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INTERNATIONAL IMPACT OF TREATIES IN TIMES OF WAR

The article examines the international impact of treaties in wartime as one
of the key factors in shaping the modern system of international relations and legal
regulation. It analyzes the main international legal acts, in particular the UN Charter,
the Geneva Conventions, and their Additional Protocols, which establish basic
standards for the protection of human rights and the conduct of military operations.
Particular attention is paid to contemporary challenges related to the armed
aggression of the russian federation against Ukraine, which has brought to the fore
the issue of the effectiveness of international treaties and their real impact on ensuring
international security.

The mechanisms for the application of international treaties in wartime are
considered, in particular their role in regulating the status of prisoners of war,
protecting the civilian population, and limiting the means and methods of warfare.
The problems of fulfilling international obligations related to the selective approach
of states to the implementation of international humanitarian law norms are analyzed,
as well as the difficulties of ensuring control over the implementation of these norms
in the real conditions of armed conflicts.

Particular attention is paid to the legal aspects of state responsibility for violations
of international treaties in wartime. The role of the International Criminal Court
and other international institutions in bringing to justice those guilty of war crimes,
crimes against humanity, and acts of aggression is examined. The need to strengthen
mechanisms for enforcing international obligations, including sanctions regimes
and international isolation of violator states, is emphasized.
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The article also highlights the importance of international treaties for Ukraine
in the context of armed aggression. It emphasizes the importance of harmonizing
national legislation with international law, the effective use of international legal
instruments in diplomatic and judicial practice, and the expansion of cooperation
with the EU and NATO in the field of security and defense.

It concludes that international treaties in wartime serve a dual function: on
the one hand, they are a basic legal guideline for states, and on the other, they
require improvement of implementation and control mechanisms. This is particularly
relevant for modern Ukraine, which serves as an example of how international legal
norms can be a practical tool for protecting statehood and human rights in conditions
of armed aggression.

Key words: international treaties, wartime, international humanitarian law,
international security, state responsibility, Ukraine.

BbaGapuubkuii O. B., IrnareeBa A. 1., Kpinak P. O. Mixknapoauuii Brjius
JAOTOBOPIB y YacH BiliHH

VY crarTi JoCHiKy€eThCs MIKHAPOIHUI BIJIMB JIOTOBOPIB B YMOBAaX BOEHHOTO
qacy AK OJIMH 13 KJIIFOYOBUX YMHHUKIB (DOPMYBaHHS CYy4aCHOI CUCTEMHU MIKHAPOIHUX
BiTHOCHH 1 IIPABOBOT'0 PETY/IIOBaHHS. AHANII3YIOTHCS OCHOBHI MXKHAPOAHO-TIPABOBi
akth, 30kpema Craryt OOH, XKeneBcbki KoHBeHIIT Ta ixHi J[omaTkoBI IPOTOKOINH,
SIKI BCTAQHOBITIOIOTH 0a30Bi CTaHAAPTH 3aXUCTy MpPaB JIIOAWHH Ta BEACHHSI BOCHHUX
niit. OcoOnuBa yBara NpUAISETbCS CydaCHUM BUKJIMKAM, MOB'SI3aHUM 13 30pOHHOI0
arpeciero pociiicpkoi (eneparii mpoTu YKpaiHu, IO MOCTaBHJIA Ha TOPSJIOK JIeH-
HUH TUTaHHS ePEKTUBHOCTI JTiT MDKHAPOTHUX JIOTOBOPIB Ta iX pealbHOrO BILTUBY Ha
3a0e3MeYeHHS MIXKHAPOIHOT OC3MEeKH.

Po3ristHyTO MeXaHi3MHU 3aCTOCYBAaHHS MIKHApOAHUX JOTOBOPIB Y BOEHHHH Hac,
30KpeMa iXHIO pOJib Y PETYNIOBAHHI CTaTycy BiICHKOBOIIOJIOHEHUX, 3aXHCTY LIUBIIb-
HOTO HACEJIEHHs Ta OOMEXEHHS 3ac00iB 1 METOMIB BEACHHS BiMHU. AHaNi3yHOThCS
mpobiemMu peanizaiii MiKHapOAHUX 3000B'A3aHb, MOB'SI3aHI 3 BHOIPKOBUM MiJIXO-
JIOM JIeprKaB JI0 iIMIUIEMEHTallii HOpM MD>KHapOJHOTO I'yMaHITapHOTO MPaBa, a TAKoXK
TPYIOHOII 3a0e3eUeHHs] KOHTPOIIO 32 BUKOHAHHSAM [UX HOPM y PealbHUX YMOBaX
30pOHMHUX KOH(TIKTIB.

OxkpeMy yBary TpPHIUICHO TPaBOBHUM AacIEKTaM BIIMOBITATBLHOCTI JIep)KaB 3a
MOPYIICHHS MIXKHAPOJHUX JIOTOBOPIB Y BOEHHUH 4ac. JlociimKyeThest poib MikHa-
POIHOTO KPUMIHAJIBHOTO CYy Ta IHITUX MKHAPOJHHUX IHCTUTYIIH Y IPUTATHEHHI 10
BiJINIOBITAIBHOCTI 0Ci0, BAHHUX y BOEHHUX 3JI0YMHAX, 3JIOYMHAX MPOTHU JFOISHOCTI
Ta akTax arpecii. Haromomryerscsi Ha He0OXiTHOCTI MOCUJICHHS MEXaH13MiB IPUMYCY
JI0 BUKOHAHHS MDKHapOAHUX 3000B's13aHb, BKIIIOUAIOYN CAHKIIHHI PEKUMHU Ta MiX-
HaApOJIHY 130JIALII0 AeprKaB-IIOPYLTHHKIB.

YV cTarTi TakoK BUCBITJIIOETHCS 3HAUEHHS MIDKHAPOAHUX JIOTOBOPIB JUIs YKpaiHU
B YMOBax 30poiiHOi arpecii. [TligkpectoeTbesl BaXKIIHBICTh TapMOHI3aIliil HAIliOHAb-
HOTO 3aKOHOJIABCTBA 13 MIKHAPOIHUM IPABOM, €()EKTHBHOTO BUKOPUCTAHHS MiXKHa-
POIHO-TIPABOBHUX THCTPYMEHTIB Y JUILIOMATHYHIH 1 CyTOBIM MPAKTHUII, & TAKOXK PO3-
mmmpenHs crisnpaii 3 €C 1 HATO y cdepi 6e3nexu Ta 000poHH.

3po0iieHO BUCHOBOK, 110 MIKHAPOJIHI JIOTOBOPH B yMOBaX BOEHHOTO Yacy BHKO-
HYIOTh TIOZABIMHY (QYHKIIIIO: 3 OMHOTO OOKY, BOHH € 0a30BHM ITPABOBUM OPI€HTH-
pPOM IS IepIKaB, a 3 1HIIOTO — MOTPEOYIOTh YIOCKOHAIICHHS MEXaHi3MiB peaizarii
Ta KOHTpoIIo. Lle 0cobnuBoO aKkTyanbHO ISt CydacHOi YKpaiHHM, sKa BUCTYIA€ MpH-
KJIQJIOM TOTO, SIK MIXKHAPOAHO-TIPABOBI HOPMU MOXYTh OyTH MPaKTUYHUM IHCTpY-
MEHTOM 3aXHUCTy JIeP>KaBHOCTI Ta MpaB JIIOAWHU B yMOBaxX 30poiHOI arpecii.

Knrouosi cnoea: mixcHapooni 002080pu, B0EHHULL 4ac, MIHCHAPOOHE 2YMAHI-
mapme npaeo, MidxcHapooua be3nexa, 6i0nosioanbHicms depxcas, Ykpaina.




ISSN 2078-3736 (Print), ISSN 2664-620X (Online)

Introduction. International treaties are the foundation of the modern system of international
relations and a decisive factor in regulating and suppressing military actions. Their importance
is particularly heightened during armed conflicts, when it is necessary to minimize the suffering
of the civilian population, ensure compliance with basic humanitarian standards, and attempt to
resolve international conflicts through treaties. The first international treaties, which later became
the model and basis for any modern treaty, were: the Geneva Conventions and their Additional
Protocols, which establish rules for the protection of the wounded, prisoners of war, and civilians;
the Hague Conventions; the 1954 Hague Convention for the Protection of Cultural Property; and
the 1998 Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court.

At the same time, the example of the Russian Federation's current war against Ukraine
shows us that the existing treaty framework has limited effectiveness: numerous war crimes, mass
attacks on civilian targets, forced deportation of the population, and destruction of cultural heritage
testify to the direct disregard of all previously established treaties, from the IHL to the Budapest
Memorandum, in which the aggressor state, along with other states, assumed a list of obligations.
This poses a challenge for the scientific and practical community to find ways to strengthen the
control and effectiveness of international treaties and adapt them to new forms of warfare.

The problem of regulating warfare through international treaties is one of the most pressing
issues in contemporary international legal science and practice. The experience of the 20th and
21st centuries shows that armed conflicts, especially large-scale ones, lead to serious humanitarian
consequences and necessitate clear legal mechanisms to limit violence. International treaties play
a key role in this process, as they define not only the framework for the behavior of states, but also
the mechanisms for accountability and protection of the civilian population. (For example, the
Geneva Conventions and their Additional Protocols remain the fundamental documents that form
the system of international humanitarian law. They enshrine the principles of humanity in war, limit
the use of force, and define the rights and obligations of the military and the civilian population.
In addition, agreements on the prohibition of chemical weapons, anti-personnel mines, and cluster
munitions demonstrate the evolution of international law towards the “humanization of war.”)

Analysis of recent studies and publications. Recently, the topic of international treaties
in wartime has received significant scientific development in various works by both foreign and
Ukrainian researchers. Foreign authors, in particular M. Sassoli [8], A. Clapham [3], and A. Rob-
erts [6], focus on the problems of adapting international humanitarian law to modern realities,
especially to asymmetric and hybrid conflicts. The provisions of conventions on international
humanitarian law that we are accustomed to are now outdated. Now it is necessary to introduce
new regulatory and legal acts, according to which certain groups of persons can be held accounta-
ble for certain acts of cyber terrorism (e.g., hacker attacks on energy infrastructure). From Ukrain-
ian researchers: V. Kysil (2020) [16] examines the legal nature of international humanitarian law
and its implementation in Ukrainian legislation; H. Sytnik (2021) [18] analyzes Ukraine's national
security through the prism of international obligations; V. Hutsal (2022) examines the problems of
countering information aggression in the context of hybrid warfare.

The United Nations has repeatedly emphasized in its resolutions the obligation of all parties
to conflicts to comply with international treaties (for example, UN General Assembly resolutions
on Ukraine 2022-2024) [11]. The International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) regularly pub-
lishes analyses of the application of the Geneva Conventions [5], emphasizing their universality
and relevance even in modern warfare. In practical terms, NATO documents (Allied Joint Doctrine
for the Conduct of Operations, 2022) [1] play an important role in demonstrating the integration of
humanitarian norms into military management standards. Together, these studies form the basis for
the analysis of international treaties, some of which only propose and highlight, but do not solve
all the problems faced by the world community in times of war.

At the same time, recent practice demonstrates significant challenges for the treaty system in
times of armed conflict. Hybrid and information wars, cyber operations, and the actions of private
military companies significantly complicate the implementation of treaty norms. In the context
of the Russian Federation's aggression against Ukraine in 2022, these challenges have become
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extremely apparent. They include violations of humanitarian law, difficulties in ensuring interna-
tional accountability, and the limited capabilities of international enforcement mechanisms.

Purpose. The purpose of this work is to conduct a comprehensive study of the international
impact of treaties in wartime, analyze their significance and mechanisms for protecting the civil-
ian population, assess the effectiveness of treaty implementation in contemporary conflicts, ana-
lyze international responsibility for violations of norms, and determine their significance for legal
activity in the military sphere. Achieving this goal involves revealing the historical development
of international treaties, analyzing their application in modern conditions, identifying the main
problems of implementation, and outlining prospects for their improvement.

The work uses methods of dogmatic and comparative analysis of legal acts, as well as a
review of practical reports from international organizations such as the UN, ICC, ICRC, OSCE,
and NATO.

Presentation of the main material. International treaties have always been the foundation
for maintaining law and order in the world, especially in times of military conflict. They serve not
only as legal documents establishing rules of conduct for states, but also as political and security
guarantees that determine the balance of power in international relations. Armed conflicts of the
20th and 21st centuries have proven that the absence of clearly established agreements or their vio-
lation leads to catastrophic consequences for the military and civilian populations. That is why the
international community has created a complex system of norms known as international humani-
tarian law (IHL).

The foundation of this system was laid by the 1949 Geneva Conventions [5] and their Addi-
tional Protocols, which became universal documents in the field of protecting victims of war. They
enshrined the basic principle that even in war there are limits to what is permissible. The Conven-
tions guarantee the protection of civilians, medical personnel, and prisoners of war, prohibit torture
and indiscriminate attacks, and provide for accountability for war crimes. For military lawyers,
these provisions are not only abstract norms but also practical guidelines for documenting viola-
tions and preparing evidence for international courts.

In the context of the current russian-ukrainian war, the Geneva Conventions [5] have taken
on exceptional importance. Mass shelling of civilian targets, torture of prisoners of war, and forced
displacement of civilians are direct violations of IHL. These crimes are carefully documented by
Ukrainian military lawyers, which allows for the formation of a legal basis for international con-
demnation of the aggressor's actions.

However, international treaties in which Ukraine participates are not limited to the human-
itarian sphere. They cover issues of nuclear safety, territorial integrity, use of natural resources,
space, and arms control. Thus, in 1967, at the height of the Cold War, with the increasing growth of
threats on land and in the air, a threat began to emerge from space. Therefore, a decision was made
to develop and subsequently sign the “Treaty on Principles Governing the Activities of States in
the Exploration and Use of Outer Space, including the Moon and Other Celestial Bodies.” [14] It
prohibits the placement of weapons of mass destruction in space. Its goal is to preserve space as
a peaceful environment. However, current challenges show that aggressor countries (in particular
russia) can use space technology for military purposes, including reconnaissance and navigation.
For Ukraine, this is relevant in terms of cooperation with NATO and participation in joint space
programs. Also, in light of recent news from open sources and the media, Russia, seemingly “for-
getting” about this treaty, directly declares its intentions to deploy weapons of mass destruction in
space. This fact proves once again that treaties do not exist for this state.

Regional agreements also play a significant role. One example is the Grain Agreement con-
cluded by Ukraine [15], the UN, and Turkey in 2022, which made it possible to continue food
exports even during active hostilities and prevented a global food crisis in a number of countries.
Despite its temporary nature and subsequent violation, this precedent demonstrated the potential
of international agreements as instruments of stabilization even in the most difficult conditions.

Modern treaties perform several key functions: they legitimize the actions of states in the
international arena, protect civilians and prisoners of war, lay the groundwork for integration
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processes, and form the basis for bringing war criminals to justice. However, the effectiveness of
these treaties depends on the willingness of international organizations and alliances to ensure their
implementation.

The aspect of international legitimacy deserves special attention. It is treaties that create
the basis for the official assessment of the actions of the parties to the conflict. Thus, Russia's
aggression against Ukraine is defined as an act of aggression under the UN Charter [2], violating
the fundamental principles of international law — the prohibition of the use of force against the
territorial integrity and political independence of states, as well as the previously concluded Buda-
pest Memorandum [17]. This allows Ukraine to appeal to international legal mechanisms, demand
sanctions, seek military assistance, and legally justify the recognition of Russia as an aggressor
state in international courts.

International agreements continue to have a significant impact on integration processes.
Although Ukraine is not a member of NATO or the EU, it participates in a number of agreements
that provide military assistance, joint training, and modernization of the Armed Forces. Agree-
ments on the standardisation of weapons, the exchange of intelligence and the training of military
personnel ensure the gradual approximation of the Ukrainian army to Alliance standards, strength-
ening the country's defence capabilities and international authority.

However, modern challenges — in particular hybrid warfare, information campaigns, and
cyber operations — remain outside the scope of traditional international treaties. This requires a
review of the international legal framework and its adaptation to new forms of conflict. In this
context, initiatives such as the Tallinn Manual [9], which, although not a treaty, offers recommen-
dations on the application of international law in cyberspace, are of particular importance. This
demonstrates its gradual development towards adaptation to the latest challenges, but it is used as
a practical guideline in the field of cybersecurity.

In the military-legal sphere, international treaties perform several key functions: they pro-
tect civilians and prisoners of war, form the basis for bringing war criminals to justice, strengthen
integration into the international security system, and legitimize the actions of states in the inter-
national arena. At the same time, their effectiveness directly depends on the willingness of inter-
national organizations and states to ensure their compliance. Lawyers who are fluent in English
and specialize in international law are able not only to represent Ukraine's interests in international
courts, but also to participate in the development of new agreements, adapt national legislation to
international standards, and provide evidence for the prosecution of war criminals.

Conclusions. Analysis of international treaties as instruments for regulating relations in
the field of security and law confirms their key role in maintaining international law and order,
especially in conditions of armed conflict. From the Geneva Conventions [5], which became the
foundation of modern international treaties, to the latest agreements aimed at regulating nuclear
and space security. A common idea can be traced: even in the harshest conditions of war, there are
limits to what is permissible, and the protection of human life and respect for the sovereignty of
states remain a priority.

At the same time, Ukraine's experience has shown that the formal existence of international
agreements does not always guarantee their implementation. Examples of gross violations of the
Budapest Memorandum [17], a series of ukrainian-russian treaties, and obligations under the UN
Charter [2] have confirmed the crisis of enforcement mechanisms in international treaties. These
events undermine confidence in the international system of guarantees and demonstrate the need to
create more effective instruments of accountability for violator states.

The current russian-ukrainian conflict is of particular importance, as it has demonstrated
both the effectiveness of treaties in documenting crimes and their limitations in preventing aggres-
sion. Ukraine's practice of recording violations of international treaties sets a precedent for the
international accountability of the aggressor, but at the same time highlights the weakness of the
global security system, where the mere existence of treaties does not stop crimes.

In this context, a promising direction is to strengthen Ukraine's integration into collective
security systems, such as NATO and the EU, which allows compensating for the lack of individual
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guarantees with international alliance mechanisms. In addition, the development of new areas of
law — in particular, cybersecurity and information operations — requires the adaptation of the exist-
ing treaty base and the formation of flexible instruments to respond to hybrid threats.

Therefore, international treaties remain an indispensable mechanism for legitimising the
actions of states, protecting civilians and military personnel, integrating into global security struc-
tures, and bringing aggressors to justice. However, their effectiveness directly depends on the polit-
ical will of states, the determination of international organisations, and the ability to adapt to new
challenges. For Ukraine, this means a double task: on the one hand, to make maximum use of exist-
ing legal mechanisms to protect its interests, and on the other, to actively influence the reform of
international law, forming a new security architecture that takes into account the lessons of today.
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