of EDCs from 

wastewater effluent in Israel and the Palestinian West Bank’s shared water basins was 

assessed over a two year period, and the associated health risks and economic costs of 

competing wastewater treatment options evaluated. Results from this analysis can inform 

both developed and developing nations since Israel highly treats and reuses most of its 
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wastewater while only a small percent of sewage undergoes any treatment in the Palestinian 

territories. EDCs in the region’s aquatic environment were measured at concentrations 

consistent with global averages. According to modeling results, human exposure to 

bisphenol A via recycled wastewater is likely small compared to ingestion through food. 

While a potential health risk was identified from bisphenol A in recycled wastewater, it 

was most pronounced in extreme exposure situations and when reproductive capacity was 

already compromised. In the West Bank, a cost-effectiveness analysis determined that the 

marginal improvement in removal rates of estrogens from building tertiary versus 

secondary level wastewater treatment facilities would not justify the added cost to the 

Palestinian Authority. Secondary treatment of sewage removed EDCs sufficiently, and the 

money saved by not investing in tertiary treatment could be better used to provide more 

essential sanitation services. Tertiary treatment produces other important environmental 

benefits in which countries like Israel may wish to invest, but it yields only marginally 

better EDC removal, so developed countries aiming to reduce overall EDC exposure should 

target sources other than treated wastewater. These findings suggest that EDCs from treated 

wastewater merit continued research, and demonstrate the importance of environmental 

cooperation in regions with bifurcated development. However, as EDCs are not the biggest 

risk to human health in developed or developing nations at this time, they should not be 

the primary driver for policy governing wastewater management. 

 

 

INTRODUCTION 
 

As water scarcity threatens a growing number of regions worldwide, more countries are 

turning to reuse of treated wastewater effluent to balance their water budget even while the 

environmental and health consequences of unregulated organic contaminants in this source of 

water are still under investigation. For example, in Israel ambitious government goals have 

driven innovation in water management and treatment technology [1] helping position it as a 

leader in the field [2]. Israel recycles its municipal wastewater at a globally unprecedented rate, 

recapturing 96% for treatment to at least secondary levels and reusing 86% [1]. This is more 

than 80 times the rate of <1% wastewater recycled by the US [1, 3, 4], and over four times the 

second highest rate of about 20% in Spain [1]. While an “integrated water management” system 

has helped Israel overcome an arid climate and a limited supply of fresh water, pioneering 

technologies like wastewater reuse have raised concerns regarding unknown health 

implications.  

At the same time, neighboring communities in the Palestinian territories face exposure to 

contaminants in untreated and poorly treated wastewater. The Palestinian Authority (PA) still 

faces chronic shortages in water availability and acute water quality risks including exposure 

to microbial pathogens and other traditional contaminants [5, 6], even as emerging 

contaminants such as endocrine disrupting chemicals (EDCs) gain increasing attention on the 

international stage. 

EDCs are a heterogeneous category of “chemicals of emerging concern” commonly found 

in wastewater systems [7, 8]. While hormones are endogenously produced and emitted by 

plants, animals, and humans, natural concentrations in the environment are augmented by 

anthropogenic sources of synthetic EDCs found in pharmaceuticals, personal care products, 

foods, plasticizers, pesticides, and other household, industrial, and agricultural products [9–12]. 

These can leak directly into the aquatic environment or be discharged into the sewage system 
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by humans where their fate depends on the type of treatment the wastewater receives [13]. 

Today EDCs are ubiquitous in aquatic environments [10, 14].  

EDCs mimic or disrupt hormone function regulated by the endocrine system [15]. 

Exposure to EDCs can impair normal endocrine system functioning via estrogen, androgen, or 

thyroid pathways, disrupting various related networks and processes in the body [15]. This can 

damage wildlife [16–19] and has the potential to damage human health [20–24]. EDCs have 

been linked to a range of problems including adverse reproductive and developmental health 

effects in males and females, congenital malformations, hormone mediated cancers, and 

metabolic processes among others [25]. Concentrations of EDCs as low as parts-per-trillion 

can disturb endocrine processes [26–28], especially for vulnerable subpopulations in hormone-

driven developmental stages such as pregnancy, adolescence, and menopause [29–32].  

Health risks associated with EDCs will become easier to assess as the vast number of 

chemicals with endocrine potential are evaluated and better characterized. In the meantime, 

scientists and risk assessors can still advise the policy community regarding best practices for 

avoiding dangerous exposure to EDCs. The goal of this analysis is to investigate the transport 

and fate of EDCs from wastewater effluent in Israel and the West Bank to determine whether 

they pose a risk to human health. It is especially germane in this region as Israel’s effluent reuse 

rate is unparalleled while Palestinians still discharge copious amounts of sewage, often 

untreated, into the ambient environment. In evaluating the resulting hydrological, economic, 

and health consequences, this study seeks to provide a clearer picture regarding whether EDCs 

should be a driver for public policy in both developed and developing nations. It also highlights 

important management strategies to protect environments shared by countries in close 

proximity with extremely different economic realities. 

The chapter presented here was completed as part of a PhD dissertation under a larger joint 

research initiative between Ben-Gurion University of the Negev and The Water and 

Environmental Development Organization (WEDO), and supported by the USAID Middle East 

Regional Cooperation (MERC) Program (grant TA-MOU-11-M31-015). The primary 

objective of this MERC project was the collaboration of a joint Israeli-Palestinian research team 

in identifying and measuring endocrine disrupting compounds (EDCs) in the aquatic 

environment of Israel and the Palestinian West Bank at different stages in the wastewater 

treatment process, as well as in different environments that have a long history of receiving 

wastewater discharges in the region (e.g., streams and irrigation). The goal of the project was 

to take the field (water sampling) and laboratory (chemical analysis) results, and translate these 

raw data into actionable recommendations for the region. This called for a combination of 

methodologies from various disciplines: public health/risk assessment, economics, and policy 

assessment. 

 

 

BACKGROUND 
 

Wastewater Management in Israel and the West Bank 
 

In Israel, almost all municipal wastewater is recaptured, directed to wastewater treatment 

facilities, and treated to a minimum of secondary (biological) treatment levels, or even to 

tertiary (chemical and advanced) treatment levels. Israel currently reuses most of the 500 
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million cubic meters per year of municipal wastewater it produces [33]. Effluents are then 

allocated for industrial uses, stream rehabilitation, landscaping, and above all agricultural 

irrigation. Already 50% of Israeli agricultural irrigation water came from recycled sewage in 

2014, and Israel plans to increase its rate of municipal wastewater reuse from 86% to 90% over 

the next 5-7 years [1]. To keep up with increasing consumption and met these goals, Israel 

plans to augment artificial water sources (desalination, seawater and imports), doubling net 

allocations to agricultural irrigation by 2050 [34] without “risk to soil and water sources” [35].  

Although they share a border as well as most of their surface catchments and major 

groundwater aquifers, Israel and the Palestinian territories face extremely different realities 

with regards to water resources. While Israel is a developed country with highly advanced 

national water management and governance systems [54], the PA—in charge of most of the 

populated areas in the West Bank—is considered an economically developing country. 

Palestinians face very limited water resources and physical infrastructure, weak institutions and 

operators, political hurdles, stressed finances, and demographic growth [55, 56]. The only 

wastewater reuse that occurs is local, small scale, and considered a negligible amount [56]. 

Consequently, there is a deficit of water and sanitation infrastructure, services, and operations 

in the PA [57]. Israel captures and treats approximately 15-17 million cubic meters of the PA’s 

sewage water every year at the expense of the PA [6, 58]. This water is then sold and reused 

inside of Israel without payment to the PA for the value of the natural resource [6]. 

As of 2012, only 31% of the Palestinian population was connected to a wastewater 

collection network [56]. The water infrastructure suffered an average of 30% loss from leakage 

[56] and included only two fully functioning municipal wastewater treatment plants (WWTPs) 

in 2014 [59]. Subsequently, 65% of Palestinian sewage is collected in cesspools that leach into 

the ground while 33% is dumped directly into dry river beds that flow freely throughout the 

year [56]. This untreated wastewater can percolate into the ground, contaminating aquifers [5, 

56, 60]. At present, there are streams in the West Bank comprised solely of wastewater [61] 

which release foul smelling odors [62] and can expose locals to pathogens from human and 

industrial waste [5]. Many of these streams flow into Israel as the West Bank is topographically 

located at the head of the catchment, which contributes to the long lists of grievances the 

Palestinian and Israeli governments have against each other with regards to shared water 

resources. 

 

 

Reproductive Health and Evidence of Emerging Contaminants 
 

Studies around the world have demonstrated that EDCs are commonly found in wastewater 

[36–39]. Many of these compounds are not completely removed by primary, secondary, or 

sometimes even tertiary wastewater treatment [40–43] and can only be eliminated through 

advanced treatment techniques [30, 44]. It was therefore hypothesized that wastewater treated 

to conventional levels in Israel might be contributing to the release of trace amounts of EDCs 

in effluent [10, 45–47]. Once in the environment, these compounds can make their way into 

fresh water where they are increasingly ubiquitous [10, 48–50], or if used for irrigation, can be 

taken up by crop plants [51–53]. This recognition elicited alarm as to whether the concentration 

of EDCs in Israel’s aquatic environment might be increasing with every new cycle of use, 

increasing human exposure and threatening health. 
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Growing reproductive health problems in Israel suggested there may be meaningful 

environmental exposures to EDCs in the region. Evidence includes a decreased age of 

menarche in female army recruits [63], a steady decline in the age of puberty among the general 

population of Israeli girls [64], an increase in the prevalence of male factor infertility [65–67], 

an increase in testicular cancer rates [68], a reduction in male sperm count and motility [69], a 

decrease in normal sperm morphology among sperm donors [70], and a decrease in sperm 

motility and concentration among sperm donors [71]. If these trends continue, the average 

Israeli male could be characterized as “reproductively impaired” by 2020 according to World 

Health Organization (WHO) criteria [72]. Despite possible confounders and other limitations 

associated with this data, it was initially suspected that emerging contaminants in treated 

wastewater effluent such as EDCs could be partially responsible for deleterious health trends 

[72, 73]. 

Previous studies in Israel have detected contaminants of emerging concern across various 

environmental media. In the 1980’s and 1990’s, high concentrations of industrial solvents were 

detected from wells beneath a field that had been irrigated with recycled wastewater [74–76]. 

In 2008, Chefetz et al. reported pharmaceutical compounds in secondary treated wastewater at 

concentrations similar to those described in wastewater effluents, and described their 

movement through irrigated soil. Avisar et al. studied the long term impact of wastewater 

irrigation and found that high concentrations of antibiotics had moved through soil and into the 

water table below [77], which added to a list of environmental antibiotics and metabolites 

identified locally [78]. Using carbamazepine as tracer, Gasser et al. [79] demonstrated 

percolation into a section of the Israeli Coastal Aquifer from a wastewater effluent recharge 

system nearby. In 2011, Shenker et al. found that pharmaceuticals could be taken up by crops 

irrigated with reclaimed wastewater at realistic levels. Finally, in 2014 Malchi et al. discovered 

measurable levels of pharmaceutical compounds in root vegetables including varieties eaten 

raw. For example, there were 5-10 nanograms per grams of carbamazepine found in carrots 

(with the precise amount depending on the soil treatment). Although these studies did not focus 

on EDCs, they demonstrated the leaching potential and subsequent risk of organic compounds 

originating in wastewater.  

 

 

Previous Regional Investigation of EDCs 
 

Despite the steady stream of research evaluating the environmental effects of wastewater 

reuse in Israel, no similar studies of wastewater’s effect on Palestinians had been undertaken 

heretofore. This study was undertaken to fill that gap, as well as to provide regional information 

on EDCs in the aquatic environment. Preceding this study, there had been minimal data 

collected on EDCs in this region [80–82] even though these compounds are of growing global 

concern. A comprehensive survey of EDC concentrations in the region’s water resources had 

yet to be conducted, and there had not been an assessment undertaken of these chemicals’ 

presence following different treatment technologies. In addition, there had not been a 

transboundary project systematically assessing the fate and implications of EDCs from 

wastewater throughout the Palestinian/Israeli shared aquatic environment.  

The physical proximity of Israel and the PA makes it possible to study whether EDCs 

should be a water policy priority in developed nations, developing nations, and areas straddling 

both conditions. Such an asymmetrical geographic juxtaposition is common throughout the 
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world, with extreme economic and environmental disparities found between contiguous 

countries such as the US and Mexico, the Dominican Republic and Haiti, North and South 

Korea, etc., as well as areas like Eastern and Western Europe. As such, this study has far-

reaching relevance. 

 

 

ANALYSES 
 

Hydrological Sampling and Chemical Analysis 
 

In 2012, the study presented here was launched to investigate the fate and transport of 

EDCs from recycled wastewater in the aquatic environment of Israel and the West Bank. The 

project was a collaborative effort between Israeli and Palestinian researchers utilizing a range 

of expertise, and the first such project focusing on EDCs. The study was designed to be the 

most comprehensive investigation of EDCs in the region to date, and the first in the context of 

recycled wastewater. Four water sampling campaigns were conducted in 2013 and 2014 (two 

summer and two winter) covering 60 locations across Israel and the West Bank. The samples 

reflected various treatment processes from raw sewage to primary, secondary, and tertiary 

treatments, all the way through discharge into the irrigation water system or into local streams 

and groundwater. All water samples underwent chemical analysis at the laboratories of Israel’s 

Ministry of Health using U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) standard methods [83].  

As no significant seasonal differences were detected in between measurements, the 

concentration values were averaged across the three campaigns included in analysis (summer 

2013, winter 2014, and summer 2014). In total, five EDCs were detected in Israel including 

endogenous estrogenic hormones (estriol, estrone), xenoestrogens (bisphenol A and 4-tert-

octylphenol), and one estrogenic compound used in personal care products (triclosan) (See 

Table 1 below). One additional estrogenic hormone was detected, 17-beta estradiol, but only 

below the limit of detection and was thus not included in analysis. 

The same estrogenic EDCs were identified in the West Bank. Figure 1 below shows the 

EDCs detected in influent (raw/untreated) and effluent (treated and released) wastewater at the 

only two major WWTPs functioning in the West Bank at the time of analysis [59]. Levels of 

estrone and estriol in raw and treated wastewater were similar across both Palestinian WWTPs, 

while triclosan was only detected in Al Bireh WWTP, bisphenol A (BPA) was only found in 

Al Bireh’s influent, and 4-tert-octylphenol was not detected in the influent or effluent of either 

WWTP. Comparing these two WWTPs to the averages across Israeli WWTPs, estrone and 

estriol in influent were higher in the West Bank—close to or over 100 nanograms per liter 

(ng/L)— than in Israel where they were under 100 ng/L. Nonetheless, the concentrations in the 

West Bank were very close to those measured in Israel’s effluent (all under 5 ng/L). BPA in 

the influent of Al Bireh was higher than in Israel by about 500 ng/L, but was reduced to zero 

in both the West Bank and Israel after treatment. Triclosan levels in the influent and effluent in 

Al Bireh were comparable to Israeli levels. 

 

Table 1. Range, average, and median concentrations of EDCs measured in raw and 

treated wastewater in Israeli WWTPs (ng/L)  

(Adapted from Godinger [83]) 
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 Raw WW Treated WW Limits of 

Detection 

Compound Range Average Median Range Average Median Summer ’13 / 

Winter ’14 / 

Summer ’14 

Estriol 0-124 51 46 0-9.4 1.7 0 .03/.05/.05 

Estrone 0-181 65 72 0-13 2.1 0.3 .01/.05/.05 

BPA* 0-6793 801 238 0 0 0 5/1/1 

OP** 0-4960 691 0 0-50 3.3 0 5/1/1 

TCS*** 162-

6800 

1272 981 0-400 80 0 5/5/5 

*BPA= Bisphenol A 

**OP= 4-tert-octylphenol 

***TCS= Triclosan 

 

Both Al Bireh and Nablus treat wastewater to secondary levels, whereas five out of the six 

Israeli WWTPs included in this study treat wastewater to tertiary levels (and the sixth to 

secondary levels). Nonetheless the secondary technology utilized in the PA appears to be 

removing EDCs adequately, at rates comparable to those in Israel, despite the significantly 

higher Israeli investment and capacity.  

Of the 60 locations sampled across Israel and the PA, 19 in the PA contained raw 

wastewater lacking any treatment. The remaining 41 locations consisted of fresh water or 

wastewater that received some treatment—even if only at a basic level—and were then 

released. These samples, representing “treated” wastewater effluent as it moved through the 

environment, were the subject of further examination. (See Appendix A for average 

concentration of the EDC in these samples). Estradiol equivalencies (EEQ) were calculated for 

the five EDCs detected in both Israel and the West Bank. EEQs express estrogenic potency 

relative to estradiol [85–87] which effectively normalized units so that concentrations can be 

directly compared.  

 

 
Adapted from Odeh [84]. 

Figure 1. EDC Concentrations in raw and treated wastewater in PA WWTPs (ng/L). 
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Estradiol equivalencies (EEQs) are calculated by multiplying each compound 

concentration by its estradiol equivalency factor (EEF) and is set to one for estradiol [86, 88]. 

An EEF is defined as half the maximal effective concentration of estradiol divided by half the 

maximal effective concentration (EC) of another EDC (EC50Estradiol/EC50EDC). An EEF is 

multiplied by a compound’s concentration to calculate the compounds estradiol equivalent 

(EEQ). In this analysis, the EEFs for estrone, estriol, and BPA were borrowed from a paper by 

Vega-Morales et al. [86] which averaged values from a mix of in vitro bioassays to find average 

EEFs. Triclosan and 4-tert-octylphenol were not included in this paper so the EEF for triclosan 

was taken from Blavier [89], and for 4-tert-octylphenol an average of EEFs from across the 

literature [41, 90, 91] was used to approximate the scope of the EEFs used for the other 

compounds. The EEFs used for each EDC in this analysis are as follows: .11 for estrone and 

estriol, 5E-08 for triclosan, .00021 for 4-tert-octylphenol, and .00039 for BPA. 

It is important to note that EEQs are a toxicological as opposed to a biological concept. 

The value in finding total EEQ and percent contribution to total EEQ is based on the assumption 

that the estrogenic potency of these EDCs is always additive which may not be the case. For 

now, estrogenic bioassays converted into EEQs provide a way to calculate the influence of 

these compounds, however the data on potency and endpoints of various EDCs is still growing 

which affects our understanding of EDCs individually and in mixtures [92]. While estrogenic 

compounds are relatively well studied compared to other EDC groups [93], the assumptions 

underlying their assessment may change with the advancement of our knowledge in the future. 

EEQs were calculated for each compound concentration at the different locations across 

Israel and the West Bank where treated wastewater effluent was sampled (see Appendix B for 

average concentration of the EDC expressed as EEQs). The EEQs were averaged across all 

locations to yield one average EEQ for each compound, and the contribution that each 

compound made to estrogenicity was expressed as percent of total EEQ. This was done for all 

treated wastewater samples in the region (Table 2), for the samples from Israel only (Table 3), 

and for the samples from the West Bank only (Table 4).  

 

Table 2. Estrogenic Equivalencies and Contribution to Total Estrogenicity for Treated 

Wastewater Samples from Israeli and the  

West Bank Combined 

 

 Estrone Estriol Triclosan 4-tert- 

Octylphenol 

BPA Total 

Average (ng/L)  3.00 2.45 93 3 11  

Standard Deviations 3.90 4.99 149 2 47  

N (number of 

samples) 

41 41 41 27 41  

EEQ (average) 0.3 0.3 4.65E-06 1.28E-03 4.47E-03 0.605 

Contribution to Total 

EEQ 

54.56% 44.49% <.01% 0.21% 0.74%  

 

The EEQ data facilitate a comparison between the estrogenic contributions of each EDC 

to help understand their relative impact on health. It is clear from this analysis that estrone and 

estriol make the largest contribution to estrogenicity across the board. Estrone makes the largest 

contribution when all locations are considered together (approximately 55%) as well as when 
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Israeli locations are considered in isolation (approximately 61%), and estriol makes the largest 

contribution in West Bank locations (approximately 69%). This is consistent with findings that 

endogenous hormones tend to be the main contributors to the estrogenicity of sewage [94–96] 

as they are much more potent than synthetic EDCs [97]. Estrone and estriol are equally 

estrogenic relative to estradiol (i.e., both have EFFs of .11), however results here show that 

treated wastewater in the West Bank contains about twice the concentration of estriol compared 

to estrone whereas estrone predominates in Israel. 

 

Table 3. Estrogenic Equivalencies and Contribution to Total Estrogenicity for Treated 

Wastewater Samples from Israel  

 

 Estrone Estriol Triclosan 4-tert- 

Octylphenol 

BPA Total 

Average (ng/L)  3.41 2.15 110 3 14  

Standard 

Deviations 

4.21 2.76 162 2 54  

N (number of 

samples) 

32 32 32 18 32  

EEQ (average) 0.4 0.2 5.51E-06 5.33E-04 5.28E-03 0.617 

Contribution to 

Total EEQ 

60.76% 38.30% <.01% 0.09% 0.86%  

 

Table 4. Estrogenic Equivalencies and Contribution to Total Estrogenicity for Treated 

Wastewater Samples from the West Bank  

 

 Estrone Estriol Triclosan 4-tert- 

Octylphenol 

BPA Total 

Average (ng/L)  1.55 3.50 32 4 4  

Standard 

Deviations 

2.12 9.66 58 1 1  

N (number of 

samples) 

9 9 9 9 9  

EEQ (average) 0.2 0.4 1.59E-06 8.63E-04 1.60E-03 0.558 

Contribution to 

Total EEQ 

30.48% 69.08% <.01% 0.15% 0.29%  

 

The EEQ data also provide a way to assess the additive estrogenic potency of all five EDCs 

cumulatively. According to this analysis, after averaging across locations and campaigns and 

then summing across compounds, the total EEQ was similar for Israel (approximately .62 ng/L 

EEQs) as for the West Bank (approximately .56 ng/L EEQs). It should be noted that this data 

may be skewed as there were nearly 4 times more data points for Israel (32 sampling locations) 

than for the West Bank (9 sampling locations). This may have rendered a more representative 

picture of Israel than of the West Bank. Future research can improve the resolution of such an 

evaluation.  

Based on the chemical results described above, two additional types of analyses were 

performed: human health risk and cost-effectiveness. 
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Exposure Assessment and Relative Risk 
 

For this study on Israel and the West Bank, an assessment of exposure and subsequent 

health effects was conducted using the chemical analysis results and a specially designed 

model. EDCs present many challenges to conventional risk assessment methods rendering it 

imprudent or impossible to calculate absolute risk from EDCs. This is in part due to gaps in 

knowledge regarding EDC functioning, and in part because EDCs often function differently 

than traditional contaminants [98]. However, risk assessment tools can still be used with caution 

to evaluate EDCs [99] alongside appropriate risk communication and full transparency 

regarding steps taken and uncertainty involved. Risk can be estimated relative to other sources 

or over time, different exposure scenarios weighed, or health outcomes approximated where 

dose-response curves are available.  

The model in this study was designed to calculate exposure to EDCs for a hypothetical 

scenario, and to predict a potential health impact associated with the given exposure. The 

exposure and risk associated with BPA— a widely manufactured industrial EDC— were 

calculated as a “proof of concept” to demonstrate that such a model is effective methodology 

for calculating exposure, and connecting information to determine a health outcome. The model 

was designed to be very conservative in order to capture a “worst-case” exposure scenario. It 

was presumed that if exposure is relatively safe in this scenario, then the general public in a 

real life scenarios is all the more likely to be safe. As oral ingestion is humans’ primary route 

of exposure to BPA, intake of BPA from recycled wastewater was estimated from a 

combination of two exposure pathways: drinking groundwater infiltrated by treated 

wastewater, and eating crops irrigated with treated wastewater. This exposure scenario is 

hypothetical as none of the well water tested thus far was contaminated. However, the scenario 

is plausible, especially as water scarcity in the region increases and water demand is not met 

[58], driving the need to dig water wells even where it is illegal and unregulated. This makes 

the Palestinian population particularly vulnerable to EDC exposure through this source. 

The model demonstrated that, even in a conservative scenario, the exposure to BPA from 

recycled wastewater through these two sources combined was still slightly less than that 

calculated by the European Food Safety Authority to come from food in a typical Western diet 

[100]. This implies that the exposure of the general public to BPA through recycled wastewater 

is most likely lower than that through diet. To provide context for the calculations of BPA 

exposure from recycled wastewater, Israeli biomonitoring data of measured concentrations of 

BPA in the population’s urine was used to back-calculate aggregate BPA exposure (from all 

sources combined). The total BPA exposure was found to be beneath the threshold set forth in 

the safety standards of the United States and European Union of 4 micrograms per kilogram of 

body weight per day [100].  

Finally, the model was able to connect the exposure estimate with a human health outcome. 

Using a concentration-response curve established for human males [101], the model calculated 

the impact had by BPA exposure through treated wastewater on four key semen parameters: 

concentration, volume, progressive motility, and normal morphology. The apical effect on male 

fertility was predicted by the model using a modified version of the van der Steeg equation 

[102] to translate the impact on sperm parameters into effect on chances of fertility within one 

year. It was found that the health impact on sperm would be appreciable most of all for 1) the 
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most extreme intake situations (i.e., the highest percentiles of exposure), and 2) individuals 

already demonstrating compromised sperm health (i.e., those individuals in the lowest 

percentiles of sperm function). (Publication of full model design and findings is forthcoming. 

Contact authors for more details).  

There are limitations inherent in this modeling and assessment, and a case study on BPA 

cannot guarantee that findings apply to other EDCs. Future epidemiological and biomonitoring 

studies in the region are necessary to confirm this, and will need to be complimented by 

improvements in our understanding of EDC characteristics including mechanisms of action, 

mixture effects, low dose effects, and other basic elements of function and process. Moreover, 

additional case studies are needed to determine whether the same is true for compounds 

including potent endogenous hormones. However, available data on BPA indicate that 

complete removal from wastewater effluent constitutes an inefficient method of exposure 

prevention when compared to reducing other sources of exposure.  

This is especially true in light of the high expense required to treat wastewater to advanced 

levels. Israel is already investing in treating its wastewater to high levels, but the PA has limited 

resources that must allocated to high priority needs at the expense of lower priorities. Thus, it 

is particularly important for the PA to understand the cost of tertiary wastewater treatment 

relative to the gains, and in consideration of other alternative uses for these funds. This is 

discussed in the next section below. 

 

 

Cost-Effectiveness Analysis 
 

The second analysis conducted based the chemical results was a cost-effectiveness analysis 

(CEA) for the West Bank. This CEA was intended to determine whether it would be better to 

maintain primary and secondary wastewater treatment facilities in the West Bank which 

remove most of the EDCs from wastewater, or to pay for tertiary treatment levels which remove 

slightly more EDCs from wastewater. A CEA compares mutually exclusive scenarios to assess 

their effectiveness per dollar spent. The ratio of a scenario’s total cost to its quantified 

effectiveness is compared; the cost is divided by effectiveness to procure a cost-per-unit 

effectiveness measure for each option. The smallest ratio indicates the greatest effectiveness at 

the lowest cost [103]. A CEA cannot dictate if an investment is or is not worthwhile because it 

does not consider any non-market or environmental variables. However a CEA can compare 

between the effectiveness of investment choices based on a comparison of cost and incremental 

gain [104]. 

For this West Bank CEA, one primary municipal WWTP (Tul Karem) and two secondary 

(Al Bireh and West Nablus) were used as a case study. As no tertiary level WWTPs exist in the 

West Bank, two from Israel (Hod Hasharon and Raanana) were used as a surrogate since most 

of the relevant characteristics (local materials, electricity and wages) are comparable across the 

border [103]. For the CEA effectiveness measure, estrone and estriol removal rates were 

calculated by comparing concentrations in samples of wastewater influent and effluent at the 

WWTPs of different treatment levels (see Figure 2 below). These two compounds were chosen 

for the case study as they contribute the most to the water’s estrogenicity, and because there 

was adequate data available for both. Approximately a ten-fold increase in removal rates was 

observed between primary and secondary treatment levels, but only a slight increase of 2% 

between secondary and tertiary treatment levels. Yet attaining such a modest incremental 
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improvement between secondary and tertiary treatment doubled the total cost of WWTP 

building and operations.  

 

 
Adapted from Gordon-Kirsch [103]. 

Figure 2. Removal Rates at Each WWTP. 

To calculate the cost values used in this CEA, the start-up costs of building and of operating 

a plant over time were used (See Table 5 below). When a large secondary WWTP in the West 

Bank (West Nablus) is compared to a somewhat smaller tertiary WWTP in Israel (Hod-

Hasharon), associated costs for the secondary WWTP is lower across the board: 25% less for 

building costs, 26% less for yearly operations, and 30% less for the combined total (See Table 

6 below). 

It is important to consider size and capacity of WWTPs prior to drawing conclusions from 

cost comparisons of wastewater treatment levels. When cost was calculated per cubic meter of 

treated water and amortized (where initial costs are spread out over the life of the WWTP), 

secondary WWTPs are still less expensive at 2.3 NIS per cubic meter of wastewater (amortized) 

than tertiary WWTPs at 2.43 NIS per cubic meter of wastewater (amortized) when they are 

performing at full capacity, albeit by a smaller margin of 5% [103]. Using these effectiveness 

and cost measures, the Cost-Effectiveness (CE) ratio was calculated for secondary and tertiary 

WWTPs with costs including start-up and operation. Secondary treatment had a significantly 

lower CE ratio (See Table 7 below) confirming that this constitutes the optimal wastewater 

management strategy in the West Bank with regards to estriol and estrone removal [103].  

 

 

 

 

 

Table 5. CEA Case Study WWTP Inflows, Startup Costs, and Operational Costs 

(Adapted from Gordon-Kirsch [103]) 
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WWTP Treatment 
Daily average 

inflow (m3/d) 

Building Costs 

(NIS) 

Yearly Operations 

+ Maintenance 

(NIS/yr) 

Tul Karem Primary 
~5,000  

(cap 13,000) 
2.302 million 120,000 

Al Bireh Secondary 
~6,000 

(cap 5,000) 
34.72 million 1.88 million 

West Nablus Secondary 
~9,000  

(cap 15,000) 
104.64 million 

2.424 million 

(below inflow cap) 

Hod Hasharon- 

Kfar Saba 
Tertiary 25,895 138 million 14 million 

Raanana Tertiary 12,301 ND* ND* 

* ND = no data. Raanana WWTP provided no operational costs, so the individual cost of treatment per 

unit was used. 

 

Table 6. Comparing Building, Operating, and Total Costs of CEA Secondary and 

Tertiary WWTPs in New Israeli Shekels (NIS) and US dollars (USD) 

 

 Unit  
Building 

Cost 

Yearly Operational 

Cost 

Total 

Cost 

Secondary WWTP 
Million NIS 104.64 2.42 107.06 

Million USD 27.35 .63 27.98 

Tertiary WWTP 
Million NIS 138.00 14.00 152.00 

Million USD 36.09 3.66 39.75 

Savings of Secondary vs. 

Tertiary WWTP 
 25% 26% 30% 

 

Table 7. Cost Effectiveness Ratio Values for Estrone and Estriol 

(Adapted from Gordon-Kirsch [103]) 

 Estrone Estriol 

Al Bireh Secondary Treatment 1.93 1.90 

West Nablus Secondary Treatment 2.03 1.96 

Hod Hasharon Tertiary Treatment 2.46 2.58 

Raanana Tertiary Treatment ND* ND* 

*ND= No data 

 

The CEA presented here indicates that investing in upgrading WWTPs to tertiary levels in 

the West Bank would not be an optimal strategy in terms of cost per unit removal of estriol and 

estrone. The vast majority of chemicals and any associated human health risks that they might 

pose by disrupting the endocrine system are eliminated when secondary level WWTPs are 

running smoothly, producing water safe enough to reuse for producing many agricultural 

products that are not eaten raw (e.g., cotton and fodder) [105,106]. In fact, some farmers in 

Israel argue that wastewater treated to secondary levels is better than water treated to tertiary 

levels as it contains more nutrients and saves money on fertilizer [107,108]. In light of the 

Palestinian government’s limited resources in the face of many competing priorities, money 

saved by building WWTPs to secondary instead of more expensive tertiary levels could be 
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utilized to expand water and sanitation services and sewage infrastructure in general producing 

far greater benefits to human and environmental well-being. 

In cases where international donors are willing to fund the building costs of water 

infrastructure projects in the PA [109], there are several reasons why it would be wise for the 

Palestinian government to advocate for secondary WWTPs in lieu of tertiary level technologies 

at this time. First, the former cost less to build which will allow donors to stretch their budget 

to additional sanitation initiatives. For instance, surplus funding could go towards reducing the 

vast number of Palestinians who do not receive basic sewage collection and treatment services 

at all. Supplemental irrigation projects could also be funded with this money to help make use 

of treated wastewater (which is currently an under-tapped resource in the Palestinian 

territories), or to increasing local human capacity through training of engineers and other water 

management professionals.  

Second, if outside funding covered the up-front capital costs of building WWTPs, the 

Palestinian government would be able to operate double the number of secondary WWTPs for 

the same money as they would spend to operate one tertiary WWTP, or it could operate one 

secondary WWTP for twice as long. This could double the number of people that would receive 

treatment of their sewage for the same cost. Building a secondary WWTP would help the PA 

make the most use of potential water resources in the face of growing scarcity due to climate 

change and a growing population [57]. Such a strategy would help decrease present Palestinian 

dependence on purchases from external sources such as Mekorot, the National Israeli water 

utility, or from private delivery trucks [57].  

There is a real life example underway as plans to build a secondary WWTP in the Hebron 

Governance of the West Bank move forward. This WWTP will serve an estimated 104,000 

people [103], and will treat sewage coming from 80% of the municipality. The plan involves 

four phases:  

 

1) Building the WWTP to serve the immediate needs of treating 80% of the existing 

sewage;  

2) constructing an agricultural irrigation system for reuse of the treated effluent;  

3) building a network of sewers to capture the remaining 20% of the municipality which 

is unsewered;, and  

4) capacity building among communities in the area [57].  

 

Financing the first phase of building the WWTP with a capacity to treat 15,000 CM/day of 

wastewater would cost an estimated 61.65 million USD, and phases two through four will cost 

a total of approximately 40 million USD. If the finding of the CEA is correct—building a 

tertiary WWTP can cost double the price of building a secondary WWTP— the anticipated 

savings from building a secondary treatment level WWTP in Hebron could be used to 

implement phases two through four. Alternatively, the extra money could be used to build 

another secondary WWTP that treats an additional 15,000 CM/day, easily covering the 

wastewater treatment needs of a medium sized city, or five smaller towns [110]. 

Operating twice the number of secondary WWTPs could also double the environmental 

gains by reducing the untreated wastewater that is presently released into the environment 

carrying pathogens and contaminants including EDCs. After treatment, this water could instead 

be used to grow crops and ameliorate the pervasive water scarcity in the West Bank. Already, 

a lack of wastewater treatment has contributed to extensive contamination of aquifers shared 
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by Israel and the PA [111–114]. Studies have demonstrated that continuous contamination of 

the Eastern Mountain aquifer providing water to the West Bank would seriously undermine its 

future ability to provide any safe water [57]. 

In Israel, the considerations driving wastewater treatment decision were fundamentally 

different from this CEA conducted for the West Bank for two reasons. First, Israel has already 

overcome most of the basic water quality and water access challenge that are still the top 

problems in the PA. Second, even though irrigation with recycled water has contributed 

emerging contaminants in Israeli soil and groundwater, other well-known contaminants were 

the main concern. While secondary level WWTPs remove organic load as well as pathogens, 

they do not address boron, brines, or heavy metals which can contaminate soil [108]. These are 

released in effluent used for irrigation and can quickly build up to levels that threaten 

groundwater, soil, and crops. Consequently, the upgrade to tertiary treatment was first pursued 

in Israel to reduce levels of nutrients (nitrogen and phosphorous) in wastewater effluent; EDC 

removal was an unintended benefit. Wastewater treated to this level can expand the safe uses 

available for treated wastewater while avoiding nutrient buildup.  

To finance such an investment in Israel, local authorities are usually responsible for 

operations and maintenance costs of WWTPs, while the initial costs of building or upgrading 

a WWTP are generally paid for by the Israeli national government. Israel’s Water Authority 

has a “Master Plan” in place that estimates a cost of 150 million USD for building and 

upgrading WWTPs in Israel between 2015 and 2019 to meet national goals, and a cost of 673 

million USD for treatment of wastewater [34]. Since then, an independent analysis estimated 

that the cost of upgrading Israeli treatment facilities to meet new standards would actually be 

228 million USD with an annual cost of 33.23 million USD for operations and maintenance 

(132.92 million USD over 4 years) [115], which totals 360.92 million USD. 

 

 

RESULTS 
 

Israel: Advanced Wastewater Treatment for EDC Removal vs. Other Water 

Recycling Risks 
 

In Israel, the combined estrogenicity of the five EDCs measured in treated wastewater was 

found to be approximately .617 ng/L EEQs, but it is important to put this number into context. 

Comparing daily EEQ doses from recycled wastewater calculated in this study to oral exposure 

from other sources, two orders of magnitude more estrogen was consumed via food and 

pharmaceuticals than through recycled wastewater [116], and four orders of magnitude more is 

consumed taking oral contraceptives [117]. EDC levels in the region’s treated wastewater as a 

whole were found to be within global averages, and concentrations in Israel’s treated 

wastewater were found to be below global averages [83]. See Figure 3 which compares 

concentrations in Israel to those from a combination of global studies [90, 97, 118–144].  
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Box edges at 25th and 75th percentiles, error bars at 10th and 90th percentiles, red lines at averages, black 

lines at medians, and (●) at extreme values. 

Adapted from Godinger [83]. 

Figure 3. EDCs Concentrations in Israel and Globally. 

Until recently, only concentrations greater than 1 ng/L EEQ from in vitro assays were 

thought to be associated with adverse effects on individuals in vivo. Today, safe EEQs are 

believed to be lower: between 0.1 to 0.4 ng/L for wildlife [145], suggesting that levels of 

estrogenicity in Israel’s treated wastewater effluent may threaten ecological health. Health 

effects of BPA exposure via recycled wastewater were only noteworthy where there was 

usually extreme exposure and/or preexisting semen conditions. This merits further study, both 

to confirm these findings and expand them through case studies on other EDC’s and other 

health endpoints. However, the case study of human health risk from EDCs based on a BPA 

and fertility data indicates that risk to the general population from EDC exposure via recycled 

wastewater is relatively minimal. 

 

 

PA: Benefits of Tertiary WWTP vs. Alternate Spending Plans 
 

In treated Palestinian wastewater, the total estrogenicity based on the average 

concentrations of five EDCs was found to be 0.558 ng/L EEQs which is below levels in Israel, 

and very close to meeting the most stringent safety threshold estimates. Endogenous hormone 

levels in the West Bank’s treated effluent are within the of distribution of global averages (see 

Figure 4 below) [84]. This should be confirmed by continued sampling in the PA locations 

included in this study to determine whether this situation is changing, and to reflect changes in 

water resource management and reuse. For now, this serves as the best data-driven indicator 

available that secondary treatment is sufficient to protect human health, even assuming 

expanded recycling of effluents there in the future. 
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Box edges at 25th and 75th percentiles, error bars at 5th and 95th percentiles, dashed lines at averages, 

black lines at medians, and (●) at outliers. 

Adapted from Odeh [84]. 

Figure 4. Concentrations of Estrone and Estriol in West Bank’s Treated Wastewaters vs. World’s. 

 

DISCUSSION 
 

Recommendations for Israel  
 

The chemical, exposure risk, and cost analyses have helped clarify the best direction for a 

wastewater treatment strategy in Israel and similar developed nations. None of the challenges 

associated with treated wastewater necessitate abandoning the practice of sewage recycling in 

Israel. In fact, the country should complete the upgrading of its existing network of WWTPs to 

tertiary wastewater treatment in order to protect the soil and water from non-EDC threats (e.g., 

salinization, excess nutrients and other organic micro-pollutants). Tertiary and advanced 

treatment should continue to be an important priority and critical part of a strategy to open up 

the possibility of unlimited agricultural uses or even direct ingestion of treated wastewater 

without increasing risk to human health, but is not essential in Israel from the perspective of 

addressing human health risks from EDC exposure at this time. Advancing beyond tertiary 

levels to additional expensive advanced treatments to address EDC exposure at this stage would 

be premature, however EDC exposure can be addressed through other more targeted and 

comprehensive mitigation options.  

Management of EDC exposure goes well beyond wastewater treatment to sources such as 

food, personal care products, and pharmaceuticals that should be addressed as a package. The 

Israeli government should begin to confront overall EDC exposure, but wastewater reuse 

should not be the central focus of new regulation. Advanced nations like Israel that have already 

met citizens’ basic needs and wish to pursue EDC exposure reduction are advised to focus on 

other more significant and straightforward exposure sources such as foods containing soy, food 

containers such as cans and plastic packages, and polycarbonate cooking tools. Source 
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reduction efforts can include take-back programs for unused pharmaceuticals, fines for 

manufacturing domestic personal care products and foods containing prominent estrogenic 

EDCs, and/or subsidies for development of safer replacement compounds and products [146–

148].  

To ensure that EDC concentrations in recycled wastewater do not contribute more to 

human exposure in the future, water should be checked for concentration levels of common 

EDCs, and for estrogenicity overall Water for drinking and bathing should be monitored for 

EDCs, as well as applications such as effluent irrigation for water-fed produce, and 

groundwater which may be vulnerable [149]. The Israeli government would do well to ensure 

its EDC screening and testing procedures remain in line with global best practices over time. 

To reach its maximum potential, Israel’s should establish a comprehensive basin-wide EDC 

monitoring policy with Palestinian input [150,151]. The importance of such cooperation will 

be discussed further in the Conclusions section below. 

 

 

Recommendations for PA 
 

The analyses conducted in this study also clarify several realities that should help inform 

the PA operational decisions regarding the importance of EDCs as a water policy driver in 

developing countries. When the marginal improvement from tertiary wastewater treatment is 

considered in light of the relatively modest budgets available for infrastructure, upgrading to 

tertiary levels would not return an improvement in EDC reduction proportionate to the expense. 

The cost savings from foregoing tertiary treatment when building new WWTPs across Palestine 

could be utilized for other basic infrastructure and sanitation service needs that are still lacking 

including pipes for wastewater removal and fresh water distribution, schemes for irrigation with 

treated wastewater that adhere to international standards [152], and capacity building projects 

that teach locals to operate wastewater systems and utilize the products efficiently and 

sustainably.  

This money could also be put towards addressing myriad non-EDC insults associated with 

wastewater reuse that pose the highest risk to human and environmental health: release of 

pathogens, and soil or plant accumulation of nutrients and metals. Today 20-25% of Palestinian 

households still lack reasonable wastewater collection and sewage treatment [6, 56]. The result 

of such low wastewater treatment capacity results in the situation currently found in the 

Palestinian territories; for lack of a better option, large portions of the sewage produced by the 

population is released untreated into the environment. Historically, the Palestinian people have 

borne the burden of this deficiency in their shared region, including periodic outbreaks of 

hepatitis, typhoid, and dysentery [153]. Even in recent decades, infants still die arguably 

preventative deaths from infectious disease associated with water and hygiene. Hospitalizations 

and unreported illnesses are also very common although less difficult to document [107]. 

Treating all sewage to secondary levels would provide treated water of reasonable quality to 

more people, and would benefit the natural environment on which they rely.  

If the public policy objective were purely based on maximal reduction of all risks of 

endocrine disruption, then contaminant removal via tertiary treatment may make the most sense 

[103]. However considering Palestinian economic challenges, the limited wastewater 

management capacity and infrastructure of the PA at present, and the health risks posed by 

conventional contaminants, resources spent on this incremental improvement in the quality of 
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treated water would be better utilized by the PA to address more pressing needs. Secondary 

treatment is thus a preferable choice, especially if accompanied by guidelines on safe use of 

such effluent for reuse. Over time secondary plants can easily be upgraded to tertiary levels 

once investments in water infrastructure and capacity have met basic needs. However, until the 

vast majority of sewage is collected and treated, Palestinian decision makers would be wise to 

invest in secondary WWTPs and other basic infrastructure and capacity building projects to 

protect public health and best serve the wellbeing of their citizens. 

To this end, future Palestinian policy should proceed according to two iterative stages: 

expeditiously building WWTPs that contain primary and secondary treatment facilities to 

address the most urgent environmental and human health threats from traditional contaminants 

in untreated sewage; and eventually upgrading to tertiary treatment levels, but only after these 

basic needs are addressed. At the same time, policy and guidance encouraging safe and efficient 

effluent use must be provided to allow Palestinians to make the best use of the water they 

already have. As of 2011, more than 40% of the water supply was allocated for agricultural use 

(as opposed to domestic use) in the Palestinian territories [58]. Water managers should seek to 

lower current Palestinian limits on concentrations of contaminants to allow reuse of effluent in 

agriculture or aquifers [154]. Such effluent used safely would free up fresh water for drinking 

and other forms of direct consumption. Effluents must play a key role in sustainable water 

management and development if the Gaza Strip and West Bank are to provide citizens with 

enough clean water [155–157].  

A timeline should be laid out for this development. Inter-Palestinian cooperation between 

its Ministry of Health, Ministry of Planning and International Cooperation, Environmental 

Quality Authority, and Legislative Council will be indispensable in coordinating enforcement 

of the laws and regulations relevant to water. These efforts should be supported by Israel 

through knowledge sharing and financial support as the benefits of this investment will be 

shared across the border. 

 

 

Regional Cooperation 
 

Israeli cooperation with the PA will be necessary to ensure that EDC environmental and 

health protection measures are effective. Under a “temporary” agreement that is almost two 

decades old, Israel and Palestine have had only modest success at joint management of their 

water, but surely not enough and not always in official state capacities [158]. In the past, 

animosities between the two governments have prevented the establishment and cooperative 

enforcement of basin-wide standards [150,151]. Palestinians have been hesitant to sign a 

request for assistance for fear of weakening their negotiation position, and joint projects were 

blocked by similar fears regarding power positions on both sides [159]. In general, Israel has 

chosen to make unilateral water management decisions as the benefits have been high, 

including water independence and decreased vulnerability [160].  

For a sustainable regional water policy to emerge, Israel and the PA should negotiate a way 

to “share the costs of transboundary wastewater treatment,” and avoid unfair distribution of 

negative transboundary externalities with regards to water use [160,161]. Positive steps in this 

direction could include Palestinians receiving the benefits of information sharing, capacity 

building, new wastewater treatment plants in Palestinian territories [162], and transfers of 

desalinated water as an emergency measure in the meantime [149,163]. This cooperation could 
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lead to the necessary basin-wide initiatives [162] and basin-wide approach to management 

[164]. Future initiatives must include curbing the amount of untreated sewage released into the 

environment. This will enable the region to both eliminate contamination from wastewater 

discharges, and expand its freshwater supply to achieve water security. 

 

 

CONCLUSION 
 

While Israel has largely overcome traditional hygiene and sanitation obstacles and can 

focus on emerging water quality challenges, the West Bank potentially faces both. The question 

answered by this study is whether EDCs should drive water policy in Israel and in the PA—

specifically regarding the decision of whether to further upgrade wastewater treatment levels—

based on the current state of knowledge. At this point in time, the answer is that upgrading 

wastewater treatment is not the best way to address the most urgent human health risks from 

raw wastewater in the Palestinian territories, nor from EDCs in Israel. Findings indicate that 

risk from traditional contaminants, not EDCs, should still be the driver for water policy and 

wastewater management in both countries, albeit for different reasons.  

This study on EDCs in the region was intended not only to inform the water policies of 

developed and developing nations in general, and provides essential lessons regarding the fate 

of environments shared by groups with different economic capacities. Neighboring countries 

are likely to feel the effects of the water management strategies being implemented by their 

neighbors, regardless of their own infrastructure and services. They will share the consequences 

of damage to the region’s natural environment, regardless of a political and socio-economic 

separation. Thus, when an area of economic disparity faces environmental contamination, the 

lesson learned from this case study is to strive for cooperation.  

Such cross border environmental and public health agreements have been successful in 

other areas of economic disparity including the US and Mexico [165], between eastern and 

western Europe [166], in a few cases in Haiti and the Dominican Republic [167], and elsewhere 

[168]. In Israel and the West Bank, the ideal solution would be a unified basin-wide policy with 

agreements to jointly managing wastewater so that populations on both sides are protected. 

Considering the vastly different political and economic reality faced by Israel and the West 

Bank, such an initiative would be greatly facilitated by knowledge transfers and training from 

Israel to the PA. It would also help collaboration if join projects were funded proportionately 

by each government based on financial capacity. This will be especially challenging to achieve 

at a national level with governments in political conflict zones, but in cases where government 

are unwilling to negotiate, non-governmental organizations and academic institutions can step 

in. Research projects such as this are a foundational first step. 

Improving wastewater treatment should be a shared Israeli and Palestinian goal in order 

reduce all types of contamination in their shared water basin, and to protect their common 

environment. It is clear from the case study in Israel and the PA that EDCs can be found in the 

aquatic environment of the entire region, so monitoring EDC levels should become part of both 

governments’ regular water management protocol in case the situation should change in the 

future. Without significant efforts on both sides of the border, Israelis and Palestinians will all 

continue to face both traditional and emerging contaminants in wastewater released to the 

environment. The land and water resources of the region until now have provided food and 
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water to sustain both peoples, but may be unable to do so in the future without interventions. 

Developing and developed nations can both benefit from this lesson, especially in areas where 

both economic realities inhabit a shared environment. 

 

 

REFERENCES 
 

[1] Israel Water Authority, Water Sector in Israel: IWRM Model, (2015). 

[2] A. Tal, Enduring Technological Optimism: Zionism’s Environmental Ethic and its 

Influence on Israel’s Environmental History, Environ. Hist. Durh. N. C. 13 (2008) 275–

305. 

[3] D. Walsh, Wasting the Wastewater, New York Times. (2012). http://green.blogs. 

nytimes.com/2012/01/24/wasting-the-wastewater/. 

[4] National Academies of Science, Current State of Water Reuse, in: Water Reuse Potential 

Expand. Nation’s Water Supply Through Reuse Munic. Wastewater, National Academy 

of Sciences, National Research Council-- Committee on the Assessment of Water Reuse 

as an Approach to Meeting Future Water Supply Needs, Washington, D.C., 2012: pp. 

21–54. 

[5] E. Hareuveni, Foul Play: Neglect of Wastewater Treatment in the West Bank, Talpiot, 

Israel, 2009. https://www.btselem.org/download/200906_ foul_play_eng.pdf. 

[6] E. Yaqob, R. Al-Sa`ed, G. Sorial, M. Suidan, Simulation of trans boundary wastewater 

resource management scenarios in the Wadi Zomer watershed, using a WEAP model, 

Int. J. Basic Appl. Sci. 4 (2014) 27. doi:10.14419/ijbas.v4i1.3802. 

[7] USEPA-- United States Environmental Protection Agency, Report on environmental 

endocrine disruption: An effects assessment and analysis, Washington, D.C., 1997. 

[8] Y. Filali-Meknassi, R.D. Tyagi, R.Y. Surampalli, C. Barata, M.C. Riva, No Title, Pr. 

Period Hazard Tox Radioact Waste Manag. 8 (2004) 1–18. 

[9] Y.-W. Huang, J.R. Phillips, L.D. Hunter, Human exposure to medicinal, dietary, and 

environmental estrogens, Toxicol. Environ. Chem. 89 (2007) 141–160. 

doi:10.1080/02772240600952141. 

[10] D.W. Kolpin, E.T. Furlong, M.T. Meyer, E.M. Thurman, S.D. Zaugg, L.B. Barber, et al., 

Pharmaceuticals, hormones, and other organic wastewater contaminants in U.S. streams, 

1999-2000: A national reconnaissance, Environ. Sci. Technol. 36 (2002) 1202–11. 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11944670. 

[11] K. V Thomas, M.R. Hurst, P. Matthiessen, M.J. Waldock, Characterization of estrogenic 

compounds in water samples collected from United Kingdom estuaries., Environ. 

Toxicol. Chem. 20 (2001) 2165–2170. doi:10.1897/1551-

5028(2001)020<2165:coeciw>2.0.co;2. 

[12] D.A. Sheahan, G.C. Brighty, M. Daniel, S.J. Kirby, M.R. Hurst, J. Kennedy, et al., 

Estrogenic activity measured in a sewage treatment works treating industrial inputs 

containing high concentrations of alkylphenolic compounds--a case study., Environ. 

Toxicol. Chem. 21 (2002) 507–514. http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11878463 

(accessed June 21, 2014). 



Vivian Futran Fuhrman, Alon Tal, Alfred Abed-Rabbo et al. 22 

[13] O. Braga, G. a. Smythe, A.I. Schäfer, A.J. Feitz, Fate of steroid estrogens in Australian 

inland and coastal wastewater treatment plants, Environ. Sci. Technol. 39 (2005) 3351–

3358. doi:10.1021/es0501767. 

[14] S. a Snyder, M.J. Benotti, Endocrine disruptors and pharmaceuticals: implications for 

water sustainability, Water Sci. Technol. 61 (2010) 145. doi:10.2166/wst.2010.791. 

[15] UNEP/WHO-- United Nations Environment Programme/World Health Organization, 

State-of-the-science of endocrine disrupting chemicals, 2012, 2013. 

http://www.who.int/ceh/publications/endocrine/en/index. html. 

[16] IPCS-- World Health Organization’s International Programme on Chemical Safety, 

Global assessment of the state-of-the-science of endocrine disruptors, Geneva, 

Switzerland, 2002. http://bases.bireme.br/cgi-bin/wxislind.exe/iah/online/?IsisScript 

=iah/iah.xis&src=google& 

base=REPIDISCA&lang=p&nextAction=lnk&exprSearch=7549&indexSearch=ID 

(accessed June 13, 2014). 

[17] C.D. Metcalfe, T.L. Metcalfe, Y. Kiparissis, B.G. Koenig, C. Khan, R.J. Hughes, et al., 

Estrogenic potency of chemicals detected in sewage treatment plant effluents as 

determined by in vivo assays with Japanese medaka ( Oryzias latipes ), Environ. Toxicol. 

Chem. 20 (2001) 297–308. doi:10.1002/etc.5620200210. 

[18] J.P. Sumpter, A.C. Johnson, 10th Anniversary Perspective: Reflections on endocrine 

disruption in the aquatic environment: from known knowns to unknown unknowns (and 

many things in between)., J. Environ. Monit. JEM. 10 (2008) 1476–1485. 

doi:10.1039/b815741n. 

[19] S. Jobling, Wild Intersex Roach (Rutilus rutilus) Have Reduced Fertility, Biol. Reprod. 

67 (2002) 515–524. doi:10.1095/biolreprod67.2.515. 

[20] F.S. vom Saal, B.T. Akingbemi, S.M. Belcher, L.S. Birnbaum, D.A. Crain, M. Eriksen, 

et al., Chapel Hill bisphenol A expert panel consensus statement: Integration of 

mechanisms, effects in animals and potential to impact human health at current levels of 

exposure, Reprod. Toxicol. 24 (2007) 131–138. doi:10.1016/j.reprotox.2007.07.005. 

[21] S.H. Swan, Environmental phthalate exposure in relation to reproductive outcomes and 

other health endpoints in humans, Environ. Res. 108 (2008) 177–184. 

doi:10.1016/j.envres.2008.08.007. 

[22] W. V Welshons, S.C. Nagel, F.S. vom Saal, Large effects from small exposures. III. 

Endocrine mechanisms mediating effects of bisphenol A at levels of human exposure., 

Endocrinology. 147 (2006) S56–69. doi:10.1210/en.2005-1159. 

[23] A.A. Kortenkamp, O. Martin, M. Faust, R. Evans, R. Mckinlay, F. Orton, et al., State of 

the art assessment of endocrine disrupters, 2011. http://scholar.google.com/ 

scholar?hl=en&btnG=Search&q=intitle:STATE+OF+THE+ART+ASSESSMENT+OF

+ENDOCRINE+DISRUPTERS+Final+Report#5. 

[24] R.T. Zoeller, T.R. Brown, L.L. Doan, A.C. Gore, N.E. Skakkebaek, A.M. Soto, et al., 

Endocrine-Disrupting Chemicals and Public Health Protection: A Statement of Principles 

from The Endocrine Society, Endocrinology. 153 (2012) 4097–4110. 

doi:10.1210/en.2012-1422. 

[25] E. Diamanti-Kandarakis, J.-P. Bourguignon, L.C. Giudice, R. Hauser, G.S. Prins, A.M. 

Soto, et al., Endocrine-Disrupting Chemicals: An Endocrine Society Scientific 

Statement, Endocr. Rev. 30 (2009) 293–342. doi:10.1210/er.2009-0002. 



Trumped by Traditional Hazards 23 

[26] C.M. Markey, M. a. Coombs, C. Sonnenschein, A.M. Soto, Mammalian development in 

a changing environment: exposure to endocrine disruptors reveals the developmental 

plasticity of steroid-hormone target organs, Evol. Dev. 5 (2003) 67–75. 

doi:10.1046/j.1525-142X.2003. 03011.x. 

[27] C.M. Markey, P.R. Wadia, B.S. Rubin, C. Sonnenschein, A.M. Soto, Long-term effects 

of fetal exposure to low doses of the xenoestrogen bisphenol-A in the female mouse 

genital tract, Biol. Reprod. 72 (2005) 1344–1351. doi:10.1095/biolreprod.104.036301. 

[28] G. Schönfelder, K. Friedrich, M. Paul, I. Chahoud, Developmental Effects of Prenatal 

Exposure to Bisphenol A on the Uterus of Rat Offspring, Neoplasia. 6 (2004) 584–594. 

doi:10.1593/neo.04217. 

[29] L.N. Vandenberg, T. Colborn, T.B. Hayes, J.J. Heindel, D.R. Jacobs, D.-H. Lee, et al., 

Regulatory decisions on endocrine disrupting chemicals should be based on the principles 

of endocrinology, Reprod. Toxicol. 38 (2013) 1–15. doi:10.1016/j.reprotox.2013.02.002. 

[30] O. V Martin, J.N. Lester, N. Voulvoulis, A.R. Boobis, Human health and endocrine 

disruption: A simple multicriteria framework for the qualitative assessment of end point-

specific risks in a context of scientific uncertainty, Toxicol. Sci. 98 (2007) 332–347. 

doi:10.1093/ toxsci/kfm008. 

[31] D. Gee, Establishing evidence for early action: The prevention of reproductive and 

developmental harm, Basic Clin. Pharmacol. Toxicol. 102 (2008) 257–266. 

doi:10.1111/j.1742-7843.2008.00207.x. 

[32] J.M. Muller, Minutes of the expert meeting on endocrine disruptors, (2013) 1–5. 

ec.europa.eu/commission_2010-2014/president/chief-scientific-

adviser/documents/minutes_endocrine_disruptors_meeting_ 241013_final.pdf. 

[33] Z. Rinat, Israeli Wastewater Policy Continues to Pay Off, Ha’aretz. (2015). 

http://www.haaretz.com/life/nature-environment/.premium-1.648332. 

[34] Israel Water Authority, Master Plan for the National Water Sector: Main Points of the 

Policy Paper, (2012). http://www.water.gov.il/Hebrew/ProfessionalInfoAndData/ 

2012/09-Israel-Water-Sector-Master-Plan-2050.pdf. 

[35] Y. Inbar, New Standards for Treated Wastewater Reuse in Israel, in: M. Zaidi (Ed.), 

Wastewater Reuse–Risk Assessment, Decis. Environ. Secur., Springer Netherlands, 

Dordrecht, 2007: pp. 291–296. doi:10.1007/978-1-4020-6027-4_28. 

[36] S. Weber, S. Khan, J. Hollender, Human risk assessment of organic contaminants in 

reclaimed wastewater used for irrigation, Desalination. 187 (2006) 53–64. 

doi:10.1016/j.desal.2005.04.067. 

[37] P. Anderson, N. Denslow, J.E. Drewes, A. Olivieri, D. Schlenk, S. Snyder, Final Report, 

Monitoring Strategies for Chemicals of Emerging Concern (CECs) in Recycled Water–

Recommendations of a Science Advisory Panel Panel Members, Sacramento, CA, 2010. 

http://www.swrcb.ca.gov/water_issues/programs/water_recycling_policy/ 

docs/cec_monitoring_rpt.pdf. 

[38] S.A. Snyder, D.L. Villeneuve, E.M. Snyder, J.P. Giesy, Identification and quantification 

of estrogen receptor agonists in wastewater effluents, Environ. Sci. Technol. 35 (2001) 

3620–3625. doi:10.1021/es001254n. 

[39] C.H. Huang, D.L. Sedlak, Analysis of estrogenic hormones in municipal wastewater 

effluent and surface water using enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay and gas 

chromatography/tandem mass spectrometry., Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 20 (2001) 133–

139. doi:10.1897/ 1551-5028(2001)020<0133:AOEHIM>2.0.CO;2. 



Vivian Futran Fuhrman, Alon Tal, Alfred Abed-Rabbo et al. 24 

[40] A. Joss, H. Andersen, T. Ternes, P.R. Richle, H. Siegrist, Removal of estrogens in 

municipal wastewater treatment under aerobic and anaerobic conditions: Consequences 

for plant optimization, Environ. Sci. Technol. 38 (2004) 3047–3055. 

doi:10.1021/es0351488. 

[41] B.L.L. Tan, D.W. Hawker, J.F. Müller, F.D.L. Leusch, L.A. Tremblay, H.F. Chapman, 

Comprehensive study of endocrine disrupting compounds using grab and passive 

sampling at selected wastewater treatment plants in South East Queensland, Australia, 

Environ. Int. 33 (2007) 654–669. http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/B6V7X-

4N55THX-1/2/e6333caee3c630f858329bc36cea3e19. 

[42] G.G. Ying, R.S. Kookana, A. Kumar, M. Mortimer, Occurrence and implications of 

estrogens and xenoestrogens in sewage effluents and receiving waters from South East 

Queensland, Sci. Total Environ. 407 (2009) 5147–5155. doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv. 

2009.06.002. 

[43] N. Ratola, A. Cincinelli, A. Alves, A. Katsoyiannis, Occurrence of organic 

microcontaminants in the wastewater treatment process. A mini review, J. Hazard. 

Mater. 239-240 (2012) 1–18. doi:10.1016/j.jhazmat. 2012.05.040. 

[44] Y. Lee, B.I. Escher, U. von Gunten, Efficient Removal of Estrogenic Activity during 

Oxidative Treatment of Waters Containing Steroid Estrogens, Environ. Sci. Technol. 42 

(2008) 6333–6339. doi:10.1021/ es7023302. 

[45] D. Katz, A. Tal, Rehabilitating Israel’s Streams and Rivers, in: Water Policy Isr., 2013: 

pp. 65–81. doi:10.1007/978-94-007-5911-4_5. 

[46] A.C. Johnson, J.P. Sumpter, Removal of Endocrine-Disrupting Chemicals in Activated 

Sludge Treatment Works, Environ. Sci. Technol. 35 (2001) 4697–4703. 

doi:10.1021/es010171j. 

[47] M.L. Janex-Habibi, A. Huyard, M. Esperanza, A. Bruchet, Reduction of endocrine 

disruptor emissions in the environment: The benefit of wastewater treatment, Water Res. 

43 (2009) 1565–1576. doi:10.1016/ j.watres.2008.12.051. 

[48] J.H. Lee, J.L. Zhou, S.D. Kim, Effects of biodegradation and sorption by humic acid on 

the estrogenicity of 17??-estradiol, Chemosphere. 85 (2011) 1383–1389. 

doi:10.1016/j.chemosphere.2011.08.003. 

[49] Z.H. Liu, J.A. Ogejo, A. Pruden, K.F. Knowlton, Occurrence, fate and removal of 

synthetic oral contraceptives (SOCs) in the natural environment: A review, Sci. Total 

Environ. 409 (2011) 5149–5161. doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2011.08.047. 

[50] E.R. V Dickenson, S. a. Snyder, D.L. Sedlak, J.E. Drewes, Indicator compounds for 

assessment of wastewater effluent contributions to flow and water quality, Water Res. 45 

(2011) 1199–1212. doi:10.1016/j. watres.2010.11.012. 

[51] B. Chefetz, T. Mualem, J. Ben-Ari, Sorption and mobility of pharmaceutical compounds 

in soil irrigated with reclaimed wastewater, Chemosphere. 73 (2008) 1335–1343. 

doi:10.1016/j.chemosphere. 2008.06.070. 

[52] T. Malchi, Y. Maor, G. Tadmor, M. Shenker, B. Chefetz, Irrigation of Root Vegetables 

with Treated Wastewater: Evaluating Uptake of Pharmaceuticals and the Associated 

Human Health Risks, Environ. Sci. Technol. 48 (2014) 9325–9333. 

doi:10.1021/es5017894. 

[53] M. Shenker, D. Harush, J. Ben-Ari, B. Chefetz, Uptake of carbamazepine by cucumber 

plants - A case study related to irrigation with reclaimed wastewater, Chemosphere. 82 

(2011) 905–910. doi:10.1016/j.chemosphere.2010.10.052. 



Trumped by Traditional Hazards 25 

[54] OECD-- Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development, Water Resources 

Allocation: Sharing Risks and Opportunities, 2015. doi:10.1787/9789264229631. 

[55] R. Al-Sa’ed, N. Tomaleh, Performance Evaluation of a Full-Scale Extended Aeration 

System in Al-Bireh City, Palestine, CLEAN - Soil, Air, Water. 40 (2012) 1250–1256. 

doi:10.1002/clen.201000095. 

[56] PWA-- Palestinian Water Authority, Annual water status report 2011, 2012. 

[57] World Bank, Hebron Regional Wastewater Management Project - Phase 1 Project 

Information Document (PID), 2014. http://www-wds.worldbank.org/external/default/ 

WDSContentServer/WDSP/MNA/2014/10/01/090224b08279b472/1_0/Rendered/PDF/

Project0Inform0000Phase01000P117449.pdf. 

[58] PWA-- Palestinian Water Authority, Water Supply Report 2010, Al-Baloua, West Bank; 

Al-Rimal, Gaza, 2012. http://www.pwa.ps/ Portals/_PWA/Supply water report to 

print%282%29.pdf (05/06/13). 

[59] A. Yasin, Personal interview conducted by Gordon-Kirsch for 2015 masters thesis, 

(2014). 

[60] Z. Tagar, V. Qumsieh, A Seeping Time Bomb: Pollution of the Mountain Aquifer by 

Solid Waste, Tel Aviv and Bethlehem, 2006. http://foeme.org/uploads/publications_ 

publ59_1.pdf. 

[61] S.B. Megdal, R.G. Varady, S. Eden, eds., Shared Borders, Shared Waters: Israeli-

Palestinian and Colorado River Basin Water Challenges, CRC Press, London, England, 

2013. 

[62] Metcalf & Eddy Inc., Water Engineering: Treatment and Reuse, McGraw-Hill, Boston, 

MA, 2003. 

[63] C. Chodick, M. Huerta, R. Balicer, N. Davidovitch, I. Grotto, Secular trends in age at 

menarche, smoking, and oral contraceptive use among Israeli girls, Prev Chronic Dis. 2 

(2005) A12. http://www.cdc.gov/pcd/. 

[64] S. Flashe-Luzzatti, C. Weil, V. Shalev, T. Oron, G. Chodick, Long-Term Secular Trends 

in the Age at Menarche in Israel: A Systematic Literature Review and Pooled Analysis, 

Horm. Res. Paediatr. (2014). doi:10.1159/000357444. 

[65] T. Sella, G. Chodick, E. Lunenfeld, V. Shalev, Further evidence on the high prevalence 

of male factor infertility diagnosis in Israel., Isr. Med. Assoc. J. 13 (2011) 386. 

[66] J. Farhi, A. Ben-Haroush, Distribution of causes of infertility in patients attending 

primary fertility clinics in Israel, Isr. Med. Assoc. J. 13 (2011) 51–54. 

[67] J. Dor, R. Homburg, E. Rabau, An evaluation of etiologic factors and therapy in 665 

infertile couples., Fertil. Steril. 28 (1977) 718–722. doi:10.1097/00006254-197801000-

00020. 

[68] M. Bar-Chana, Cancer Incidence Tables, (2010). http://www.health. gov.il/download/ 

sartan/trends/Testis.pdf. 

[69] M. Almagor, I. Ivnitzki, H. Yaffe, M. Baras, Changes in Semen Quality in Jerusalem 

Between 1990 AND 2000: A Cross-Sectional and Longitudinal Study, Arch. Androl. 49 

(2003) 139–144. doi:10.1080/ 713828098. 

[70] A. Benshushan, O. Shoshani, O. Paltiel, J.G. Schenker, A. Lewin, Is there really a 

decrease in sperm parameters among healthy young men? A survey of sperm donations 

during 15 years, J. Assist. Reprod. Genet. 14 (1997) 347–353. doi:10.1007/ BF02765840. 

http://www-wds.worldbank.org/external/default/
http://foeme.org/uploads/publications_


Vivian Futran Fuhrman, Alon Tal, Alfred Abed-Rabbo et al. 26 

[71] R. Haimov-Kochman, R. Har-Nir, E. Ein-Mor, V. Ben-Shoshan, C. Greenfield, I. Eldar, 

et al., Is the quality of donated semen deteriorating? Findings from a 15 year longitudinal 

analysis of weekly sperm samples, Isr. Med. Assoc. J. 14 (2012) 372–377. 

[72] A. Tal, Management of transboundary wastewater discharges Wastewater management 

in urban communities along the Israeli-Palestinian “border,” in: S.B. Megdal, R.G. 

Varady, S. Eden (Eds.), Shar. Borders, Shar. Waters, CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 2012: 

pp. 221–232. 

[73] T. Berman, H. Levine, R. Gamzu, I. Grotto, Trends in reproductive health in Israel: 

implications for environmental health policy., Isr. J. Health Policy Res. 1 (2012) 1–34. 

doi:10.1186/2045-4015-1-34. 

[74] L. Muszkat, First Results of Research that Examined Ground Water Point to Pollution by 

Hazardous Organic Materials, Biosphere. 7 (1988) 15. 

[75] L. Muszkat, Large Scale Contamination of Deep Groundwaters by Organic Pollutants, 

Adv. Mass Spectrom. 11B (1990) 1628. 

[76] L. Muszkat, Penetration of pesticides and industrial organics into the depth of soil and 

groundwater, Biochem Physiol. 22 (1993) 487–99. 

[77] D. Avisar, Y. Lester, D. Ronen, Sulfamethoxazole Contamination of a Deep Phreatic 

Aquifer, Sci. Total Environ. 407 (2009) 4278–4282. 

[78] A. Lamm, A. Mayer, I. Gozlan, D. Avisar, Detection of Amoxicillin- Diketopiperazine- 

2″, 5″ in Wastewater Samples, J. Of. Environ. Sci. And. Heal. Part A, 44 (2009) 1512–

1514. 

[79] G. Gasser, M. Rona, A. Voloshenko, R. Shelkov, N. Tal, I. Pankratov, et al., Quantitative 

Evaluation of Tracers for Quantification of Wastewater Contamination of Potable Water 

Sources, Environ. Sci. Technol. 44 (2010) 3919–3925. doi:10.1021/es100604c. 

[80] K. Barel-Cohen, L.S. Shore, M. Shemesh, A. Wenzel, J. Mueller, N. Kronfeld-Schor, 

Monitoring of natural and synthetic hormones in a polluted river., J. Environ. Manage. 

78 (2006) 16–23. doi:10.1016/ j.jenvman.2005.04.006. 

[81] O. Lev, Micro pollutants in effluents receiving various levels of treatment --  מיקרומזהמים

ת טיהור שונותבקולחים בדרגו , Jerusalem, 2012. 

[82] D. Shargil, Z. Gerstl, P. Fine, I. Nitsan, D. Kurtzman, Impact of biosolids and wastewater 

effluent application to agricultural land on steroidal hormone content in lettuce plants, 

Sci. Total Environ. 505 (2015) 357–366. doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv. 2014.09.100. 

[83] T. Godinger, The Occurrence and Fate of Endocrine Disrupting Compounds in 

Wastewater Treatment Plants in Israel, Ben-Gurion University of the Negev, 2015. 

[84] W. Odeh, Occurrence and Fate of Endocrine Disruptors in Wastewater and the Receiving 

Aquatic Environments in the West Bank of Palestine, Ben-Gurion University of the 

Negev, n.d. 

[85] T. Manickum, W. John, Occurrence, fate and environmental risk assessment of endocrine 

disrupting compounds at the wastewater treatment works in Pietermaritzburg (South 

Africa), Sci. Total Environ. 468-469 (2014) 584–597. doi:10.1016/ 

j.scitotenv.2013.08.041. 

[86] T. Vega-Morales, Z. Sosa-Ferrera, J.J. Santana-Rodríguez, Evaluation of the Presence of 

Endocrine-Disrupting Compounds in Dissolved and Solid Wastewater Treatment Plant 

Samples of Gran Canaria Island (Spain), Biomed Res. Int. 2013 (2013) 1–15. 

doi:10.1155/2013/790570. 



Trumped by Traditional Hazards 27 

[87] B. Roig, W. Mnif, A.I. Hadj Hassine, I. Zidi, S. Bayle, A. Bartegi, et al., Endocrine 

Disrupting Chemicals and Human Health Risk Assessment: A Critical Review, Crit. Rev. 

Environ. Sci. Technol. 43 (2013) 2297–2351. doi:10.1080/10643389.2012.672076. 

[88] R. Brix, C. Postigo, S. González, M. Villagrasa, A. Navarro, M. Kuster, et al., Analysis 

and occurrence of alkylphenolic compounds and estrogens in a European river basin and 

an evaluation of their importance as priority pollutants, Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 396 (2010) 

1301–1309. doi:10.1007/s00216-009-3358-8. 

[89] J. Blavier, G. Songulashvili, F. Debaste, Identification, test and comparison of analysis 

methods of urban wastewaters estrogenic activity, Univ. Libr. Bruxelles. (2013) 1–50. 

[90] J.E. Drewes, J. Hemming, S.J. Ladenburger, J. Schauer, W. Sonzogni, An Assessment of 

Endocrine Disrupting Activity Changes during Wastewater Treatment through the Use 

of Bioassays and Chemical Measurements, Water Environ. Res. 77 (2005) 12–23. 

doi:10.2175/ 106143005X41573. 

[91] S. Jobling, J.P. Sumpter, Detergent components in sewage effluent are weakly 

oestrogenic to fish: An in vitro study using rainbow trout (Oncorhynchus mykiss) 

hepatocytes, Aquat. Toxicol. 27 (1993) 361–372. doi:10.1016/0166-445X(93)90064-8. 

[92] R. Zoeller, Å. Bergman, G. Becher, P. Bjerregaard, R. Bornman, I. Brandt, et al., A path 

forward in the debate over health impacts of endocrine disrupting chemicals, Environ. 

Heal. 13 (2014) 118. doi:10.1186/1476-069X-13-118. 

[93] W. V. Welshons, K. a. Thayer, B.M. Judy, J. a. Taylor, E.M. Curran, F.S. vom Saal, 

Large Effects from Small Exposures. I. Mechanisms for Endocrine-Disrupting Chemicals 

with Estrogenic Activity, Environ. Health Perspect. 111 (2003) 994–1006. 

doi:10.1289/ehp.5494. 

[94] C. Desbrow, E.J. Routledge, G.C. Brighty, J.P. Sumpter, M. Waldock, Identification of 

Estrogenic Chemicals in STW Effluent. 1. Chemical Fractionation and in Vitro 

Biological Screening, Environ. Sci. Technol. 32 (1998) 1549–1558. 

doi:10.1021/es9707973. 

[95] T.P. Rodgers-Gray, S. Jobling, S. Morris, C. Kelly, S. Kirby, A. Janbakhsh, et al., Long-

Term Temporal Changes in the Estrogenic Composition of Treated Sewage Effluent and 

Its Biological Effects on Fish, Environ. Sci. Technol. 34 (2000) 1521–1528. doi:10.1021/ 

es991059c. 

[96] H.-R. Aerni, B. Kobler, B. V. Rutishauser, F.E. Wettstein, R. Fischer, W. Giger, et al., 

Combined biological and chemical assessment of estrogenic activities in wastewater 

treatment plant effluents, Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 378 (2004) 688–696. 

doi:10.1007/s00216-003-2276-4. 

[97] M. Auriol, Y. Filali-Meknassi, R.D. Tyagi, C.D. Adams, R.Y. Surampalli, Endocrine 

disrupting compounds removal from wastewater, a new challenge, Process Biochem. 41 

(2006) 525–539. doi:10.1016/ j.procbio.2005.09.017. 

[98] V. Futran Fuhrman, A. Tal, S. Arnon, Why endocrine disrupting chemicals (EDCs) 

challenge traditional risk assessment and how to respond, J. Hazard. Mater. 286 (2015) 

589–611. doi:10.1016/j.jhazmat. 2014.12.012. 

[99] EFSA Scientific Committee, Scientific Opinion on the hazard assessment of endocrine 

disruptors : Scientific criteria for identification of endocrine disruptors and 

appropriateness of existing test methods for assessing effects mediated by these 

substances on human health and the en, EFSA J. 11 (2013) 3132–3215. 

doi:10.2903/j.efsa.2013.3132. 



Vivian Futran Fuhrman, Alon Tal, Alfred Abed-Rabbo et al. 28 

[100] EFSA CEF Panel, Scientific Opinion on the risks to public health related to the presence 

of bisphenol A (BPA) in foodstuffs: Part I-- Exposure Assessment, EFSA J. 13 (2015) 1–

397. doi:10.2903/j.efsa.2015.3978. 

[101] D.-K. Li, Z. Zhou, M. Miao, Y. He, J. Wang, J. Ferber, et al., Urine bisphenol-A (BPA) 

level in relation to semen quality, Fertil. Steril. 95 (2011) 625–630.e4. 

doi:10.1016/j.fertnstert.2010.09.026. 

[102] J.W. van der Steeg, P. Steures, M.J.C. Eijkemans, J.D. F. Habbema, P.G.A. Hompes, 

J.A.M. Kremer, et al., Role of semen analysis in subfertile couples, Fertil. Steril. 95 

(2011) 1013–1019. doi:10.1016/ j.fertnstert.2010.02.024. 

[103] N. Gordon-Kirsch, Solutions for Palestinian Wastewater: A Cost Effectiveness Analysis 

of Wastewater Treatment Facilities in the Palestinian National Authority, Ben-Gurion 

University of the Negev, 2015. 

[104] S.R. Cellini, J.E. Kee, Cost - Effectiveness and Cost - Benefit Analysis, in: Handb. Pract. 

Progr. Eval., 2010: pp. 493–530. 

[105] H. Shuval, International Seminar on Soil and Water Utilization, in: Waste Water Util. 

Isr., Brookings, South Dakota, 1962: p. 40. 

[106] D. Bixio, C. Thoeye, J. De Koning, D. Joksimovic, D. Savic, T. Wintgens, et al., 

Wastewater reuse in Europe, Desalination. 187 (2006) 89–101. doi:10.1016/ 

j.desal.2005.04.070. 

[107] A. Tal, From Development to Conservation: The Quantity and Quality of Israel’s Water 

Resources, in: Pollut. a Promised L. An Environ. Hist. Isr., University of California Press, 

Berkley, CA, 2002. 

[108] A. Tal, Rethinking the Sustainability of Israel’s Irrigation Practices in the Drylands, in: 

Living-Land, Tudor Rose and United Nations Convention to Combat Desertification, 

London, England, 2015. http://www.unccd.int/en/media-center/MediaNews/Pages/ 

highlight detail.aspx?HighlightID=383. 

[109] World Bank, Global Reach Map: West Bank and Gaza, (2015). 

http://maps.worldbank.org/p2e/mcmap/map.html?org=ibrd&level=country&code=GZ&

title=West Bank and Gaza (accessed August 6, 2015). 

[110] Palestinian Central Bureau of Statistics, Population, Housing and Establishment Census 

2007: Census Final Results in The West Bank-- Summary (Population and Housing), 

Ramallah, Palestine, 2008. http://www.pcbs.gov.ps/Portals/PCBS/Downloads/ 

book1487.pdf. 

[111] EcoPeace Middle East, Protecting Groundwater, 2014. doi:10.1007/BF02929903. 

[112] D. Avisar, J. Kronfeld, A. Siep Talma, Amelioration of groundwater nitrate 

contamination following installation of a central sewage system in two Israeli villages, 

Environ. Geol. 58 (2009) 515–520. doi:10.1007/s00254-008-1525-4. 

[113] B. Borst, N.J. Mahmoud, N.P. van der Steen, P.N.L. Lens, A case study of urban water 

balancing in the partly sewered city of Nablus-East (Palestine) to study wastewater 

pollution loads and groundwater pollution, Urban Water J. 10 (2013) 434–446. 

doi:10.1080/1573062X. 2012.750373. 

[114] S. Schmidt, T. Geyer, A. Marei, J. Guttman, M. Sauter, Quantification of long-term 

wastewater impacts on karst groundwater resources in a semi-arid environment by 

chloride mass balance methods, J. Hydrol. 502 (2013) 177–190. doi:10.1016/ 

j.jhydrol.2013.08.009. 

http://www.unccd.int/en/media-center/MediaNews/Pages/
http://www.pcbs.gov.ps/Portals/PCBS/


Trumped by Traditional Hazards 29 

[115] D. Lavee, Is the upgrading of wastewater treatment facilities to meet more stringent 

standards economically justified: The case of Israel, Water Resour. 41 (2014) 564–573. 

doi:10.1134/S0097807814050042. 

[116] I.R. Falconer, H.F. Chapman, M.R. Moore, G. Ranmuthugala, Endocrine-disrupting 

compounds: a review of their challenge to sustainable and safe water supply and water 

reuse., Environ. Toxicol. 21 (2006) 181–91. doi:10.1002/tox.20172. 

[117] J. Pugh, M. Moore, Endocrine disruption. Australia’s role in an international issue, 

Canberra, Australia, 1988. https://www.science.org. au/node/35560#.VdkVwU1RGP8. 

[118] W. Körner, U. Bolz, W. Süßmuth, G. Hiller, W. Schuller, V. Hanf, et al., Input/output 

balance of estrogenic active compounds in a major municipal sewage plant in Germany, 

Chemosphere. 40 (2000) 1131–1142. doi:10.1016/S0045-6535(99)00362-8. 

[119] T.. Ternes, M. Stumpf, J. Mueller, K. Haberer, R.-D. Wilken, M. Servos, Behavior and 

occurrence of estrogens in municipal sewage treatment plants — I. Investigations in 

Germany, Canada and Brazil, Sci. Total Environ. 225 (1999) 81–90. doi:10.1016/S0048-

9697(98)00334-9. 

[120] M.R. Servos, D.T. Bennie, B.K. Burnison, A. Jurkovic, R. McInnis, T. Neheli, et al., 

Distribution of estrogens, 17β-estradiol and estrone, in Canadian municipal wastewater 

treatment plants, Sci. Total Environ. 336 (2005) 155–170. doi:10.1016/ 

j.scitotenv.2004.05.025. 

[121] D.E. Vidal-Dorsch, S.M. Bay, K. Maruya, S. a Snyder, R. a Trenholm, B.J. Vanderford, 

Contaminants of emerging concern in municipal wastewater effluents and marine 

receiving water., Environ. Toxicol. Chem. 31 (2012) 2674–82. doi:10.1002/etc.2004. 

[122] H. Hamid, C. Eskicioglu, Fate of estrogenic hormones in wastewater and sludge 

treatment: A review of properties and analytical detection techniques in sludge matrix., 

Water Res. 46 (2012) 5813–33. doi:10.1016/j.watres.2012.08.002. 

[123] C. Baronti, R. Curini, G. D’Ascenzo, A. Di Corcia, A. Gentili, R. Samperi, Monitoring 

Natural and Synthetic Estrogens at Activated Sludge Sewage Treatment Plants and in a 

Receiving River Water, Environ. Sci. Technol. 34 (2000) 5059–5066. 

doi:10.1021/es001359q. 

[124] S.K. Behera, H.W. Kim, J.-E. Oh, H.-S. Park, Occurrence and removal of antibiotics, 

hormones and several other pharmaceuticals in wastewater treatment plants of the largest 

industrial city of Korea, Sci. Total Environ. 409 (2011) 4351–4360. 

doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv. 2011.07.015. 

[125] A.D. Vethaak, J. Lahr, S.M. Schrap, A.C. Belfroid, G.B.J. Rijs, A. Gerritsen, et al., An 

integrated assessment of estrogenic contamination and biological effects in the aquatic 

environment of The Netherlands, Chemosphere. 59 (2005) 511–524. 

doi:10.1016/j.chemosphere. 2004. 12.053. 

[126] R. Céspedes, S. Lacorte, A. Ginebreda, D. Barceló, Occurrence and fate of alkylphenols 

and alkylphenol ethoxylates in sewage treatment plants and impact on receiving waters 

along the Ter River (Catalonia, NE Spain), Environ. Pollut. 153 (2008) 384–392. 

doi:10.1016/j.envpol. 2007.08.026. 

[127] H. Chang, Y. Wan, S. Wu, Z. Fan, J. Hu, Occurrence of androgens and progestogens in 

wastewater treatment plants and receiving river waters: Comparison to estrogens, Water 

Res. 45 (2011) 732–740. doi:10.1016/ j.watres.2010.08.046. 

[128] M. Clara, N. Kreuzinger, B. Strenn, O. Gans, H. Kroiss, The solids retention time—a 

suitable design parameter to evaluate the capacity of wastewater treatment plants to 



Vivian Futran Fuhrman, Alon Tal, Alfred Abed-Rabbo et al. 30 

remove micropollutants, Water Res. 39 (2005) 97–106. doi:10.1016/ 

j.watres.2004.08.036. 

[129] G. D’Ascenzo, A. Di Corcia, A. Gentili, R. Mancini, R. Mastropasqua, M. Nazzari, et al., 

Fate of natural estrogen conjugates in municipal sewage transport and treatment facilities, 

Sci. Total Environ. 302 (2003) 199–209. doi:10.1016/S0048-9697(02)00342-X. 

[130] M.P. Fernandez, T.-N. Noguerol, S. Lacorte, I. Buchanan, B. Piña, Toxicity identification 

fractionation of environmental estrogens in waste water and sludge using gas and liquid 

chromatography coupled to mass spectrometry and recombinant yeast assay, Anal. 

Bioanal. Chem. 393 (2009) 957–968. doi:10.1007/s00216-008-2516-8. 

[131] G. Gatidou, N.S. Thomaidis, A.S. Stasinakis, T.D. Lekkas, Simultaneous determination 

of the endocrine disrupting compounds nonylphenol, nonylphenol ethoxylates, triclosan 

and bisphenol A in wastewater and sewage sludge by gas chromatography–mass 

spectrometry, J. Chromatogr. A. 1138 (2007) 32–41. doi:10.1016/j.chroma. 2006.10.037. 

[132] M.J. Gómez, M.J. Martínez Bueno, S. Lacorte, A.R. Fernández-Alba, A. Agüera, Pilot 

survey monitoring pharmaceuticals and related compounds in a sewage treatment plant 

located on the Mediterranean coast, Chemosphere. 66 (2007) 993–1002. 

doi:10.1016/j.chemosphere. 2006. 07.051. 

[133] J. Heidler, R.U. Halden, Mass balance assessment of triclosan removal during 

conventional sewage treatment, Chemosphere. 66 (2007) 362–369. 

doi:10.1016/j.chemosphere.2006.04.066. 

[134] Y. Horii, J.L. Reiner, B.G. Loganathan, K. Senthil Kumar, K. Sajwan, K. Kannan, 

Occurrence and fate of polycyclic musks in wastewater treatment plants in Kentucky and 

Georgia, USA, Chemosphere. 68 (2007) 2011–2020. doi:10.1016/ 

j.chemosphere.2007.04.054. 

[135] A.O. Ifelebuegu, The fate and behavior of selected endocrine disrupting chemicals in full 

scale wastewater and sludge treatment unit processes, Int. J. Environ. Sci. Technol. 8 

(2011) 245–254. doi:10.1007/ BF03326213. 

[136] T. Isobe, H. Nishiyama, A. Nakashima, H. Takada, Distribution and behavior of 

nonylphenol, octylphenol, and nonylphenol monoethoxylate in Tokyo metropolitan area: 

Their association with aquatic particles and sedimentary distributions, Environ. Sci. 

Technol. 35 (2001) 1041–1049. doi:10.1021/es001250i. 

[137] B. Kasprzyk-Hordern, R.M. Dinsdale, A.J. Guwy, The removal of pharmaceuticals, 

personal care products, endocrine disruptors and illicit drugs during wastewater treatment 

and its impact on the quality of receiving waters, Water Res. 43 (2009) 363–380. 

doi:10.1016/j.watres. 2008.10.047. 

[138] S.D. Kim, J. Cho, I.S. Kim, B.J. Vanderford, S.A. Snyder, Occurrence and removal of 

pharmaceuticals and endocrine disruptors in South Korean surface, drinking, and waste 

waters, Water Res. 41 (2007) 1013–1021. doi:10.1016/j.watres.2006.06.034. 

[139] M. Kostich, R. Flick, J. Martinson, Comparing predicted estrogen concentrations with 

measurements in US waters, Environ. Pollut. 178 (2013) 271–277. 

doi:10.1016/j.envpol.2013.03.024. 

[140] Z. Liu, Y. Kanjo, S. Mizutani, Removal mechanisms for endocrine disrupting compounds 

(EDCs) in wastewater treatment — physical means, biodegradation, and chemical 

advanced oxidation: A review, Sci. Total Environ. 407 (2009) 731–748. 

doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv. 2008.08.039. 



Trumped by Traditional Hazards 31 

[141] N. Nakada, T. Tanishima, H. Shinohara, K. Kiri, H. Takada, Pharmaceutical chemicals 

and endocrine disrupters in municipal wastewater in Tokyo and their removal during 

activated sludge treatment, Water Res. 40 (2006) 3297–3303. doi:10.1016/j.watres. 

2006.06.039. 

[142] Y. Nie, Z. Qiang, H. Zhang, W. Ben, Fate and seasonal variation of endocrine-disrupting 

chemicals in a sewage treatment plant with A/A/O process, Sep. Purif. Technol. 84 (2012) 

9–15. doi:10.1016/j.seppur. 2011.01.030. 

[143] G.-G. Ying, R.S. Kookana, Triclosan in wastewaters and biosolids from Australian 

wastewater treatment plants, Environ. Int. 33 (2007) 199–205. doi:10.1016/ 

j.envint.2006.09.008. 

[144] C.-P. Yu, K.-H. Chu, Occurrence of pharmaceuticals and personal care products along 

the West Prong Little Pigeon River in east Tennessee, USA, Chemosphere. 75 (2009) 

1281–1286. doi:10.1016/j.chemosphere. 2009.03.043. 

[145] B. Jarošová, L. Bláha, J.P. Giesy, K. Hilscherová, What level of estrogenic activity 

determined by in vitro assays in municipal waste waters can be considered as safe?, 

Environ. Int. 64 (2014) 98–109. doi:10.1016/j.envint.2013.12.009. 

[146] B. Blair, J. Kehl, R. Klaper, Assessing emerging wastewater regulations to minimize the 

risk from pharmaceuticals and personal care products, Manag. Environ. Qual. An Int. J. 

26 (2015) 966–983. doi:10.1108/MEQ-12-2014-0171. 

[147] I. Bhati, N.G. Dhawan, R.K. Maheshwari, Greener Route to Prevent Pharmaceutical 

Pollution, Int. J. Pharm. Chem. Sci. 2 (2013) 1781–1787. http://www.ijpcsonline.com/ 

files/23-674.pdf. 

[148] B. Dunn, S. Miller, F. de Leon, Great Lakes-St. Lawrence River Basin Roadmap on Toxic 

Chemicals: Advancing Prevention by Promoting Safer Alternatives, 2015. 

[149] N. El-Khateeb, The Condition of Streams and Prospects for Restoration in Palestine, in: 

A. Tal, A. Abed Rabbo (Eds.), Water Wisdom Prep. Groundwork Coop. Sustain. Water 

Manag. Middle East, New Brunswick, NJ and London, England, 2010. 

[150] L. Teclaff, Evolution of the river basin concept in national and international water law, 

Nat. Resour. J. 36 (1996). 

[151] F. Molle, P. Wester, P. Hirsch, River Basin Development and Management, in: D. 

Molden (Ed.), Water Food, Water Life A Compr. Assess. Water Manag. Agric., 

International Water Management Institute, 2006. 

[152] WHO-- World Health Organization, WHO Guidelines for the Safe Use of Wastewater, 

Excreta and Greywater, 2006. 

[153] S. Amr, Health for All? Educational Video., Galilee Society, 1993. 

[154] K. Tubail, Sewage Treatment, in: A. Tal, A. Alfred Abed- Rabbo (Eds.), Water Wisdom, 

a New Menu Palest. Isr. Coop. Water Manag., Rutgers University Press, New 

Brunswick, NJ, 2010: pp. 216–228. 

[155] S. Afifi, Wastewater reuse in agriculture in North Gaza and environment, Egypt J. Soil 

Sci. 40 (2000) 132–148. 

[156] A.E. Al-Juaidi, D.E. Rosenberg, J.J. Kaluarachchi, Water management with wastewater 

treatment and reuse, desalination, and conveyance to counteract future water shortages 

in the Gaza Strip, Int. J. Water Resour. Environ. Eng. 3 (2011) 266–282. 

[157] A. Yasin, Status of Wastewater and Challenges in Palestine: Westbank, (2012). 

[158] A. Jayousi, The Oslo II Accords in Retrospect: Implementation of the Water Provisions 

in the Israeli and Palestinian Interim Peace Agreements, in: A. Tal, A. Abed Rabbo 

http://www.ijpcsonline.com/


Vivian Futran Fuhrman, Alon Tal, Alfred Abed-Rabbo et al. 32 

(Eds.), Water Wisdom Prep. Groundwork Coop. Sustain. Water Manag. Middle East, 

Rutgers University Press, New Brunswick, NJ and London, England, 2010. 

 [159] D. Kerret, An Israeli Retrospective, in: A. Tal, A. Abed Rabbo (Eds.), Water Wisdom 

Prep. Groundwork Coop. Sustain. Water Manag. Middle East, Rutgers University Press, 

New Brunswick, NJ and London, England, 2010. 

[160] I. Fischhendler, S. Dinar, D. Katz, The Politics of Unilateral Environmentalism : 

Cooperation and Conflict over Water Management along the Israeli-Palestinian Border, 

Glob. Environ. Polit. 11 (2011) 36–61. http://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/abs/ 

10.1162/GLEP_a_00042. 

[161] I. Fischhendler, Legal and institutional adaptation to climate uncertainty: a study of 

international rivers, Water Policy. 6 (2004) 281–302. http://test.iwaponline.com/wp/ 

00604/0281/006040281.pdf. 

[162] A. Schalimtzek, I. Fischhendler, Dividing the cost burden of environmental services: The 

Israeli–Palestinian wastewater regime, Env. Polit. 18 (2009) 612–632. 

doi:10.1080/09644010903007468. 

[163] N. Ghbn, The Coming Age of Desalination for Gaza: Visions, Illusions, and Reality, in: 

A. Tal, A.A. Rabbo (Eds.), Water Wisdom Prep. Groundwork Coop. Sustain. Water 

Manag. Middle East2, Rutgers University Press, New Brunswick, NJ and London, 

England, 2010. 

[164] E. Feitelson, The Upcoming Challenge: Transboundary Management of the Hydraulic 

Cycle, Water. Air. Soil Pollut. 123 (2000) 533–549. doi:10.1023/A:1005269001462. 

[165] S.P. Mumme, K. Collins, The La Paz Agreement 30 Years On, J. Environ. Dev. 23 (2014) 

303–330. doi:10.1177/1070496514528801. 

[166] J. a. Yoder, Bridging the European Union and Eastern Europe: Cross-border Cooperation 

and the Euroregions, Reg. Fed. Stud. 13 (2003) 90–106. 

doi:10.1080/13597560308559436. 

[167] D. Jensen, S. Lonergan, eds., Assessing and Restoring Natural Resources In Post-Conflict 

Peacebuilding, 1st ed., Earthscan, New York, NY, 2012. 

[168] United Nations Environment Programme, From Conflict to Peacebuilding: The role of 

natural resources and the environment, 2009. http://www.unep.org/pdf/ 

pcdmb_policy_01.pdf. 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.mitpressjournals.org/doi/abs/
http://test.iwaponline.com/wp/
http://www.unep.org/pdf/


 

APPENDIX A. EDC CONCENTRATIONS ACCORDING TO LOCATION IN NG/L (NANOGRAMS/LITER) 
 

Location Estrone Estriol Triclosan 4-tert- Octylphenol BPA 

Israel 0.3 0.03 5   5 

Israel 0.5646 7.802 5   5 

Israel 4.1 0.03 60.33333333   5 

Israel 1.2168 2.56 28.66666667   2.333333333 

Israel 1.426366667 3.326666667 74   5.3 

Israel 0.8845 0.03 101   5 

Israel 1.336733333 2.16 27.66666667   4.133333333 

Israel 0.8026 0.03 5   5 

Israel 1.85525 3.325 5   3.8 

Israel 0.65 0.043333333 179.6666667 2.333333333 2.333333333 

Israel 0.036666667 0.043333333 103.3333333 2.333333333 2.333333333 

Israel 5.5192 10.4086 99.56666667   1 

Israel 11.8901 4.0587 70.16666667   17.33333333 

Israel 5.816666667 0.525 5   17.33333333 

Israel 3.366666667 0.293333333 397 2.333333333 8.666666667 

Israel 0.036666667 0.043333333 150.3333333 2.333333333 2.333333333 

Israel 3.65 0.043333333 170 2.333333333 307.3333333 

Israel 2.32 0.043333333 136.6666667 2.333333333 2.333333333 

Israel 4.2 5.843333333 103.3333333 2.333333333 2.333333333 

Israel 4.233333333 0.043333333 5 2.333333333 2.333333333 

Israel 21.3 7.733333333 784 2.333333333 2.333333333 

Israel 0.05 0.05 5 1 1 

Israel 8.3 4.993333333 368 2.333333333 2.333333333 

Israel 4.903333333 1.393333333 276.3333333 2.333333333 2.333333333 

Israel 1.6 4.6 5 8.666666667 2.333333333 

Israel 4.866666667 2.293333333 201.6666667 2.333333333 2.333333333 

Israel 1.6 3.26 136.6666667 2.333333333 5.333333333 

Israel 0.556533333 0.043333333 5   2.333333333 

Israel 1.931333333 0.043333333 5   2.333333333 



 

Appendix A. (Continued) 

 

Location Estrone Estriol Triclosan 4-tert- Octylphenol BPA 

Israel 2.253333333 1.76 2.543 2.333333333 2.333333333 

Israel 5.803333333 1.86 2.55 2.333333333 1 

Israel 1.725 0.05 5 1 1 

PA West Bank 4.948443953 2.10463817 77.33333333 3 3 

PA West Bank 4.754094374 0.04 5 3 3 

PA West Bank 3.04013461 0.03 174 5 5 

PA West Bank 1.116441284 29.2 5 1 1 

PA West Bank 0.01 0.03 5 5 5 

PA West Bank 0.01 0.03 5 5 5 

PA West Bank 0.01 0.03 5 5 5 

PA West Bank 0.01 0.03 5 5 5 

PA West Bank 0.01 0.03 5 5 5 

Average 2.986275 2.429407938 93.04454472 3.061728395 11.46910569 

 

 

APPENDIX B. EDC CONCENTRATIONS ACCORDING TO LOCATION EXPRESSED AS EEQS (NG/L EEQ) 
 

Location Estrone Estriol Triclosan 4-tert- Octylphenol BPA EEQ Total per location 

Israel 0.033 0.0033 0.00000025   0.00195 0.03825025 

Israel 0.062106 0.85822 0.00000025   0.00195 0.92227625 

Israel 0.451 0.0033 3.01667E-06   0.00195 0.456253017 

Israel 0.133848 0.2816 1.43333E-06   0.00091 0.416359433 

Israel 0.156900333 0.365933333 0.0000037   0.002067 0.524904367 

Israel 0.097295 0.0033 0.00000505   0.00195 0.10255005 

Israel 0.147040667 0.2376 1.38333E-06   0.001612 0.38625405 

Israel 0.088286 0.0033 0.00000025   0.00195 0.09353625 

Israel 0.2040775 0.36575 0.00000025   0.001482 0.57130975 

Israel 0.0715 0.004766667 8.98333E-06 0.000979133 0.00091 0.078164783 

Israel 0.004033333 0.004766667 5.16667E-06 0.000979133 0.00091 0.0106943 



 

Location Estrone Estriol Triclosan 4-tert- Octylphenol BPA EEQ Total per location 

Israel 0.607112 1.144946 4.97833E-06   0.00039 1.752452978 

Israel 1.307911 0.446457 3.50833E-06   0.00676 1.761131508 

Israel 0.639833333 0.05775 0.00000025   0.00676 0.704343583 

Israel 0.370333333 0.032266667 0.00001985 0.000979133 0.00338 0.406978983 

Israel 0.004033333 0.004766667 7.51667E-06 0.000979133 0.00091 0.01069665 

Israel 0.4015 0.004766667 0.0000085 0.000979133 0.11986 0.5271143 

Israel 0.2552 0.004766667 6.83333E-06 0.000979133 0.00091 0.261862633 

Israel 0.462 0.642766667 5.16667E-06 0.000979133 0.00091 1.106660967 

Israel 0.465666667 0.004766667 0.00000025 0.000979133 0.00091 0.472322717 

Israel 2.343 0.850666667 0.0000392 0.000979133 0.00091 3.195595 

Israel 0.0055 0.0055 0.00000025 0.000419629 0.00039 0.011809879 

Israel 0.913 0.549266667 0.0000184 0.000979133 0.00091 1.4641742 

Israel 0.539366667 0.153266667 1.38167E-05 0.000979133 0.00091 0.694536283 

Israel 0.176 0.506 0.00000025 0.003636781 0.00091 0.686547031 

Israel 0.535333333 0.252266667 1.00833E-05 0.000979133 0.00091 0.789499217 

Israel 0.176 0.3586 6.83333E-06 0.000979133 0.00208 0.537665967 

Israel 0.061218667 0.004766667 0.00000025   0.00091 0.066895583 

Israel 0.212446667 0.004766667 0.00000025   0.00091 0.218123583 

Israel 0.247866667 0.1936 1.2715E-07 0.000979133 0.00091 0.443355927 

Israel 0.638366667 0.2046 1.275E-07 0.000979133 0.00039 0.844335928 

Israel 0.18975 0.0055 0.00000025 0.000419629 0.00039 0.196059879 

PA West Bank 0.544328835 0.231510199 3.86667E-06 0.001258886 0.00117 0.778271786 

PA West Bank 0.522950381 0.0044 0.00000025 0.001258886 0.00117 0.529779517 

PA West Bank 0.334414807 0.0033 0.0000087 0.002098143 0.00195 0.34177165 

PA West Bank 0.122808541 3.212 0.00000025 0.000419629 0.00039 3.33561842 

PA West Bank 0.0011 0.0033 0.00000025 0.002098143 0.00195 0.008448393 

PA West Bank 0.0011 0.0033 0.00000025 0.002098143 0.00195 0.008448393 

PA West Bank 0.0011 0.0033 0.00000025 0.002098143 0.00195 0.008448393 

PA West Bank 0.0011 0.0033 0.00000025 0.002098143 0.00195 0.008448393 

PA West Bank 0.0011 0.0033 0.00000025 0.002098143 0.00195 0.008448393 

Average 0.330012871 0.269063411 4.65223E-06 0.001284789 0.004472951 0.604838675 
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