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[ Abstract] In the course of interaction with intellectual property system, the concept of sav-
ing seed, used to be the farmers’ convention which originated from the traditional agricultural pro-
duction, has become a legal right in the Unite States. Though the specific property of the seeds has
limited the function of the intellectual property system, yet the practice of establishing license agree-
ment by seed enterprises has almost blocked the farmers’ convention of saving seeds. When farmers
expected some intervention through state legislation in prohibiting seed purchase agreement, they
only find that the proposed bill is potentially in conflict with constitutional provisions. A proper han-
dling of the conflict between the farmers’ right to saving seeds and intellectual property right should
be examined within the framework of the whole legal system. As far as China is concerned, it is
necessary to regulate properly farmers’ convention of ‘saving seed, update theory of intellectual

property right in agricultural field and improve relevant legal norms and systems.
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[ Abstract]  The interpretation of treaties is a significant issue in international law. The tra-
ditional rules of treaty interpretation are embodied in Articles 31 to 33 of the Vienna Convention on
the Law of Treaty(1969). As a multilateral treaty with marked features, the UN Charter’ s interpre-
tation has prompted some further developments of the traditional rules of treaty interpretation. These
new developments mainly include the following three aspects. First, the creation of new methods of
interpretation such as implied powers, the subsequent practices of the UN organs, etc. Secondly,
when applied to the UN Charter, various traditional methods of treaty interpretation differ from the
general treaty interpretation in terms of their relationships and status. And thirdly, the issue of rela-
tionships between the interpretation and modification and between the interpretation and the estab-
lishment of new rules as existed in treaty interpretation is reflected sharply in the UN Charter’s in-
ierpretations. Basically, these developments and features result from the uniqueness of the Charter.
The interpretation of the UN Charter has enriched and promoted traditional theories and practices of
treaty interpretation, provided us with a brand — new approach to treaty interpretation and broadened

the area of ireaty interpretation in contemporary international law studies as well.
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