and
for regulating the cessation of hostilities, or it is to include arti
of surrender, or the vital conditions upon which peace proposals will
entertained, are matters also for the determination of the combatantse-or

depend, rather, on the will and dictation of the victorious belligerent.*l/

The history of the last 100 years reveals many examples of armistices
which imposed severe terus uwpon the losing belligerent, The Armistice

The terms imposed upon Germany by the Armistice of November 11, 1918,
are well knom, They included the evacuation of invaded and certain other
territories, the surrender of specified war material, the delivery of certain
anounts of rolling stock and other equipment, the repatriation without
reciprocity of Allied prisoners of war, the surrender of all submarines as

la/ Phillipson, op cit. supra. pp. 66-70.




as & number of surface vessels of war, the repatriation without reci-

mwa.nmum:.m.:uemu-,mmmm
of all aireraft, and the evacuation of several ports.
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case of the observance of its terms, to render it practically

for Germany to resume formidable cperations against its enemies,
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held. Wearly every treaty of peace confers advantages on ome side,
and imposes disadvantages om the other, That is the fundamental

nature of the transaction., If peace negotiation is not an actual

extension, in another plane of conflict, of the military operations
umu.mm,nunmm;mnum«,u
cannot possibly be considered as being immme
pressure. There is not and camnot be any legal principle
amwummtumlmmnuau

his terms are not acceptedj for the party knows full well what
will happen if the negotiations fail,

lawrence agrees with this principle and states:

s
/
H

"lost treatics of peace are made by the vanquished state under
duress; but there would be an end of all stability in intere
naticnal affairs 4if it were free tor its engagements
on that account whenmever it thought fit."

liyde confirms this view in the following words:

"The motives which compel a State as a whole to exercise its
Mmhnﬁamuhwam.
are not deemed to affect the validity of the agreement.

the desire to end a war, the contimuation of which threatens
disaster to an unsuccessful belligerent, may induce it to agree
to burdensome terms of peace. The validity of the agreement is
not impaired by the reasons which acquiescence. Such
appears to be accepted doctrine,”

o 162
befksiplis of Toternstional law, (1923), 5- 303
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