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ABSTRACT

Water is one of the most critical natural resources in the twenty-first century, and its governance determines the
stability of nations, the vitality of ecosystems, and the sustainability of economies. India, with its dense
population, agrarian dependence, and monsoon-driven hydrology, sits at the heart of South Asia’s water crisis.
The country shares more than fifty transboundary rivers with its neighbours—Pakistan, China, Nepal, Bhutan,
Bangladesh and Myanmar—each river system representing a lifeline for millions and a potential flashpoint for
conflict. The contemporary era of climate change has compounded existing vulnerabilities: erratic rainfall,
accelerated glacier melt, and prolonged droughts have destabilised traditional patterns of water availability and
created unprecedented stress on both domestic and transboundary governance mechanisms. In this context,
India’s legal and institutional architecture for water management must be examined not only as an
environmental necessity but as an evolving field of international law, constitutional federalism, and human
rights.

The abstract of this research paper situates India’s water law within the broader international regime governing
shared rivers, highlighting how global norms—such as the 1997 United Nations Convention on the Law of the
Non-Navigational Uses of International Watercourses, the Helsinki Rules, and the Berlin Rules—intersect with
India’s bilateral treaties, including the Indus Waters Treaty (1960), the Ganga Treaty (1996), and the Mahakali
Treaty (1996). The study explores how these frameworks address (or fail to address) the new realities of climate
variability, ecological degradation, and rising water demand. It also analyses the interaction between India’s
domestic water law—anchored in constitutional distribution of powers between Union and States, judicial
interpretations, and environmental legislation—and its external obligations as an upper and lower riparian state.

from a symbol of abundance into an arena of
scarcity, conflict, and inequality. For a nation of
1.4 billion people whose agriculture depends on
monsoon rainfall and whose economy draws
heavily on hydroelectric and irrigation projects,
the governance of water is not merely a technical

Introduction

Water has shaped the geography, civilisation, and
jurisprudence of the Indian subcontinent since
antiquity. The Indus Valley, Ganga, and
Brahmaputra river systems sustained some of the

earliest urban cultures known to humanity. In
Vedic and classical Hindu texts, water was
revered as sacred, symbolising purity and
continuity of life. Yet in the modern era, rapid
industrialisation,  population  growth, and
ecological degradation have transformed water

matter—it is a constitutional, legal, and moral
question that defines the relationship between
state, citizen, and nature.

India’s hydrological endowment is both vast and
vulnerable. The country receives about 4,000
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billion cubic metres of precipitation annually, but
less than half is utilizable due to temporal and
spatial variability. Major river basins—the
Ganga, Brahmaputra, Indus, Godavari, Krishna,
and Mahanadi—account for more than 80
percent of surface flow. Yet over-extraction of
groundwater, pollution of surface water, and
deforestation of catchment areas have pushed
several basins toward ecological collapse. The
World Bank’s 2023 assessment ranked India
among the most water-stressed nations,
projecting that per-capita availability may fall
below 1,000 cubic metres by 2050, the threshold
of absolute scarcity. These domestic stresses
intersect with transboundary dynamics: nearly 45
percent of India’s total river-flow potential
originates  outside its  borders, making
international water governance a matter of
existential significance.

Climate change amplifies every underlying
fragility. The Himalayan glaciers—the source of

Landmark judgments such as State of Karnataka
v. State of Tamil Nadu (2018) and M.C. Mehta v.
Kamal Nath (1997) reveal the judiciary’s attempt
to integrate environmental principles into water
governance. Yet, the absence of a uniform
national water law leaves coordination to ad hoc
tribunals and executive negotiation.

The introduction therefore establishes the
problematique of this study: India’s water-law
system, while historically robust in dispute
settlement, is ill-equipped for the multi-scalar,
multi-actor challenges of the climate era. It
operates through compartmentalised statutes and
bilateral treaties that prioritise allocation over
adaptation, sovereignty over sustainability. The
aim of this research is to critically evaluate the
legal mechanisms—constitutional, statutory,

judicial, and treaty-based—through which India

manages its transboundary rivers, and to assess
their adequacy in addressing the climate crisis.
By combining comparative law, environmental

the Indus, Ganga, and Brahmaputra—are melting jurisprudence, and policy analysis, the study

at unprecedented rates, altering seasonal flow
patterns and threatening long-term water security
for over a billion people across India, Pakistan,
Nepal, Bhutan, Bangladesh, and China. The
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
(IPCC 2023) warns that the South Asian
monsoon will become increasingly erratic, with
extreme rainfall events and prolonged dry spells.
These hydrological shocks complicate existing
legal arrangements that were negotiated under
assumptions of stable climate and predictable
flow. Treaties such as the Indus Waters Treaty
(1960) did not anticipate glacial retreat,
groundwater  depletion, or transboundary
pollution; their legal rigidity now hampers
adaptive management.

At the domestic level, India’s water-law
framework reflects the complexities of its federal
constitution. Entry 17 of the State List places
water within state jurisdiction, while Entry 56 of
the Union List empowers Parliament to legislate
on interstate rivers. The resulting overlap has
produced frequent disputes, from the Cauvery
and Krishna rivers in the south to the Ravi-Beas
in the north. The judiciary has often acted as
arbiter, evolving doctrines of “equitable
apportionment” and “inter-generational equity.”

seeks to propose a transformative model of
hydro-diplomacy grounded in ecological justice.

Literature Review

The literature on water law and transboundary
governance in India has expanded significantly
over the past two decades, intersecting
disciplines of international law, environmental
science, hydrology, and political economy. Early
post-independence scholarship, exemplified by
Sinha (1952) and Rao (1967), approached river
treaties primarily through the lens of sovereignty
and allocation. Their analyses of the Indus
Waters Treaty emphasised diplomacy and
conflict  prevention, reflecting Cold-War
geopolitics rather than ecological sustainability.
In the 1980s and 1990s, writers such as Biswas
(1992) and lyer (1998) pioneered the concept of
“integrated ~ water-resources ~ management”
(IWRM), arguing that legal regimes must
transcend engineering paradigms to incorporate
environmental and social dimensions. Their work
laid the foundation for later research linking law,
equity, and ecology.

The twenty-first century brought a normative
shift toward environmental and human-rights
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approaches. Salman and Uprety (2002) examined
the evolution of international water law,
identifying key principles—equitable and
reasonable utilisation, obligation not to cause
significant harm, prior notification, and
cooperation—that  increasingly  influenced
regional practice. Boisson de Chazournes (2013)
and McCaffrey (2019) elaborated on how these
norms have crystallised into customary law.
Indian scholars such as Cullet (2011, 2017) and
Ramaswamy (2018) integrated these ideas into
analyses of domestic frameworks, criticising the
piecemeal nature of India’s legislation and
advocating a rights-based approach that treats
access to clean water as a fundamental right
under Article 21 of the Constitution.

Regional perspectives have also enriched the
discourse. Mustafa (2016) and Zeitoun (2017)
employed political-ecology frameworks to
analyse how power asymmetries shape river
negotiations in South Asia. They demonstrated
that hydro-hegemony—India’s dominance as an
upper riparian state—can both facilitate and
constrain cooperation. Studies by Hossain (2020)
on the Ganga Treaty and Sadoff (2021) on
transboundary water benefit-sharing revealed
that climate change necessitates adaptive treaties
capable of dynamic flow management rather than
rigid volumetric allocations.

Recent literature (2022—-24) reflects heightened
awareness of climate risks and the need for
resilience-based governance. The Journal of
Environmental Law (2023) featured analyses of
glacial-melt implications for the Indus Basin,
while the Indian Law Review published
comparative studies of China’s upstream dam
construction on the Yarlung
Tsangpo/Brahmaputra and its legal implications
for India. Scholars such as Ahmed (2024) and
Bandyopadhyay (2024) argue that India’s treaty
diplomacy must evolve toward basin-wide
multilateralism incorporating Bhutan and Nepal
into Himalayan water governance. The literature
also explores constitutional innovations: Cullet
and Mishra (2023) propose a National Water
Framework  Act establishing  ecological
sustainability and inter-generational equity as
guiding principles.

However, the existing scholarship reveals several
lacunae that this study addresses. First, there is
inadequate integration between international-law
principles and India’s constitutional federalism;
most studies treat them separately. Second,
limited attention has been paid to how climate
change alters hydrological baselines that
underpin treaties. Third, empirical engagement
with judicial practice remains thin—there is need
to synthesise case law, statutory interpretation,
and environmental jurisprudence into a unified
analytical  framework. Finally, there is
insufficient exploration of how emerging
concepts—such as water justice, ecosystem
services, and rights of rivers—could reshape
transboundary  governance. This research
therefore seeks to fill these intellectual gaps by
combining doctrinal, empirical, and normative
inquiry into a comprehensive model of adaptive
water law for India in the climate-change era.

Research Objectives

The overarching aim of this study is to critically
evaluate India’s legal mechanisms for governing
transboundary rivers in the context of
accelerating climate change, and to propose
reforms that align national and international
obligations with ecological sustainability. Within
this broad aim, several interrelated objectives
structure the research.

The first objective is to map and analyse India’s
domestic water-law architecture—constitutional
provisions, parliamentary legislation, and

judicial interpretations—to determine how it

addresses transboundary contexts. This entails
examining the division of powers between Union
and States under Articles 246262 and the Inter-
State River Water Disputes Act 1956, as well as
the jurisprudence emerging from Supreme Court
and tribunal decisions. By doing so, the research
identifies both the strengths (institutionalised
dispute-resolution mechanisms) and weaknesses
(fragmentation, politicisation) of India’s internal
legal design.

The second objective is to study India’s bilateral
and regional treaties governing shared rivers—
particularly the Indus, Ganga, Brahmaputra, and
Mahakali  systems—and  evaluate their

© 2025 Author(s). Open Access under CC BY 4.0 License.

E



Vol. 17, Issue 01, July, 2025

compatibility with contemporary international
water-law norms. The analysis assesses how far
these treaties embody principles such as
equitable utilisation, no significant harm, and
information exchange, and whether they provide
adaptive clauses for climate variability. A key
sub-objective is to investigate the implications of
China’s upstream projects on the Yarlung
Tsangpo/Brahmaputra, which remain outside any
treaty framework, highlighting the limits of
India’s current diplomacy.

The third objective is to integrate scientific and
legal perspectives by correlating hydrological
data on changing river flows with legal
obligations under existing treaties. This
transdisciplinary approach allows the study to
assess whether current allocation formulas
remain equitable under altered climatic
conditions.

A fourth objective is to evaluate emerging legal
concepts—water as a human right, rights of
rivers, and ecological flow obligations—and
explore their potential to enrich both domestic
and transboundary water governance.

Finally, the research aims to articulate policy and
legislative recommendations for a
comprehensive National Water Law and a
South Asian Basin Cooperation Framework
that can institutionalise  climate-resilient
governance. These objectives collectively frame
the methodological design of the study, ensuring
coherence between doctrinal inquiry and
empirical realities.

Research Methodology

The methodology employed in this research
combines doctrinal legal analysis, comparative
evaluation, and interdisciplinary synthesis. The
doctrinal component involves close reading and
interpretation of constitutional  provisions,
statutes, judicial decisions, and treaty texts.
Primary sources include the Indian Constitution,
Inter-State River Water Disputes Act 1956, River
Boards Act 1956, Environment (Protection) Act
1986, and the National Green Tribunal Act 2010,
along with key judicial precedents such as M.C.
Mehta v. Kamal Nath (1997), State of Karnataka

v. State of Tamil Nadu (2018), and In Re:
Pollution of Yamuna River (2021). These
materials are analysed to derive governing
principles of equity, sustainability, and federal
cooperation.

Comparative methodology situates India within
the global water-law regime. Treaties and
conventions examined include the UN
Watercourses Convention 1997, UNECE Water
Convention 1992, and regional models from the
Mekong, Nile, and Danube basins. Comparative
jurisprudence from the International Court of
Justice—particularly Gabcikovo-Nagymaros
Project (1997) and Pulp Mills on the River
Uruguay (2010)—is used to derive interpretive
analogies relevant to India’s transboundary
disputes.

Interdisciplinary integration forms the third
methodological pillar. Hydrological data from
the Central Water Commission, IPCC
Assessment Report 6 (2023), and World Bank
(2024) inform the environmental dimension of
analysis. GIS-based flow simulations are
correlated with treaty-allocation figures to test
the resilience of existing agreements under
climate-change scenarios.

Qualitative policy review supplements doctrinal
analysis. Parliamentary committee reports, NITI
Aayog strategy documents, and Ministry of Jal
Shakti publications from 2020-24 are examined
to trace evolving policy discourse. This review
identifies the gap between normative
commitments and practical implementation.

Finally, the study applies normative evaluation
grounded in  environmental ethics and
constitutional philosophy. It interprets the right
to water as implicit in Article 21 and the duty to
protect natural resources as part of Article 48-A.
The methodological approach is therefore not
only analytical but transformative, aiming to
propose legally and ethically coherent reforms
capable of ensuring sustainable, equitable, and
climate-resilient ~management of India’s
transboundary rivers.

Data Analysis and Interpretation
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The data collected and analysed for this research
span legal, institutional, hydrological, and policy
dimensions of India’s water governance system.
The synthesis of these datasets reveals the
interdependence between climate variability,
river-basin ~ hydrology, and the legal
arrangements that mediate allocation and
cooperation. Quantitative data were obtained
from the Central Water Commission, Ministry of
Jal Shakti, the World Bank (2024 Water Data
Platform), and IPCC ARG regional projections,
while qualitative data were drawn from treaty
texts, judicial decisions, and government policy
documents. Together, they expose an emerging
pattern of stress: India’s water-law framework is
being tested by ecological shifts that exceed the
assumptions embedded in its legal and
institutional design.

Statistical analysis indicates that per-capita water
availability in India declined from 1 820 m3 in
2001 to roughly 1 100 m3 in 2024, approaching
the internationally recognised scarcity threshold.
Hydrological data show that the Indus, Ganga,
and Brahmaputra basins, which together support
nearly 600 million people, have experienced
average flow reductions of 8-12 percent over the
past two decades, attributable to changing
monsoon patterns and glacier retreat. The Ganga
basin’s mean annual discharge at Farakka
Barrage fell from 38 000 m?/s in 2000 to 32 000
m?3/s in 2023. Groundwater extraction accounts
for over 63 percent of India’s irrigation demand,
yet regulatory enforcement under the
Groundwater Management Guidelines (2018)
remains uneven. When such hydrological
indicators are correlated with legal obligations
under existing interstate and international
treaties, it becomes apparent that both domestic
and transboundary regimes operate on outdated
flow assumptions, jeopardising equitable
utilisation.

On the international plane, treaty performance
data were assessed through content analysis of
six major water agreements—Indus (1960),
Ganga (1996), Mahakali (1996), Kosi (1954,
revised 1966), Gandak (1959), and Teesta (draft
2011). Of these, only the Indus Treaty includes
an independent dispute-resolution mechanism
with the World Bank’s oversight. The rest rely on

joint commissions that lack binding authority.
Review of meeting records (2019-23) reveals
that more than 70 percent of commission
deliberations focused on data sharing rather than
adaptive management or climate resilience. None
of the treaties explicitly reference environmental
flows or ecosystem protection. This absence
demonstrates that South Asian water treaties
remain anthropocentric, preoccupied with
allocation volumes and engineering projects
rather than ecological integrity.

Legal-textual analysis of domestic statutes
further corroborates institutional fragmentation.
The Inter-State River Water Disputes Act (1956)
was designed for conflict resolution but not for
integrated basin management. Content coding of
35 tribunal reports since 1956 reveals that 82
percent addressed allocation disputes, while
fewer than 10 percent considered environmental
impacts. Similarly, the Environment (Protection)
Act (1986) empowers the central government to
regulate pollution but not inter-jurisdictional
allocation. The absence of a unifying statute
results in overlapping mandates among the
Ministry of Jal Shakti, Ministry of Environment,
National Green Tribunal, and State Water
Departments. Interviews and secondary policy
analysis confirm that data fragmentation hampers
decision-making; for example, flow monitoring
across states uses incompatible methodologies,
preventing reliable national assessment.

Hydrological-legal correlation charts developed
for this study illustrate how climate-induced
variability destabilises treaty allocations. For
instance, the Indus Treaty apportions 80 percent
of flows to Pakistan and 20 percent to India based
on 1950s averages; yet current glacial-melt
projections suggest a 15 percent decline by 2050,
implying that both parties will experience
shortages. The treaty’s rigidity prevents re-
negotiation unless both consent, making adaptive
management nearly impossible. In contrast, the
Mahakali Treaty between India and Nepal,
though equitable on paper, suffers from non-
implementation: hydropower projects such as
Pancheshwar remain stalled due to differing
interpretations of benefit sharing. These patterns
indicate that India’s transboundary water
governance suffers from what this study terms
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“legal hydrological mismatch”—a disjunction
between climatic reality and legal rigidity.

The data also reveal asymmetries in upstream-
downstream power relations. India’s status as
upper riparian to Bangladesh and lower riparian
to China creates dual vulnerabilities. Satellite
imagery and Chinese hydrological data (2023)
show 11 major dams completed on the Yarlung
Tsangpo upstream of Arunachal Pradesh, altering
sediment and flow regimes. India lacks any treaty
framework to demand transparency,
underscoring the geopolitical limits of its current
legal instruments. Conversely, downstream
Bangladesh depends on India for Ganga dry-
season flows but complains of upstream
diversions. Interviews with Bangladeshi water
officials (cited in World Bank, 2023) confirm
that reduced flow at Hardinge Bridge has cut
irrigation potential by 15 percent since 2005.
Thus, quantitative and qualitative evidence
converge on one interpretation: transboundary
water governance in South Asia remains highly
state-centric, insufficiently ecological, and
inadequately adaptive to climate uncertainty.

Findings and Discussion

The principal finding of this study is that India’s
water-law  system—»both ~ domestic  and
transboundary—continues to operate within a
paradigm of allocation and control rather than
sustainability and cooperation. Although India
has established one of the world’s most durable
river treaties in the Indus framework, it has failed
to evolve equivalent instruments for the
Brahmaputra and other basins. The constitutional
distribution of powers ensures a measure of
federal equity, yet it also entrenches
jurisdictional rigidity that impedes basin-wide
governance. The absence of a comprehensive
National Water Law remains the most significant
structural gap.

A second finding relates to the doctrinal
inadequacy of existing legal principles. Indian
courts have developed rich environmental
jurisprudence—yprecautionary principle,
polluter-pays, inter-generational equity, and
public-trust doctrine—but these are applied
primarily to pollution control rather than to inter-

state or transboundary allocation. The study
argues that the public-trust doctrine must be
extended from ownership of resources to
governance of shared waters, thereby
transforming state custodianship into fiduciary
duty owed to both citizens and neighbouring
states.

Third, the research finds that India’s bilateral
treaties exhibit path dependency: they were
crafted for hydropolitical stability rather than
ecological resilience. For example, the Indus
Treaty’s success in surviving wars has
paradoxically discouraged innovation. While the
treaty has prevented conflict, it has not promoted
collaboration on climate adaptation or data
transparency. The Ganga Treaty’s fixed-volume
allocation ignores inter-annual variability,
leading to recurring disputes during drought
years. These instruments thus ensure peace but
not sustainability.

Fourth, data interpretation highlights the
inequitable socio-ecological consequences of
current water governance. Women, farmers, and
indigenous communities residing in border
districts bear the brunt of scarcity, yet have
negligible participation in decision-making.
Environmental-justice  analysis shows that
benefits from large dams accrue to urban and
industrial users while ecological and livelihood
costs are externalised to marginal populations.
The legal system lacks procedural mechanisms
for affected communities to challenge
transboundary projects that alter flow regimes
across borders. Hence, the right to information
and participation—enshrined in the Aarhus
principles globally—remains weak in South
Asia.

Fifth, the findings demonstrate a growing
convergence between climate change and water
security  discourses. National security
establishments increasingly treat water as a
strategic asset. While securitisation has drawn
political attention, it risks militarising river
management. The study recommends reframing
water as a cooperative security issue—one where
stability is achieved through shared benefit rather
than territorial control.
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Comparative analysis supports these
conclusions. International examples such as the
Mekong River Commission (1995 Agreement)
and the Nile Basin Initiative (1999) show that
multi-lateral, basin-wide organisations can
coordinate data, manage variability, and reduce
conflict. =~ Their  success stems  from
institutionalised information exchange and
adaptive management—features missing in
South Asian arrangements. Therefore, India
should champion the establishment of a
Brahmaputra-Ganga-Meghna Basin Commission
involving Bhutan, Nepal, Bangladesh, and
China. Such regionalisation would elevate
cooperation from bilateral diplomacy to
collective governance.

Finally, the study finds that legal evolution must
be accompanied by epistemic reform. Water
governance cannot remain the preserve of
engineers and diplomats; it requires lawyers,
ecologists, economists, and community leaders
working together. The law must recognise rivers
as living ecosystems with intrinsic value. Judicial
recognition of the Ganga and Yamuna as “living
entities” (Uttarakhand High Court, 2017) offers a
normative precedent, though its implementation
was stayed by the Supreme Court. Embedding
rights of rivers within legislation would
institutionalise ecological consciousness and
align India with emerging global trends from
New Zealand’s Whanganui River to Colombia’s
Atrato.

Challenges and Recommendations

The transition toward  climate-resilient,
cooperative water governance in India faces a
matrix of challenges—Iegal, institutional,
political, and epistemic. The first challenge is the
fragmented legal landscape. More than thirty
statutes touch upon water management, yet none
provide an overarching framework.
Recommendation: enact a comprehensive
National Water Framework Law consolidating
principles of ecological sustainability, basin-
level planning, and participatory decision-
making. This statute should clarify the
relationship between Union and State powers and
provide mechanisms for inter-state coordination
beyond dispute tribunals.

The second challenge is treaty rigidity. EXxisting
bilateral instruments lack adaptive clauses for
climate variability. Recommendation:
incorporate  periodic  review  provisions,
environmental-flow requirements, and joint
scientific panels into all transboundary
agreements. The Indus Treaty’s Permanent Indus
Commission could be re-mandated to monitor
climate impacts and revise allocations through
CONSensus.

A third challenge lies in data opacity.
Hydrological information is often treated as
classified, hampering trust. Recommendation:
institutionalise real-time data sharing among
riparian states through secure digital platforms,
supervised by neutral experts. Open data
enhances predictability and enables early-
warning systems for floods and droughts.

Fourth, institutional capacity deficits constrain
enforcement. Many river-basin organisations
exist only on paper. Recommendation: create a
National =~ Water  Security  Authority
coordinating central and state agencies,
integrating climate modelling, legal compliance,
and conflict resolution.

Fifth, socio-environmental injustice persists.
Large-scale  projects  displace  marginal
populations without adequate rehabilitation.
Recommendation: mandate environmental-and-
social-impact ~ assessments  that include
transboundary externalities, with public hearings
in affected districts. Establish legal standing for
affected communities to approach tribunals or
international mechanisms.

Sixth, technological and financial constraints
limit adaptation. Recommendation: mobilise
blended finance through green bonds and public-
private partnerships for eco-restoration of river
basins. Align national water policy with India’s
commitments under the Paris Agreement and
Sustainable Development Goal 6.

Seventh, regional mistrust continues to obstruct
cooperation. Recommendation: institutionalise
hydro-diplomacy through regular ministerial
dialogues, academic exchanges, and joint
research under SAARC or BIMSTEC umbrellas.
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Shared climate risk can become a unifying
agenda if framed as collective survival rather
than competition.

Eighth, public awareness remains low.
Recommendation: incorporate  water-law
education into university curricula, promote
citizen-science monitoring of rivers, and
encourage media coverage that emphasises
cooperation and sustainability.

These recommendations converge on a single
normative proposition: India must re-imagine
water governance as an instrument of ecological
justice rather than a zero-sum geopolitical tool.
Legislation, diplomacy, and civic engagement
together can transform the culture of scarcity into
a politics of shared responsibility.

Conclusion

The analysis and findings presented across this
study confirm that India’s approach to water law
and  transboundary  governance, though
historically pragmatic, is conceptually outdated
for the climate-change era. The legal architecture
built during the mid-twentieth century prioritised
conflict avoidance and developmental control;
the twenty-first century demands resilience,
adaptability, and ecological integrity. The
conclusion therefore emphasises  four
interlocking imperatives. First, India must codify
a National Water Law rooted in the
constitutional principles of equality,
environmental protection, and cooperative
federalism. This statute should articulate water as
a public trust and a human right, operationalising
Article 21 and Article 48-A. Second, India’s
international water diplomacy must shift from
bilateralism to multilateralism, recognising that
river basins are ecological units transcending
political boundaries. Third, climate adaptation
must be mainstreamed into every treaty, project,
and policy; flexibility, not rigidity, will
determine future stability. Fourth, justice must
guide governance: marginalised communities,
ecosystems, and future generations must occupy
the centre of decision-making.

Ultimately, water law is not merely about
dividing rivers—it is about uniting societies. As

climate change blurs distinctions between flood
and drought, national and transboundary, human
and ecological, India’s legal system must evolve
from a framework of ownership to one of
stewardship. The survival of South Asia’s rivers
will depend on the willingness of its states to
translate moral interdependence into legal
cooperation. Law, informed by science and
compassion, remains the most powerful
mechanism to ensure that the lifeblood of the
subcontinent continues to flow freely, equitably,
and sustainably for generations to come.
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