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Under traditional international law, the victorious State could impose to
the defeated States such conditions of peace as is pleased by the former. As a result of the right
to_wage war being permissible under that law, it was also tolerated the status quo post bellum or
uti possidetis, 1.e. recognition of the fait accompli existing at the end of war. In contrast,
through the outlawry of war and the principle of non-use of force, the right to harvest fruits from
victory of armed conflict is not permissible under contemporary international law. However, the
parties to armed conflict can conclude a peace treaty as long as it is not inconsistent with the
principles of international law embodied in the Charter of the United Nations. Under contemporary
international law, peace treaty serves as the condition of peaceful settlement of conflict, such as
reparation, delimitation of disputed territory or punishment of war crimes.
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1 2 “ The Parties confirm that
the state of war between Israel and
Lebanon has been terminated and no
longer exists.”

Masayuki Hiromi, Termination of
International Armed Conflict under
Contemporary International Law
(forthcoming). Part 1. Contemporary
International Law and Termination of
International Armed Conflict, Chapter
3(b)Invalidity of Peace Treaties concluded
under the Coersion of a State by Force
under Contemporary International Law

Part 5. Conclusion

1
Bank Markazi, aka Central
Bank of Iran v. Peterson, 136 S. Ct. 1310
(2016)
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