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Fragmentation of International Law and
Integration through Interpretation .
A Case Study of European Court of Human Rights

- Fan Yuwen

Abstract. This article embraces the impact of ECtHR on the
fragmentation of international law ,’ and analyses how the Court has
applied VCLT 31(3) (c)in its interpretation of ECHR in order to
achieve systemic integration. When interpreting ECHR , the Court has
considerably expanded the scope of VCLT 31(3) (¢) ,and taken into
account the case-law of other international courts and tribunals , soft
law,as well as treaties which are not b'indihg on respondent states.
Such expansive use of VCLT 31 (3) (c) might again lead to
fragmentation. However, the flexibility of VCLT 31 (3) (c) will help
ease the anxieties of chipping away at the unity of international law
in an age of fragmentation.

Key Words ;. fragmentation of international laW;Eurdpean Court
of Human Rights; systemic integration; Vienna Convention on the
Law of Treaties;treaty interpretation
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