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The Change of International Water Law Guided by the Vision of
the Community of Shared Future for Mankind
WU Qian

Abstract: The emergence and development of international water law stems from the desire of interna-
tional community and riparian countries for cooperation, yet the performance of the law in promoting
watershed cooperation has not been satisfactory. The intentional ambiguity of the basic principles by in-
ternational institutions has failed to effectively alleviate the conflicting positions among basin
countries. Moreover, the generation path of relying on customary law has in fact resulted in the bias to-
ward early developers, The concept of building a community of shared future for mankind, especially
the idea of win-win cooperation, contributes to the solution of the dilemma of the international water
law. Guided by the principle of Consultation, Joint Contribution and Shared Benefits, the change of the
international water law needs to enable the riparian countries to join the issue-setting and rule-making of
international water law, participate in the co-construction of international cooperation platform, and
share the benefits of the basin equally. It” s also an opportunity for China to deepen cooperation with
other countries and promote the evolution of international water law through the rule construction of the
surrounding watercourses.

Key words: a community of shared future for mankind; international water law; consultation, joint

contribution and shared benefits; international rivers; international cooperation



