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8 ABSTRACTS

The Role of Time Element In the interpretation  of 
the International treaty

Mozhgan Raminnia

Abstract
The interpretation is one of the most important issues in the law of in-

scope of rights and undertakings. 
Article 31 of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties (1969) 
indicates general rules of interpretation. We shall review, herein, one 
of those general rules as come under Paragraph 3 (c) of the said article.   
Article 31. 3 (c) provides that “any relevant rules of international law 
applicable in the relations between the parties” “shall be taken into ac-
count” for the interpretation purposes, “together with the context”. The 
international authorities have recently paid particular attention to the 
capabilities of this provision to determine the obligation/s. This implies 
that returning to the circumstances of the time of creation of the obliga-

current dynamic system of the international law. Indeed, establishing 
a consolidated interpretation regime which can stabilize international 

the human rights as well as jus cogent and erga omnes obligations are 

Meanwhile, taking the “subsequent developments” and the “relevant 
rules” into consideration for interpretation purposes may be helpful to 
satisfy certain contradictions that the international law may be faced 

Key words:      
intertemporal law, interpretation, contemporary principle, subsequent 
developments, international responsibility, applicable rules        
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