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Abstract

Since its birth, international law has been best characterised by its “inability to regulate with cer-
tainty any matter in international affairs”, which is both a characteristic of international law and
the source of the questioning over the years as to whether it is truly a law. The issue of legal inde-
terminacy has been a constant preoccupation of critical jurisprudence and poses a fundamental
challenge to traditional international rule of law theory. The indeterminacy of international law
stems mainly from its linguistic indeterminacy, content indeterminacy and substantive indeter-
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minacy. How to understand and overcome the indeterminacy of international law has become a
direction of concern for international jurisprudence in the future. The ideal situation is for inter-
national law to maintain its flexibility in practice and play a positive role in the settlement of in-
ternational affairs, while endeavouring to avoid the risk of abuse due to vagueness and indeter-
minacy. How to achieve a balance between the two is perhaps the direction that the academic
community should consider when constructing a new theory of the international rule of law. It is
now widely recognised that the concept of a “community of interpretation” can be used to address
the problem of uncertainty in international law.
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