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PEACE TREATIES AS SOURCES 
OF INTERNATIONAL LAW

This article discusses the position of peace treaties within 
the system of international law. The article includes analysis of 
terms “peace treaty” and “peace agreement” in the context of 
international agreements treated as one of the major sources of 
international law (currently an international agreement is the 
most commonly used instrument for creating norms of inter-
national law). The authors believe that the topic itself, as well 
as the approach proposed by them deserve broader discussion.

A peace agreement (peace treaty) is an international 
agreement concluded by the fighting parties, which aims for 
the final and lasting conclusion of the armed conflict, the 
establishment of peace and the restoration of normal relations 
between the parties. Peace treaties might be concluded by 
states, as well as by other entities of international law.

The question of the modern peace treaties and their role in 
the system of international law should be treated with great 
attention as there are several armed conflicts ongoing around 
the world. In many cases, peace talks are conducted in parallel 
to the actual fights, with strong support of international 
community. Knowledge about the position of peace treaties as 
sources of international law is important in the process of 
implementation and execution of contemporary and possible 
future peace treaties. 

The article discusses several types of most common 
contemporary peace agreements, including both those quali-
fied as 'proper' international agreements as well as other 
agreements that could not be treated as sources of international 
law (e.g. intra-state agreements between political parties). The 
authors conclude that that the factor that makes it possible to 
qualify particular international agreement as a peace treaty is 
the aim of final and lasting conclusion of the armed conflict, 
establishment of peace and the restoration of normal relations 
between the parties. 
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1. Introduction
International law is a very specific legal system. A system that does not have elements 

characteristic for other legal orders – catalogue of sources of law, clear rules of law making, 
hierarchical ordering of norms constituting a given system and apparatus of coercion 

1enabling effective enforcement of established laws.  Due to the lack of the above-
mentioned elements defining the legal system, the key issue of international law is to 
determine whether a given norm is in fact a norm of international law. The thing that in 
most legal systems is not a matter of attention of lawyers (primarily due to the existence of 
a specific catalogue of sources of law and rules how to create norms) in case of interna-
tional law it becomes a sine qua non condition for further consideration. The norm of 
international law will always be only the norm which states – the sovereign subjects of this 
system – recognize as law.

2
As David Kennedy wrote,  the debate about sources of international law usually 

revolves around the four classical sources contained in Article 38 of the Statute of the 
International Court of Justice. This article is treated as a popular catalogue of sources of 
international law and as such is the starting point for most of the considerations in this 

3
topic.  Importantly, Article 38 of the Statute of the ICJ is not an universally binding cata-
logue. In theoretical considerations it is only ancillary in nature, as it is addressed to the 
Tribunal, indicating which sources of international law should be taken into account when 
resolving cases. These sources, according to Article 38 of the Statute of the ICJ are: first – 
international conventions; secondly, international custom; thirdly – general principles of 
law recognized by civilized nations; and fourthly – as an auxiliary means of establishing 
norms of law – court judgments and opinions of the best experts in public law of different 

4
nations.  It should be noted that the ICJ itself in its case-law emphasized the importance of 

5Article 38 of the Statute as a starting point for considering sources of international law.  At 
the same time it should be noted that among the sources of law indicated in Article 38 of the 
ICJ Statute there are no sources such as unilateral acts of states and international organiza-

6
tions.  Although in international law the sources of law are not hierarchical, it's a common 
opinion among international lawyers to recognize international agreements and interna-
tional customs as the main and most important sources of law. As W. Czapliński and 
A. Wyrozumska wrote, 'formally sources are of equal importance in international law. 
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1See Czapliński W., Wyrozumska A., Sędzia krajowy wobec prawa międzynarodowego, Warszawa, 
2001. P. 11-12.

2See Kennedy D., The Sources of International Law, American University Journal of International Law 
and Policy, vol. 2/1987. P. 1.

3Kennedy D., op. cit. P. 2.
4See Czapliński W., Wyrozumska A., Sędzia… P. 12.
5See ICJ Judgement on Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Gulf of Maine Area, ICJ Reports 

1984. P. 48.
6See Czapliński W., Wyrozumska A., Sędzia... P. 19.
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However, it is necessary to take into account the specificity of the sources. This specificity 
suggests the need for a different treatment of general principles of law, because their main 
function is to fill a gap in customary law or in an international agreement, so they are 
subordinate (subsidiary) to agreement and custom. This means that in the event of a 
conflict between an agreement and a general rule of law, the (explicit) contractual norm 

7
will prevail.'

2. International agreements
Currently an international agreement is the most commonly used instrument for creating 

8
norms of international law.  The increase in the significance of international agreements in the 
last hundred years is most often associated with the intensive development of international 
relations and the requirement for specificity and detail in the regulation of new problems, to 

9which common law often does not apply.  An international agreement, like other concepts in 
the field of international law, has no single, precise and immutable definition. In the literature, 
it is usually assumed that an international agreement is a joint statement of will of two or more 
entities of international law, which produces legal effects (creates rights and obligations) in 

10
the area of i  nternational law.  The term 'international agreement' is the broadest concept, 
including terms used in practice and theory of international law, such as treaty, agreement, 

11
protocol, pact, convention, statute.  The use of one of the abovementioned terms in practice 
usually depends on the type of international agreement being concluded, but this distinction 

12
has no legal significance.  The terms 'treaty', 'agreement', 'pact' or 'convention' are commonly 
used for international agreements of any content and purpose. "Protocol" is the name most 
commonly used for international agreements which are designed to amend or supplement 

 
earlier agreements. The "statute" is usually called international agreements on the basis of 
which international organizations or institutions are created. As G. Schwarzenberg rightly 
pointed out, treaties, conventions, agreements, protocols and other terms for international 
agreements should be treated as synonyms, since all of them mean the same – a harmonized 

13 
agreement under international law.  It should be noted, however, that attempts were made in 
the literature to differentiate or even evaluate international agreements depending on the 

14name given to them, but gained no broad support.
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7Czapliński W., Wyrozumska A., Sędzia... P. 19.
8See Frankowska M., Umowy międzynarodowe. Wprowadzenie do prawa traktatów, Warszawa, 1972. P. 10.
9See Frankowska M., Prawo traktatów, Warszawa, 1997. P. 14.
10See Frankowska M., Prawo… P. 35 and Franowska M., Umowy... P. 30, Czapliński W., Wyrozumska A., 

Prawo międzynarodowe publiczne. Zagadnienia systemowe, Warszawa, 2004 P. 33; Sozański J., Prawo 
traktatów, Poznań, 2008. P. 39 oraz Doktór-Bindas K., Zasada przestrzegania prawa międzynarodowego in 
Dudek D. (ed.), Zasady ustroju III Rzeczypospolitej Polskiej, Warszawa, 2009. P. 332.

11See. Brandon M., Analysis of the Terms “Treaty” And “International Agreement” for Purposes of Rions Charter 
registration Under Article 102 of the United Nations Charter, American Journal of International Law, vol 47 (1953). P. 49-69.

12See. Brandon M., op. cit. P. 56.
13See Schwarzenberg G., A Manual of International Law, London, 1967. P. 151.
14See Gamble Jr J., Multilateral Treaties: the Significance of the Name of the Instrument, California Western 

International Law Journal vol. 10/1980. P. 1-24 and Myers D., The Names and Scopes of Treaties, AJIL, vol. 51 
(1957). P. 574-605. Statistics presented in the mentioned papers regarding the number of international agreements 
concluded in the world using specific names (treaty, agreement, convention, etc.) can be treated only as curiosity.
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The rapid development of international agreements in the 20th century has revealed the 
need to codify the law of treaties. As a result, the Vienna Convention on the Law of  Trea-

15 
ties of 1969  was created (hereinafter VCLT). For the purposes of the VCLT, the following 
definition of an international agreement (treaty) has been adopted: an international 
agreement concluded between States in written form and governed by international law, 
whether embodied in a single instrument or in two or more related instruments and what-
ever its particular designation (Article 2 VCLT). As one can see, the definition from the 
VCLT addresses three aspects of agreements that can be called an international agreement - 
the subjective aspect (specification of the parties to the agreement), the formal aspect 
(written form) and the objective aspect (the content of the agreement subject to interna-

16 tional law). This definition narrows the concept of international agreement to written 
agreements concluded only between states, excluding the application of the VCLT to other 
types of international agreements. Of course, the definition contained in the VCLT has only 
an auxiliary use in theoretical works, because its binding power is limited only to the States 
Parties to the VCLT. To sum up, for the purpose of further considerations in this paper the 
following definition of international agreement has been adopted – it is a consistent 
statement of will of two or more subjects of international law shaping the rights and obliga-
tions of the parties in the field of international law, expressed in writing.

3. Definition of a peace treaty
There are various definitions of peace agreements and peace treaties in the literature. 

Ch. Bell defines peace agreements very broadly: 'Peace agreements are documents 
produced after discussion with some or all of the conflict's protagonists, that address 

17 
military violent conflict with a view to ending it'. This definition, as the author admits, 
includes not only legally binding agreements – acts resulting from the agreement of the 

18
parties, but also UN Security Council resolutions aimed at ending the armed conflict.  J. 
Kreutz defines a peace agreement as follows: 'An agreement concerned with the resolution 
of the incompatibility signed and/or publicly accepted by all, or the main, actors in a 

19
conflict. The agreement should address all, or the central, issues of contention.'  Unfortu-
nately, this definition lacks the legal aspect of the peace agreement, so it is definitely 

20
insufficient.  The definition given by L. Vinjamuri and A. Boesenecker is more precise – a 
peace agreement is 'a formalised legal agreement between two or more hostile parties – 
either two states, or between a state and an armed belligerent group (sub-state or non-state) 
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15Vienna Convention on the Law of  Treaties of 23 May 1969, United Nations Treaty Series No. 18232.
16See Corten O., Klein P., The Vienna Conventions on the Law of Treaties: A Commentary, Oxford, 2000. 

P. 35.
17Bell Ch., On the Law… P. 53. The same definition used in Bell Ch., O'Rourke C., Peace Agreements or 

Pieces of Paper? The Impact of UNSC Resolution 1325 on Peace Processes and Their Agreements, 
International & Comparative Law Quarterly, vol. 59 (2010). P. 950.

18Ch. Bell provides example of the UN Security Council Resolution 1244 of 10 June 1999 (S/RES/1244 
(1999) on the ending of the conflict on Kosovo, see Bell Ch., On the Law… P. 53.

19Kreutz J., How and when armed conflicts end: Introducing the UCDP Conflict Termination dataset, 
Journal of Peace Research vol. 47(2010). P. 245.
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– that formally ends a war or armed conflict and sets forth terms that all parties are obliged 
20to obey in the future.'  This definition also has some disadvantages (such as tautological 

expression 'war or armed conflic'"), but what is important, the definition presented by 
Vinjamuri and Boesenecker contains important elements necessary to explain the concept 
of a peace agreement. A disadvantage, however, of the above definition is still the insuffi-
cient definition of the legal status of peace agreements (peace treaties). From an interna-
tional law perspective this is a key issue. A peace treaty should in principle be an interna-
tional agreement. Since it is concluded by subjects of international law (regardless of 
whether they are states or other entities having treaty capacity) and is intended to regulate 
their rights and obligations, the conditions necessary for recognition of peace agreements 
as international agreements are fulfilled. J. Kleffner suggests the following definition: 
'Peace treaties are agreements between parties to an armed conflict which end war or an 
armed conflict between them' and adds that 'Peace treaties are agreements concluded 
between the parties to an armed conflict that end the state of war or the armed conflict 
between them […] peace treaties stricto sensu are agreements concluded between belliger-

21ent States in written form and governed by international law.'  The disadvantage of this 
definition is the functional limitation of peace agreements to end the state of war between 
its parties. However, peace is something more than just a lack of war. The aim of the peace 
treaty should not only be to end the state of war between the parties, but also to establish 
normal or even friendly relations between the former belligerents.

The above considerations lead to the construction of a new, full definition of a peace 
agreement (peace treaty):

· A peace agreement (peace treaty) is an international agreement concluded by the 
fighting parties, which aims for the final and lasting conclusion of the armed conflict, the 
establishment of peace and the restoration of normal relations between the parties.

�
4. Peace treaty as an international agreement

Following the above approach, any international agreement meeting the criteria set out 
above, regardless of whether its parties are only states or also other entities of international 
law, even those with limited subjectivity, might be called a 'peace treaty' or a 'peace agree-
ment'. J. Kleffner puts this problem a bit differently, which suggests that the name "peace 
treaties" is reserved for agreements concluded between states, and for agreements con-
cluded between states and other entities or agreements which non-states enter into with 

22each other proposes the name "peace agreements".  However, it seems that this distinction 
is not very accurate. Firstly, in practice, agreements between countries often include in the 
name words 'peace agreement' rather than 'peace treaty'. Secondly, the nature of an act is 
not determined by its name, but by its content. Thirdly, agreements concluded by entities 
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20Vinjamuri L., Boesenecker A., Accountability and Peace Agreements Mapping trends from 1980 to 
2006, Geneve, 2007. P. 6.

21Kleffner J., Peace Treaties in Wolfrum R. (ed.), The Max Planck Encyclopedia of Public International 
Law, vol. 8, Oxford, 2012. P. 104-105.

22Zob. Kleffner, J. op. cit. P. 105.
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other than States or by these entities and States may be, under international law, full inter-
national agreements, and thus, from the point of view of law, they will fall into the same 
category as treaties concluded between States, even if they are not (due to the nature of 
their parties) subject to the VCLT regulations. This view is supported by opinions of many 

23
scholars.  Importantly – such regulation is explicitly contained in Article 3 of the VCLT, 
according to which the fact that this Convention does not apply to agreements concluded 
between states and other entities of international law or between such other entities of 
international law does not affect the legal force of such agreements and the application of 
international law norms arising from other sources (e.g. custom). K. Gałka postulates the 
use of the category of peace agreements as a broader concept, which includes all of the 
following: treaties within the meaning of the VCLT, 'international instruments' which are 
not treaties within the meaning of the VCLT, and documents that are not at all acts of 

24international law.
Notwithstanding the foregoing, it should be acknowledged that it may often be difficult 

25to determine the legal status of individual peace agreements.  The particular reason for this 
last problem is the fact that modern wars are often conducted not by states among them-
selves, but by states with entities (structures) of unclear international legal status (guerilla, 
quasi-state separatist organisms, federal states, etc.). Thus, although modern international 
law allows at least partial international subjectivity of such structures as insurgents or 
national liberation movements, and thus grants them the opportunity to be bound by 
international law (above all, it covers norms in the field of humanitarian law, but also 
includes the right to be a party to a peace agreement), however, each case of this type must 
be assessed separately.

If one adopts a purposeful and functional definition of peace agreement as an agree-
ment concluded by the parties to an armed conflict, which, irrespective of its name, aims to 
end the conflict and shape peaceful relations between existing enemies, it can easily be 
seen that such agreements can be qualified a one of two groups of documents: first of all, 
acts which are undoubtedly international agreements (concluded only by states) and acts 
whose legal classification as an international agreement may raise doubts due to the entities 
appearing as parties. In the overwhelming majority of cases, however, this doubt can be 
successfully dispelled. In accordance with Article 3 VCLT, the fact that the VCLT applies 
only to treaties concluded by states with other states and does not affect the existence or 
validity of other international agreements – those concluded between states and other 
entities of international law, and agreements which other entities of international law 
conclude among themselves. The norms of customary treaty law will apply to such agree-

26
ments, and they are mostly identical to those contained in the VCLT.  An interesting aspect 
of the issue discussed here is the situation in which at the beginning of the conflict one (or 
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23E.g. Bell Ch., On the law… P. 128-129 and Frankowska M., Prawo... P. 55.
24See Gałka K., Szczególna ochrona dziecka w porozumieniach pokojowych in Karska E. (ed.) Prawa 

dziecka w prawie międzynarodowym, Warszaw, a 2013. P. 276.
25See Bell Ch., Peace Agreements: their nature and legal status, American Journal of International Law, 

vol. 100/2006. P. 373-412.
26See. Bell Ch., On the Law… P. 129.
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more) of the parties does not have the status of a state, and during the conflict (and as a 
result of its course) its international legal status evolves towards full statehood, which is 
sealed by a peace agreement, under which the legal international subjectivity of the newly 
created state is confirmed and recognized by the other states participating in the conflict. 
According to Ch. Bell that was the case with Bosnia and Herzegovina after the conclusion 

27of the Dayton Agreement of 1995.  However, one should keep in mind that Bosnia and 
Herzegovina declared independence on March 3, 1992, by April it was recognized by 
several dozen countries, and in May that year, under Security Council Resolution 755 

28Bosnia and Herzegovina became a member of the UN.
In practice there are also documents which, although aiming at ending a conflict, are not 

peace agreements. These will most often be intra-state agreements between political forces 
29

of a given country or region, without the features of an international agreement.  Not being 
peace agreements, such documents can be components of the peace process.

The entire category, which comprises of interstate peace agreements (agreements 
whose legal status as a treaty does not raise any doubts), other types of peace agreements 
(e.g. peace agreements, to which non-state actors are parties - belligerent or partisans), but 
also documents with unspecified legal status (as the above mentioned internal acts) may 
collectively be referred to as ius post bellum. This concept is used in the doctrine of interna-
tional law, both Polish and Anglo-Saxon, unfortunately there is no consensus on its con-
tent. C. Mik draws attention to problems in defining the material scope of ius post bellum 
and emphasizes the axiological layer of this concept, by stating that 'in the doctrine of 
international law it is generally recognized that the guiding principle of the period after the 

30conflict is justice.'  The same author notes that comprehensive peace agreements, 
containing provisions related to both the ending of the conflict and the reconstruction of the 
state and creating conditions for peace are of particular importance for the ius post bellum 

31
category.  C. Stahn stresses the need to move away from the idea that peace should be 
restored to the status quo antem, in order to understand the ius post bellum paradigm as a 
necessity to shape a peace agreement that will eliminate the causes of the conflict, and not 

32
just heal its effects.  Considering the above opinions, one should opt for the concept 
according to which ius post bellum is simply a category covering all norms regarding the 
transition from the state of war (armed conflict) to the state of peace. 

Кұқық және мемлекет, № 1-2 (86-87), 2020

27The General Framework Agreement for Peace in Bosnia and Herzegovina  UN document A/50/790 and 
S/1995/999.

28See Bell Ch., Peace… P. 380.
29Example: Ohrid Agreement of 13 August 2001 available at<http://peacemaker.un.org/sites/peacemaker.un.

org/files/MK_010813_Frameword%20Agreement%20%28Orhid%20Agreement%29.pdf>, accessed 19 Dec 2019, 
signed by leaders of Macedonian and Albanian political Parties in North Macedonia (then FYROM).

30Mik C., Kongres wiedeński a współczesne koncepcje ius post bellum in Menkes J. (ed.) Idee normy i 
instytucje Kongresu Wiedeńskiego – 200 lat później - perspektywa międzynarodowa, Warszawa, 2017. P. 249.

31See Mik C.  op. cit. P. 252.
32See Stahn C. ,,'Jus ad bellum', 'jus in bello', 'jus post bellum'? – Rethinking the Conception of the 

Law of Armed Force, European Journal of International Law, vol. 17 (2007). P. 921-943.
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5. Conclusion
To sum up the considerations contained in this article, it should be stated that a peace 

treaty is an international agreement to which both states and other subjects of international 
law can be parties. The factor that makes it possible to qualify particular international 
agreement as a peace treaty is the aim of final and lasting conclusion of the armed conflict, 
establishment of peace and the restoration of normal relations between the parties. This 
includes establishment of normal relationships between them (economic, tourist, cultural, 
etc.). Peace treaties might be concluded by states, as well as by other entities of interna-
tional law. In international practice, however, there are also documents which, despite the 
purpose similar to peace treaties, are not international agreements within the meaning of 
international law (e.g. non-binding political agreements), however such type of non-legal 
documents can't be treated as the source of international law.

Рафал Рыбицкий, PhD, Вроцлав Құқық жоғары мектебі; Бартош Земблиц-
кий, PhD, Вроцлав Экономикалық университеті (Вроцлав, Польша): Бейбіт 
шарттар халықаралық құқықтың қайнар көзі ретінде.

Мақалада бейбіт шарттардың халықаралық құқық жүйесіндегі орны қарастырыла-
ды. Халықаралық құқықтың негізгі қайнар көздерінің бірі ретінде қарастырылатын 
халықаралық келісімдер (қазіргі кезде халықаралық келісім халықаралық құқық 
нормаларын жасау үшін ең жиі қолданылатын құрал болып табылады) аясында 
«бейбіт шарт» жəне «бейбіт келісім» терминдері талданады. Авторлар бұл тақырып, 
сондай-ақ олар ұсынып отырған тəсіл əлдеқайда кең талқылауға лайық деп санайды.

Бейбіт келісім (бейбіт шарт) – бұл соғысушы тараптар жасасқан, қарулы қақтығыс-
ты түпкілікті жəне тұрақты аяқтауға, бейбітшілік орнатуға жəне тараптар арасындағы 
қалыпты қатынастарды қалпына келтіруге бағытталған халықаралық келісім. Бейбіт 
шарттарды мемлекеттер де, халықаралық құқықтың басқа субъектілері де жасай 
алады. Қазіргі заманғы бейбіт шарттар мəселесі жəне олардың халықаралық құқық 
жүйесіндегі рөлі үлкен зейінмен қарастырылуы керек, өйткені əлемде көптеген 
қарулы қақтығыстар бар. Көптеген жағдайларда бейбіт келіссөздер халықаралық 
қоғамдастықтың табанды қолдауы арқасында нақты шайқастармен қатар жүргізіледі. 
Халықаралық құқықтың қайнар көзі ретінде бейбіт шарттардың жағдайын білу қазіргі 
жəне болашақ бейбіт шарттарды іске асыру жəне орындау процесінде маңызды.

Мақалада қазіргі заманғы ең кең тараған бейбіт келісімдердің бірнеше түрі, соның 
ішінде «тиісті» халықаралық келісімдер, сондай-ақ халықаралық құқықтың қайнар 
көзі ретінде таныла алмайтын басқа келісімдер (мысалы, саяси партиялар арасындағы 
мемлекетішілік келісімдер) қарастырылады. Авторлар белгілі бір халықаралық 
келісімді бейбіт шарт ретінде анықтауға мүмкіндік беретін фактор – қарулы қақтығыс-
ты түпкілікті жəне тұрақты аяқтау, бейбітшілік орнату жəне тараптар арасындағы 
қалыпты қатынастарды қалпына келтіру мақсаты болып табылады деген қорытынды-
ға келеді.

Тірек сөздер: халықаралық құқық; халықаралық жария құқық; халықаралық келісім; 
бейбітшілік; бейбіт шарт; бейбіт келісім; бітімгершілік, құқықтың қайнар көздері; халықа-
ралық құқықтың қайнар көздері; шарттар құқығы.
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Рафал Рыбицкий, PhD, Высшая юридическая школа во Вроцлаве; Бартош 
Земблицкий, PhD, Экономический университет во Вроцлаве (Вроцлав, Поль-
ша): Мирные договоры как источники международного права.

В статье рассматривается место мирных договоров в системе международного 
права. Анализируются термины «мирный договор» и «мирное соглашение» в 
контексте международных соглашений, рассматриваемых как один из основных 
источников международного права (в настоящее время международное соглашение 
является наиболее часто используемым инструментом для создания норм междуна-
родного права). Авторы считают, что данная тема, а также предложенный ими 
подход заслуживают более широкого обсуждения.

Мирное соглашение (мирный договор) это международное соглашение, заклю-
чённое воюющими сторонами, которое направлено на окончательное и прочное 
завершение вооружённого конфликта, установление мира и восстановление нор-
мальных отношений между сторонами. Заключать мирные договоры могут как 
государства, так и другие субъекты международного права. Вопрос современных 
мирных договоров и их роль в системе международного права следует рассматри-
вать с большим вниманием, так как в мире происходит много вооружённых кон-
фликтов. Во многих случаях мирные переговоры ведутся параллельно с реальными 
боями при решительной поддержке международного сообщества. Знание положе-
ния мирных договоров как источников международного права имеет важное значе-
ние в процессе осуществления и исполнения современных и возможных будущих 
мирных договоров.

В статье рассматриваются несколько типов наиболее распространённых совре-
менных мирных соглашений, в том числе те, которые квалифицируются как «соот-
ветствующие» международные соглашения, а также другие соглашения, которые не 
могут рассматриваться как источники международного права (например, внутриго-
сударственные соглашения между политическими партиями). Авторы приходят к 
выводу, что фактором, который позволяет квалифицировать конкретное междуна-
родное соглашение в качестве мирного договора, является цель окончательного и 
прочного завершения вооруженного конфликта, установления мира и восстановле-
ния нормальных отношений между сторонами.

Ключевые слова: международное право, публичное международное право, 
международное соглашение, мир, мирный договор, мирное соглашение, миротвор-
чество, источники права, источники международного права, право договоров.
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НОВЫЕ КНИГИ
Қазіргі заманғы Қазакстандық мемлекеттіліктің қалыптасуы және 
дамуы (куәгерлер көзімен) / Қазақстан Республикасы Тұңгыш Президенті 
— Елбасынын Қоры / Редакциялық алқа: И.И. Рогов (жетекшісі), К.Ә. Мами, 
МБ. Қасымбеков, Т.С. Донақов, В.А. Малиновский, С.Н. Сәбікенов, Е.А. Салтыбаев, 
Б.М. Нұрмұханов. Ңұр-Сұлтан, 2019. — 358 б.

Кітапта Қазақстан Республикасының Түңгыш Президенті – Елбасы 
Н.Э. Назарбаевтың заманауи қазақстандьщ мемлекеттіліктің қалыпта-
суы мен дамуындагы ерен еңбегі және стратегиялъщ рөлі ашып көрсе-
тіледі. Қазақстанның егемендікке ие болуының тарихи процесі, тәу-
елсіздіктің іргетасын құрайтын жекелеген институттардың қалыпта-
суы және олардың одан әрі жетілдірілуі мәселелері талданады.

Авторлар арасында мемлекет пен қогам қайраткерлері, Елбасының 
идея-лары мен тапсырмаларын іске асырып, қазіргі замангы қазақ 
мемлекеттілігінің тиісті салалары және институттарын цұруга елеулі 
үлес қосқан мемлекеттік органдардың басшылары бар.

Кітап саясаткерлер, заң шыгарушылар, галымдар мен барша 
әлеумет ушін пайдалы болады.

Становление и развитие современой казахстанской государ-
ственности (из первых рук) / Фонд Первого Президента Республики 
Казахстан — Елбасы / Редколл.: И.И. Рогов (руководитель), К.А. Мами, 
М.Б. Косымбеков, Т.С. Донаков, В.А. Малиновский, С.Н. Сабикенов, 
Б.М. Нурмуханов. Нур-Султан, 2019. — 358 с.

В книге раскрывается основополагающая и стратегическая роль 
Первого Президента Республики Казахстан – Елбасы Н.А. Назарбаева в 
становлении и развитии современной казахстанской государственнос-
ти. Анализируется исторический процесс обретения Казахстаном 
суверенитета, формирования и дальнейшего совершенствования 
отдельных институтов, составляющих несущие конструкции независи-
мости.

В числе авторов – государственные и общественные деятели, 
руководители государственных органов, которые непосредственно 
работали над воплощением идей и поручений Елбасы в жизнь и внесли 
заметный вклад в создание соответствующих отраслей и институтов 
современной казахстанской государственности.

Книга будет полезна политикам, законодателям, ученым и широкой 
общественности.

66 Кұқық және мемлекет, № 1-2 (86-87), 2020

МЕЖДУНАРОДНОЕ ПРАВО И МЕЖДУНАРОДНЫЕ ОРГАНИЗАЦИИ


	1: 1
	2: 2
	3: 3
	4: 4
	5: 5
	6: 6
	7: 7
	8: 8
	9: 9
	10: 10
	11: 11

