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Abstract

Water is a valuable natural resource and plays a vital role in the socio-economic development of any
country or region. Although India has vast surface water resources, the same are very unevenly
distributed over space and time. Over the years, increasing population, growing industrialization,
expanding agriculture and rising standards of living have pushed up the demand for water. Most
rivers of India are plagued with inter-state disputes which have emerged as one of the most
belligerent issues in the Indian Federalism today due to disagreements over the use, distribution and
control of inter-state river basin waters. This paper attempts to review and evaluate the major inter-
state river conflicts or disputes in India. The paper also tries to analyze the major causes of inter-
state river conflicts and suggest some strong measures to resolve the conflicts quickly and amicably.
The importance of different constitutional remedies as a part of inter-state river disputes resolve
process has also been discussed in the paper. The study also suggests that inter-state river water
conflicts have to be settled by dialogues and discussions on the basis of equitable apportionment
which is a globally accepted principle.

Keywords: Water resource, Inter-state, River dispute, Federalism, Stability, Tribunal,
Amendment
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SIFCOF I BTG TFAICH G T8 GF Ol gE Acel TR VA
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T N QR TP (@™ SIfETHiF 56 A AfF WA U AASE Ay qar G7R A
Tororsl faEe ¢ THACAT A H{[F, CTCFCT IO I GFICE O FIDI ¢ (el FCA|
OO TRFUITH 262 AR TP TEPREFS RCIACHR (6@ ALW N2 TP FICAT NS eArey
T A T TAGFE SCER GRS, 354 A1 [ Tce @ [y 3 sfecaes [eea
A FACS A

SeCACEs feeife Sesarey Fat eeIealy Wiz, 1956 @l fFafEe =11 9 Wi wepied, W
@A A TRFA TR TRF@ [ TG &y @y I qR FAW A7FE AW 9
VOIS (A I @ SACEBAR MGCT SARCN 7a-=ife FA AT T, ORCA SARCACE
folces & @G SelReay GIRPAe (Water Disputes Tribunal) N T T ARG
BRI T 93T SH-REifEE 7=Fl, A 1956 AT SA@ACH Tal SR N2 (Interstate
River Water Disputes Act, 1956) 43 &I afofoe) «ft Ramam smrefem o s
AT = A0S 1 2002 N ARSI FHMTE (Sarkaria Commission) 24 oAl
SRIEE FAF ) SRAG AT T IR | AN STCS SRR GRS O &) 9F
JRCAR AT G3R FTa® ST & © I2CAR TATA JLTOMFAFOICI 107 4T KCAA |

HIECIERY
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e & ICAY QIR TH0:
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GERCAY O3 (Interstate River Water Disputes Act, 1956) ML FCI 2017 ATCT TS WA
IO SIWSAEH AT SeICAIY A4 4=, 2017 (The Inter-State River Water Disputes
Amendment Bill, 2017) ¢°M S 2Q@fer| gRife [Reer, TCdi @F a7 8 = WOW W
Sresey e Reaed =fesd Iudie a @@ W e @3t [y e s
(Dispute Resolution Committee) IR R4 IR

WA ! TARTAY (L) {1, 2019:
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AT FICS THY 26 91| GF FA IR A9 AN @@ AR Tow e «@wfo
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el 43R Fvz AfSTIE FOCA @2 TN wif|
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