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1, Oa 7 Deoombor 1917,  the @maral  A88embly adoptad re8olutioa  42/159 entitledt

Parrgra@hr 1 to 18 of the rrrolution rrrd be followat

“1.Q, a 8  arimiaal,  al l  bQt8, method8
aad prautiom ot trraoriua  wborover 6814 by whomav6r ooINnitt6d, including those
whiah joopatdiro trioadly rehtioa8 moag Statm and their eeourity,

‘9, v the 1088 of hunran live8 whioh roeulto from such
l otr of tertoriam,

“3. s tha prrniciour impaUt of aat of iatoraational
torrotb  oa rolatioar  ol oo-operation  rmoag Stat68,  iaoludiag oo-operation
for dmmlo~oat  J

“4. m all Stator to fulfil their obligation8 under
iatrtartioaal  l&w to roftria from otgaairing,  ia8tigatiag,  aaristiag or
pwticip6tAag in totrorirt  l atr ia othrr Stat.8 , or aoguieeaiag  in activities
withia their trrtitoty ditoatad towardr  the oomi88ion If 8Uoh aatsr

“8. U4W ~11 Statea to fulfil th6ir obligations under international
l&w and to t6k6 l ffretiw and reroluto mea8ur68 for the speedy and final
l limia~tioa  of iatatartioaal trrrorhm and, to that end?

“(a,) To prwant tha proparatioa and organilation in their respective
tOrritOrie8,  for oomi88ion  within or outlide thair territories, of terrorist
l ata 6ad 8UbV6raiVe 6ct8 diroctod l gaia8t other State8 and their citisensr

‘l(B) To ensure the apprehenlion and pro8ocution or extradition of
perprtratorr  of torrorbt  aet84

/ . . .
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“(~1 To’sadeavour to conclude special agreements to that effect on a
bilateral, regional and multilateral baei8J

“(9) To co-operate with one another in exchanging relevant information
concerning the prevention and combating of terrorism)

‘*(a) To harmoaiae their domestic legislation with th6 existing
international convention8 on this subject to which they are parties,

“ 6 . m to all State8 that have not ret done 80 to consider
becoming party to the international conventions relating to various aspects of
international terrorism referred to in the preamble to the present resolutioni

0 7 . m all States not to allow any circumstances to obstruct the
application of appropriate law enforcement measures provided for in the
relevant conventions to which they are party to persons who commit acts of
international terrorism covered by those conventionsr

“8. A&g urgaa all States, unilaterally and in co-operation with other
Statee,  as well as relevant United Nstioae organs, to contribute to tke
progressive elimination of the cause8 underlying international terrorism and
to pay special attention to all situations, including colonialism, racism and
situation8 involving ma88 and flagrant violation8 of human right8 and
fundamental freedoms and those involving alien domination and occupation, that
may give rise to international terrorism and may endanger international peace
and eecurityr

“9. Wslcames the efforts undertaken by the International Civil
Aviation Organisation aimed at promoting univereal  acceptance of and strict
compliance with international air-security coaventionr,  and its ongoing work
on a new inetrument for the suppression of unlawful acts of violence at
airport6 s e r v i n g  Snternational  c i v i l  aviationJ

“10. w welm the work undertaken by the Internat?onal Maritime
Organiaatioa on the problem of terrorism on board or againet chips, and the
initiative under way to draft instruments on the suppression of unlawful acts
against the safety of maritime navigation and of fixed platforms on the
Continental BhelfJ

“11. &,ueete the other relevant specialised aqencios and international
organisations, in particular the Universal Postal Union, the World Tourism
Organisation and the International Atomic Energy Agency, within their
respective spheres o f  COmpetenCe, to consider what further measures can
usefully be taken to combat and eliminate terrorism)

“12. Renuesta the Secretary-General to seek the views of Member States
on international terrorism in all its aspects and on ways and means of
combating it, including, Malie, the convening, under the auspices of the
United Nations, of an international conference to deal with international
terrorism in the light of the proposal referred to in the penultim*-‘.e
preambular paragraph of the present resolut4onJ

/ . . .
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“13, Fvrthsr  rw the Secretary-Conoral  to follow up, a8
appropriate, the implementation of the present resolution aud to submit a
report in this roopect to the general Assembly at ite forty-fourth session;

“14. w that nothing in the present resolution could in any way
prejudioo the right to self-determination, freedom and independence, ae
derivd from the Charter of the United Nations, of peoples forcibly deprived
of that right referred to in the Deolaration on Principles of International
Law oonoerning  Friendly Relations and Co-operation among States in accordance
with the Charter of the United Nationr, particularly peoples under colonial
and racirt  rbgimeo and foreign ooaupation or other forms of colonial,
domination, nor, in accordance with the principles  of the Charter and in
oonformity  with t.he above-mentioned Declaration, the right of these peoples to
rtruggle to thir and and to seek and receive support)

“15. DBS~&R  to include the item in the provisional agenda of its
forty-fourth sessi~n.*~

2. In a note verbale dated 31 March 1998, the Secretary-Qeneral invited
Qovernments of Member States to communicate to him views on international terrorism
in all its aspects and on ways and mean8 of combating it, including, iptu,
the oonvening,  under the auspices of the United Nations, of an international
conference to deal with international terrorism.

3. In a letter dated 31 March 1986, the ‘Gegal Counsel also invited specialised
agencies and the International Atomic Energy Agency, a8 well a8 various regional
organirations, to c-unicate  to him any information or other relevant material
deemed to be appropriate for inclusion in the report of the Secretary-Qeneral
roqueeted  under paragraph 13 of resolution 421159.

4. As at 17 August 1989 replies had been received from the Governments of
Botswana, Czechoslovakia, Israel, Mexico, #ongolia, Norway, Saudi Arabia, Spain (on
behalf of the Twelve States Members of the European Community), Sweden, the Syrian
Arab Republic, Turkey, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and the United
Kingdom of Qreat  Britain and Northern Ireland. Replies had also been received from
the International Civil Aviation Organisation, the Universal Postal Union, the
Intoraational  Maritime Orgaaisation, the World Tourism Organisation the the
International  Atomic Energy Agency. A reply had also been received from the
Council of Europe. A communication from the European Parliament transmitting a
resolution on air eafety (19 lday 1998) had also been received, and it is available
in the Codification Division of the O f f i c e  o f  Legal Affairs.

5. The preeent report reproduces the replies received from the abtive-mentioned
Governments and organisations.

6. Any additional replies that are received will be published in addenda to the
present report.



A/44/456 1
English i
Page 7

I

II. REPLIES RECEIVED FROM GOVERNMENTS

BOTSWANA

[Original: English]

[ll November 19881

1. For a very long time now police officers the world over feel uneasy about
discussing terrorism mainly because the political motives always claimed by
terrorists are not considered to be a legitimate subject for police
investigations. Whereas the police have no difficulty in understanding the purely
material motivations of burglars, swindlers and traffickers of every type or the
passions underlying the dramas that occur in peoples' private lives, the irrational
violence of terrorism defies analysis and is beyond the scope of the usual run of
police work.

2. The traditional relatioaship between the policeman and the thief, that is,
that of the hunter and his prey, is completely disrupted where terrorism is
concc:ned  by the appearance of a third aspect: public opinion, which is in fact
the terrorist's primary audience. As public opinion has a symbiotic relationship
with the mass media, it is from the media that the terrorist expects and usually
receives the publicity and coverage without which his activities, despite their
violent nature, would merely be run of the mill news items, making no impact on the
public.

3. Terrorism constitutes a serious challenge to traditional police techniques as
it represents a particularly elaborate and complex form of international crime.
Terrorists pay n? attention to national borders and their extreme mobility means
that the police will have to react much more quickly and, noat importantly, that
they must fully co-operate with the police in other countries. Without
co-operation, the work of the police and other law enforcement agencies will, be
very difficult.

4. Botswana is a peace-loving country and therefore does not have terrorist
activities perpetrated by its own nationals., South Africa, which practises
anartheid policy, launches terrorist attacks against innocent Botswana under the
pretext of destroying ANC activists whom it alleges have bases in this country, an
allegation which is completely false.

5. What is of paramount importance is the exchange of information by the relevant
authorities on terrorist activities and their planned targets throughout the world.

6. The organisation that springs most readily to mind is the International
Criminal Police Organisation - Interpol - whose current dynamic action in the area
of terrorism is carried out within the context of resolutions adopted by its
General Assembly at its sessions held in Luxembourg in 1984 and Washington, D.C. in
1985, respectively.

/ . . .
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CZECHOSLOVAKIA

[Original: English]

[15 June 19891

Letter dated 15 June 1989 from the reoresentatives  of
. . .Czechoslovakaa  and the United Kingdo

.m of Gr& Brxtain
northernedN ion

to the Secretarv-General

[see document A/44/328]

ISRAEL

[Original: English]

111 April 19891

1. The elimination of international terrorism requires effective international
co-operation, including a firm commitment against any form of compromise with
terror. While General Assembly resolution 421159 contains many positive elements,
it has been rendered ineffective by the very sort of appeasement that it should
have sought to prevent. In this respect it constitutes a significant regression
from Assembly resolution 40161.

2. Terrorism - the deliberate and systematic attack on civilians - cannot be
justified under any circumstances: not under the banner of "national liberation"
nor under any other banner. Terrorism remains a crime, whatever its motivation and
purpose.

3. Resolution 42i159 attempts to legitimize and justify terrorism by
distinguishing between "permitted" and "forbidden" terrorism. It also calls for
the convening, under United Nations auspices, of an international conference "to
define terrorism and to differentiate it from the struggle of peoples for national
liberation".

4. It is a cynicai and false distinction that cannot accord with paragraph 1 of
the resolution, which unequivocally condemns as criminal all acts, methods and
practices of terrorism. Such a distinction, and surely any conference called to
promote it, can only serve to undermine international efforts to eliminate
terrorism. Hence it is not surprising that the author of the conference proposal
is one of the world's leading architects of State-.;ponsored and other forms of
terrorism.

/ . . .
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MEXICO

[Original: Spanish]

[15 June 19881

1. Terrorism, whose implications often extend beyond State &orders, has prompted
the international community to adopt a number of measures in an attempt to cope
with it. Such measures have ranged from decisions by international organizations
and the conclusion of multilateral agreements to the establishment of international
mechanisms concerning both co-operation and judicial repression.

2. In this regard, Mexico, wishing to find a more effective solution to the
problem of international terrorism and mindful of the seriousness of that problem
and the continuance of terrorist attacks, has ratified a number of multilateral
instruments, among which the following may be cited:

(a) The 1963 Tokyo Convention on Offences and Certain Other Acts Committed on
Board Aircraft, ratified on 18 March 1969;

(b) The 1970 Hague Convention for the Suppression of Unlawful Seizure of
Aircraft, ratified on 19 July 1972;

(c) The 1971 Montreal Convention for the Suppression of Unlawful Acts against
the Safety of Civil Aviation (Mexico deposited its instrument of accession on
12 September 1974);

(d) The Convention to Prevent and Punish Acts of Terrorism Taking the Form of
Crimes against Persons and Related Extortion that are of International
Significance, signed in Washington, D.C., in 1971 and ratified on 17 March 1975;

(e) The Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crimes against
Irternationally Protected Perbons, including Diplomatic Agents, adopted at the
United Nations in 1973 (Mexico deposited its instrument of accession on
22 April 1980);

(f) The International Convention against the Taking of Bostages, adopted by
the General Assembly on 17 December 1979 (Mexico deposited its instrument of
accession on 28 April 1907).

3. Furthermore, the Government of Mexico considers that terrorism is, in the
terms of article 139 of the Penal Code for the Federal District (Common Matters)
and the Republic (Federal Matters) an act of violence which causes alarm, fear or
terror among the population of a State, and that its practice must be condemned
forcefully and unequivocally.

4. Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Government of Mexico believes that the
basic problem which has arisen in tackling the question of terrorism is the lack of
a single urkterion determining the fundamental component elements of the definition
of the term. Only the adoption of such a criterion would make it possible to
establish mechanisms to help eliminate the practice of terrorism.

/ . . .
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5. In this connection, it should be recalled that it has often been stated that
terroriot aate aan in no ease justify intervention by a State in the internal
affair8 of other States, impairment of the right of asylum, or aation detrimental
to the objectives and human rights of members of legitimate national liberation
movements.

6. On the basis of the foregoing, the Qovernment of Mexiao  states that, since
there is no clear, precise and universally valid aonoept of tecroriem,  that
criminal act must be defined and punished by each State in aocordanoe with
international treaties, its domestic legislation and generul principles of
international law, suah ao non-intervention in internal affairc, the
self-determination of peoples and non-limitation of the right of asylum, aa
embodied in conventional and customary international law,

MONQOLIA

[Originalr Russian]

[13 September 19881

1. The  Qav!- :onr;nt of the Mongolian People’s Republic notes with great concern the
recent increase in the number of terrorist acts which impair the normal development
of international relations and endanger the lives of thousands of innocent people.
Our poclitfon of principle ik the struggle against international terrorism remains
the unreserved condemnatifir .?f all forms and manifestations of terrorism for
whatever motives. At tha slnme time, tho Qovdrnment of Mongolia opposes the
identification of the national liberation struggle, and actions in support of it,
with terrorism.

2. The prevention of t Prrorism and the struggle agrinet  its manife8tatiox.s  must
be based on respect for the generally accepted norme of international law, in
strict compliance with the Charter of the United Fations.

3. Mongolia actively supports the development of effective international
co-operation to eliminate terrorism and its causes  from international life once and
far  al l ,

4. Comprehensive measures must be taken at the international level that can
relinbly and effectively prevent and stop acts of terrorism. The participation of
all States IA thiu undertaking will help create the foundations for a comprehensive
syc tern of international peat:e and security.

5. Mongolie: sLr~96688 the great importance of the document (A/42/416) from seven
socialist countries outlining fundamental princi, ‘es for international co-operation
in the struggle against terrorism and containing constructive proposals for
implementing tham: Mongolia particularly stresses the fact that the struggle
against terrorism must be waged on the basis of respect for the rights of each
people to choose the form of its development inde;+endently  and must not be used as
a pretext for the. use of force in international relations or for exerting  military,
political or other pressure on sovereign States.

/ . . .
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6. Mongolia eugporte ths drafting of new legal Inotrumente  to prevent torroriun
in various areamr particularly within the framework of the Intrraational  Civil
Aviation Organiration  and the Intornrtional  Waritimr Organisation. In  itr vhf,
the early aompletion  of a draft international oonventioa againrt moraenarirm  would
be a substantial oontrfbution on the par b of the United Natione to the grevention
and elimination of international terrorism.

7. At the international level, the final elimination of terrorism would bo
expedited by the oonvening,  under the aurpicee of the United Nstione, of an
international oonference to define terrorism and to differentiate thir bangerourr
type of international crime from the etruggls  of peoples for national liberation.

8, Equally important in the effective etruggle againrt international terrorfrm
are substantive meaeuree  at the national level aa one of the main way6 to proveat
acts of terroriem. The adoptiorr by dtater,  within the framework of their
aomgetenoe,  of the necessary political, legiclative and other meaaurc+e would
undoubtedly ctrengthen the international legal bacio for the ctruggle againat
terrorism. Moreover, State@ that are still not parties to existing international
aonventions  should acocde to them and comply strictly with their groviciono.

9. Mongolia io ourrently a party to moot of the eristing international
conventions on thie subject, lrn4 its legislation provides severe penalties for acts
of terrorism and violenoe.

10, The continuing arm race and the improvement of nuclear weapons, alotg with
the inr?reaee in the quantity of highly enriched fissionable and other nuclear
materialsl,  am inareaefng the potentirJ  danger of the unlawful goceeoeion of thooe
materiale (by oeisurs or misapprop:iacion) by indi~~iduals br groupo and their use
for terrorist gurpoees or for nuclear blackmail. ‘In view of cha absexwe of a
specific inctrument to prover& a potentially extremely danyornue form of terrarium,
i . e . , nuclear terrorism, Mor.qolia,  at the moat recent sausior! 07f the general
Assembly, put forward a proposal to take up the matter wibouc  3Gay. In the view
of the Mongolian Qoverament,  this question coul.’. be considered within the framework
of the International Atomic Energy Agency, to w.,ich the General Aeeembly in
rssolutiln 421159 appealed, along with other bodies, to codeider what further
measured they could take within :heir respective spheres of competence to combat
and eliminate terrorism.

NORWAY

[Origfnalr  Engl ish]

[15 June 198Ol]

1. The experience of th- past indicates that definition problems are particularly
difficult in the field of  te r ror ism. Up till now it has not been possible to agroo
on a satisfactory legal definition of terrorism, although the general notion as
such appears to bet cluar enough for practical purposes.

2. The assumption that there is a need specifically to differentiate terrorism
from efforts to bring about national liber@Pion  could be taken to imply that
terrorist acts may be justified in certain caeas.



A/44/4Sd
Englirh
Pagr 11

3, Norway wou3.d  not wish to liupport or strengthon any ouoh inferonoo by aooutnieg
the l rfrtonoe of a rolationrhfp  between the rtruggle for iadependenae  and terrorlet
aatr and thrrmforo hold8 the view that a oonferenae  ar ruggertad  would not merve
thm Internatsonal  oormnunity*r interart in aombating terrorirm,

SAUDI A R A B I A

[Original8  A r a b i a ]

[WI M a y  19881

The Qovernmeat  of Saudi Arebia oonfirmr it8 porition in aondemning and
fighting torrorirm  in all itr arprotr and forma, differentiating it from the right
of pooplox in their legitimate national otrug9le, and rupports thm convening of an
intrrnationrl oonferenoe  under the aurpioer of the United Nationr to drfine
terrorirm asd differantiato it from the right@ of people in their lrgitimate
struggle,  thur aaaording to the text of paragraph 14 of Qeasral Arrembly
reoolution 421159.

BPAIN

(On behalf of the !&elvo Statee mrmbro of the European Community)

(Original1 English]

(11 April 19891

1, The !lWlve reaffirm their full rugport  for Qenrral  A8mewbiy  rerolutionr  40161
of 9 Doaember  1905  and 421159 of 7 Deoembor  1987, in whiah the Aeeembly
unequivoaally oondemnod, (Lo oriminal, all a&8, methods and praotioee of terroriem
wherever and by whomever committed, The Tuelvo believe that thorn rerolutiona are
major ctepr towarda the improvement of international oo-operation to eliminate aats
of terrorirm togother with the underlying oaurer thereof, Thor0 rerolutions,
together with Seaurity  Council rerolution  679 (19861, are in full harmony with the
view repeatedly rtrmeed by the ‘hlelve that however legitimate a cause may be, it
can never justify reeort to acts of terrorism, and that euch acte damage whatever
oauee the perpetrator@ olafm to bo purouing.

a . The Twleve wish to otress  their commitment to aombat terrorism and their
readiness to co-operate constructively with all States in this task. Such
co-operation ehould focus on developing and implementing wffective; concrete
measure8 against terroriom a0 recommend*rd  in the resolutions mentioned above. In
tide contort it io eocential  that State6 live up to their oblfgatioao to refrain
from instigatiq or supporting terrorist acts in other States, or encouraging or
acqsieecing to ackivitier within their territory directed towards the commission of
such acts. Strict compliance with this fundamental principle is central to
effective co-operation among States.

/ . . .
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3, The lWlvs believe that in accordance with applicable law and through agreed
international ptoaeduroa, Statee chould intensify their co-operation by erohanging
the information neaeerary to rtzrngthen the aapability of Oovernmente to prevent
acts of terrorism and to apprehend and prosscrute or extradite pereons  who have
perpetrated or are euepected of having perpetrated such acts,

4, The ‘brelvr wieh aleo to refer to paragraph 6 of Qeneral Acsembly resolution
421159, in whioh the Assembly appealed to all States that had not yet done 80 to
aonsider beooming party to the international oonventions relating to various
aapscte  of terrorism, certain of which are contained in the fifth preambular
paragraph of the name resolution. A d h e r e n c e  by States to theoe convontiono  is  a
means by whiah an import-d aontribution can be made to the objectives of Qeneral
Assembly resolutions 40151 and 421159, one of the most significant of which is that
there must be no safe haven for terrorists. The Twelve therefore note with
apprsaiation the increased adherence to those conventions, I n  this context,  they
suggest that the Secretary-General should, when appropriate, take the initiative in
asking all those States Members of the United Natione, which have not so far become
party to one or more of the Conventions referred to, to consider adhering to them.

5, The Twelve emphasise that in accordance with the basic rule of international
law, m every treaty !.n force is binding upon the partie,] to it
and must be performed by them in good faith, Thic applies equally to the
conventions relating to terrorism , and it ie essential that ljtatee parties ensure
that appropriate law enforcement measures are taken by them in connection with the
offences addresoed ir: these conventions.

6, The Twelve are convinced that the best way to combat terrorism is an approach
that avoide generalities and focuses on specific acts of terrorism, This approach
has been followed with oucce88 within universal organisations by the conclusion of
a number of conventions. In the two years since the last consideration of this
item by the general Aesembly, this approach has been continued and developed with
the conclusion of three new important instruments, namely thu Protocol on the
Suppression of Unlawful Acta of Violence at Airports Serving Internationrrl Civil
Aviation, adopted ia Montreal on 24 February 1988r the Convention for the
Suppression of Unlawful Aats Against the Safety of Maritime Navigation, and the
Protocol for the Suppreesion of Unlawful Act8 Against the Safety of Fixed Platforms
Located on the Continental Shelf, adopted in Rome on 10 March 1988.

7, The Twelve are of the opinion that this approach is the right one aad that
theee new instruments and others (for example in areas such as letter bombs, other
booby-traps or marking of explosivee)  that might follow the same approach will be
extremely helpful in the fight against terrorism.

8, The convening of an international conference to define terrorism and to
differentiate it from the struggle of peoples for national liberation would depart
from thie approach and eerve no useful purpose,
contribute to perpetuate the false idea,

Such an ertercise  would only
which the Twelve have always opposed, that

there is e link between terrorism end the exercise crf the right to
eelf-determination, No practical resultc can reasonably be expected from convening
a conference euch as the one proposed. While the main characteristics of terrorism
are eufficiantly known, defining terrorism presents insurmountable difficulties as

/ . . .
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r8prrirnao  har ahow& Attomptr to aqrra on a dafiaitioa arm not only bound to
fail, but thry will ~UII the rirk of dortroyiag tho aahiovornor*a on thir important
and roaritivo rubjrot roaahrd with ruoh diffioulty during tt part few year@. Tha
Twrlvo are oonvinoed  thrt the nogativr ooarequoncw of holdi 3 ruah a oonforoaao
would be ovomholmiaq  aad tharrform wo rhould not embark upoa rush an emr01oe,

9. Nort of the Tuelvo have over tha part two doaador bean badly affmated by
torroriamr Thry aontiaua to ruffrr from terrorlot atterokar  a rooont notable
eramplr bOiaQ the bombing of Pm &n flight 103 on 21 Dooember 1988, XI\ ordrr to
aombat  ruah torroriam  the I)rrlvcl hew taken the had in the fiqht againat it by
promoting and adhorinq to iatornatioaal aonvontionr  doaliag with rpeoifiq aats of
tarrorirm  and by praotidal  mearuror and ao-oprr&tion,

101 It ir thm view of the mmlve that any torrorirt  attack rhould be IO~LI as an
outrage aqairrrt the iatoraatioaal  aommunity. Conroquantly  all Stator rhourd react
by rtroaqthoniag their oo-operation in ordar to root out tarroriam.

[Original: English]

fl? April 19891

1. Swrdrn  IO firmly rerolvrd to aontinur the oombat again& torroriam and
ooariderr that the upholdiaq  of rulrr laid down in international agrremontr in thio
rorpwt  - within the framework of thr United Nationr and outride it - ir of
parmount  import~ae. Bindirrq i~toraational rqrormratr  murt bo rtriotly
implomeatod. The prinoiplo  of either prorooutiaq or l rtraditiaq rhould be applied.

2, In the Swrdirh view further intrraational logal md juridiaal  work againrt
torrorirm rhould be aoaaoatratod  on ooaoroto  and ~011 dofinod aroar whom progrorr
and unanimity oam bo l rpooted.

3. The l rprrimnoo of the part rhowr that definition problmmr aro partiaularly
diffio~~‘? in the field of tortorirm, The proposal of the Syrian A r a b  RopubAia for
the ~~ooovooi~q, uadmr the l rpiora of thr Urritrd Nationa,  of aa iatrr~atioaal
ooaferanoe  to deiine terrorim and to differrntiate it from tho atrugglo of peoples
for national liberation@’ illurtrator thic.

4. up until OOWI it har not beoa porriblr to find a rati@factory legal definition
of torrorirm, although the general notion ar ruch appearc to bo quite clear to most
people. It would be aa illurion to believe that an international c o n f a r e n c o  could
work out ruch I definition.

5. It la not evident what kind of relationship,  if any, l xirtc between the
aoaceptr of terrorism aad rtruggle for national liberation. The idea to try to
dirtinguieh  between the two might convey the idea that terrorist act8 may be
justified i n  rpecial  carer. Thir would undermine the principlec of United Nations
rerolutioa~ and other relovmt  doaumentr on international terrorirm. I t  oar?

/ . . .
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thrreforr  be assumsd that the holding of ruoh a oonforencr  would not serve the
iaterreto of oombating international  torroriam.

6. For these reaaona Sweden does not favour the holding of an international
aonfersnca on terrorlam  with a mandate ae described in t ,o grolgosal.

BYMAN  ARAB REPUBLIC

[Originalr A r a b i c ]

[a2 July 1988)

1. The lyrian Arab Republia  welaomed the adoption by the aanrral  Aeeambly  at ite
forty-oocond oeocion of roaolution 42/159 with thr 001s opposition of Israel and
the United 8tatee of Amerioa.

a. This Qeneral Asssmbly resolution marks  a step forward in errganding and
promoting effeative co-operation within a ;rtunework  of international legality with
a view to! (a) combating international tvrrorirm  which endangers or takes innocent
human livro or jeopardimos fundemontal  freetlomct  (b) studying thm underlying aawe
of those forms of terrorism and actc of violence whiah lie in misery, frustration,
grievance and dOa]gairJ and (a) reaffirming thr right of poplee to
rslf-determination and independence and the legitimacy of their struggle.

3. The imgortanae of this resolution lies in it@ reaffirmation of basic
prinoiplec  in international law, chief among them being the inalirnable right to
eelf-determination  and independence of all p00gl08  under colonial and rsoist
rdgimrs and other forma of alien domination and foreign occupation. In this
hiotorio rocolution,  thr Qoneral Aacrmbly hac unrquivooally l etabliohrd the
lsgitimaoy of the rtrugqlo of these popha for the realisation of their
aopirationo and swprotatione in acoordanam with the yurpocre and principles of the
Charter of thfl United Nations and the principles of international law concerning
international rrlations and co-operation among Btatrs,

4. Following the initiative of the non-aligned aountrire,  the General Aseembly
hao aleo taken a step forward towards eetabliahing  internationally agreed criteria
to differentiate terrorism, which murt be condemned and resisted, from the struggle
of poopleo for national liberation, It did 80 in taking into account the proposal
inaluded in its agenda to convene, under the ausgiaes of the United Nations, an
international aonfrrmace to dafins terrorism and to differentiate it from the
atruggls of rroglerr for national liberation and in coneidering such an
international conference as among the ways and mean8  of combating international
terrorism.

5. The Assembly requested the Secretary-General  to eesk the view8 of Member
8tatee on, m-&l&, the convtining, under the auspices of the United Nations, of
an international confarsnce to dsal with international terrorism and to
differentfate it from the etruqgle  of peoples for national liberation. I t  furthor
decided to include item 126 of the agenda of its forty-second tseesion in ths
provisional agenda of its forty-fourth session,
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6, The 8yrian Arab Ropubliac whiah was thr firrt to rairm the matter of aonvening
an intaraationrl coaflrranoo to difforontiato torroriom from tha rtruggls  of peoples
for natioarA Ubrratioa aad did 10 from aa attitudr of roapoaribility  and a deeiro
to protrat intrrnationrl  bgitimaay and rraffirm thr prinaiplrr  of international
law, aommrndr  the Brarrtary-Qwwal  for hir promptarrr  in undrrtaking  to seek the
viowu of 8trtm on thr ooavoning of ouah a oonfrlreaar and wiahor him ~UOOOOII  in his
rffortr to implwnorrt the maadatr l atrurtrd to him under the terma of the resolution,

TURUEY

[Original8  English]

[ll April 1989)

1, Torrorirm,  whiah haa rvolwd into a truly global prOblOm over the past two
dwtadoa, aaomm moat likrly to rmain no for pearr to oomr. Terroriem is a grave
violation of tha barb hum&n rights, that ir, the right to life and the right to
onjoy mwrity under  thr rule of law.

a. Just aa tmrrorim  kaowc no bclrderr, the fight against thic eaourge aalle for
intrrnatioaal co-oparrtioa, whioh in turn aan be reinforaed by bilateral and
regional 009opatatioa, Thir hrr booome all tho more nooorrary rinse terrorism
po8rr  a rignifioant  thraat not oaly ta individual oountrial, but alao to world
paror aad atability by fraquantly b@n&rriairrg  tha orderly ooaduat of relations
bmtwraa Btator  .

3, Thr prrront dimonaiona of iatornational torroriom and tha thrrat it poses for
tha intotaationrl  oommuaity rraomaritato a oo-ordinatrd and oonorrted response to
Oombat al1 fQm8 Of t@rrOrim trgardlw;~  Of ita Origin, 01~80~ and purpoee8,

4, Turkey bolimvor in thr imprrativlr  of firmmar in the rtrategy against
tmrrorirm, Concmraioar  of any mture, whether paying ranaomr  roleacing  convicted
tarroriata  from prison, altoratioa  of polioior or thr adoption of osleative
rttitudor for thr purpoao of l oaommodrting torrorirt  demandr, are sourcea  of
enaourrguwat  for trrrorirm.

5. Turkey ha8 rlwryr vigorourly urgrd crthrr aountriro to bo firm with terrorists,
for It boliovra that a rolid intrrnational front io l arrntial to overall EUCCBSS.
“ha elimination of trrroriam  rrquirar  oonrtant vigilanae and increasingly effective
intornatlonrl oo-operation,

6. It should be notrd with rrtirfaation that thm international legal r6gime
rqainrt trrrorirm  continuaa  to improve. Turkey, for its part, has always supported
thr davmlopmmt rnd rigorour l pplioation of international oonventions  eleborated
under thr wrpiarr  of tha UnitoQ Nation@ and relatrd to various aspects of the
prOblOm of intarnrtionrl  torrorhm,

7, Turkoy’r point of view on tha idrr of “the aonvmning, under the auspices of
tha United Nationr, of an intrrnational conference to define terrorism and to

/ . . .
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differentiate it from the struggle of peoples for national liberation” is that,
both subjects such a aonferenar  would cover are highly controversial. As regards
the first subject, the insuperable difficulties inherent in finding an
internationally recognised definition of terrorism should not be underestimated.
In relation to the sgoond subject, Turkey has unreservedly condemned, a8 criminal,
all acts, method8 and practices of terrorism, wherever and by whomever committed,
inaluding those whioh jeopardise friendly relation8  between States and their
security, and believe8  that terrorism cannot be juarified under any circumstar~ces.‘
Paot experienoe euggests  that a coneen8u8 by the international community on the two
subjeats to be dealt with at such a conference still rests beyond the realm of
possibility. Consequently, the convening of such an international conference would
serve no other purpoee than reviving contruversies  which have in the past
obetruoted a convetrgence of views and might thus lead to the weakening of the
international COlwnUnity’E  determination and to a slackening in its efforts to
combat terrorism,

UKRAINIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC

[Originr I: Ruesian]

i17 August 1989)

1. The Ukrainian SSR unequivocally condemns international terrorism in all its
forms and maoifestrtions,  wherever it ie committed, whoever the perpetrator and
whatever the motivee. Terrorism is an evil which takes the lives of in?Aocent
people, destabilises international relations, creates new trouhie spot.6 and
provokes international conflicts. The key to the complete eradication of
international terrorism ie to remove its underlying causes, improve the
international climate a8 a whole and gain acceptance of the new RoXiticaJ thinking
in international relations,

2. The Ukrainian view of international terrorism as an abomination which must
have no place in people’s lives ie reflected in many statements of our
representative8 in various international forums devoted to this question,

3. The Ukrainian SSR call8 for the immediate telnaee  of all hostages and abducted
perBone,  wherever and by whomever they are being held. The Security Council
decision on this matter that was unanimously adopted 3x1 31 July i9f39 is a timely
and responeible  step. There can be no justification for any acts of terror or
abduction, and even less 80 for execution of the persons involved. Acts of
international terrorism do not solve any international problems, as recent
international event8 have shown snd can only provoke vengeance aad enmity and
create an explosive and unpredictable situation.

4. Our representative8 actively participate *in the preparation and adoption of
measures designed to prevent and stop any acts of international terrorism and t3
punish the perpetrators  of euch acts. The Ukrainian SSR is a party to the most
important universal international agreement8 in this arear the 1970 Convention for
the Suppression of Unlawful Seisure of Aircraft, the 1971 Convention for the
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Suppression of Unlawful Acts against the Safety of Civil Aviation, the 1973
Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of Crimes against Internationally
Protected Persons, including Diplomatic Agents and the 1979 International
Convention against the Taking of Hostages. The next step to help the international
community in its efforts to combat terrorism was the accession of the Ukrainian SSR
to the 1963 Convention on Offences and Certain Other Acts Committed on Board
Aircraft.

5. Accession to these important instruments by all States that are still not
parties to them and faithful compliance with their requirements would help create
circumstances conducive to preventing international terrorism and make the struggle
against it more effective.

6. This purpose would also be served by the preparation of new international
legal agreements on the eradication of international terrorism, Representatives of
the Ukrainian SSR made an important contribution to the preparation of the 1988
Convention for the Suppression of Unlawful Acts against the Safety of Maritime
Navigation and the 1988 Protocol for the Suppression of Unlawful Acts against the
Safety of Fixed Platforms Located on the Continental Shelf.

7. The necessary measures have been taken at the national level in the
Ukrainian SSR to prevent terrorism. Ukrainian legislation provides comprehensive
political, legal and material guarantees to remove the causes of this evil.
Exhaustive information on this question is set forth in document A/40/445/Add.l  of
20 September 1985. Since then, consequent upon the Ukrainian SSR's accession to
the 1979 Convention against the Taking,of Hostages, another article on the problem
of combating terrorism, article 23, entitled "The taking of hostages", has been
incorporated in the Ukrainian Criminal Code. This article provides heavy
penalties - deprivation of liberty for a period of up to 15 years with confiscation
of property (the longest period of deprivation of liberty prescribed by criminal
law) for parpetratorz  of that crime.

8. There is no doubt that the co-operation of States in preventing and combating
international terrorism must be undertaken in a constructive spirit on the basis of
respect for the generally recognizec?  principles and norms of modern international
law, and of compliance with the Charter of the United Nations. Such co-operation
is one of the most important prerequisites for strengthening the international
security of States.

9. There is no justification for attributing terrorism committed by individuals
to entire peoples and States. Attempts to eradicate it by resorting to violence
and lawlessness can only lead to a new round of violence. Feelings must not be
allowed to triumph over reason.

10. The Ukrainian SSR greatly values the contribution the United Nations has made
and continues to make to the struggle against international terrorism. Another
important step in this direction would be the expeditious conclusion of the
convention against the recruitment, use, financing and training of mercenaries
being drafted within the Organisation - mercenaries being a weapon used by outside
forces to carry out large-scale acts of sabotage, terror and violence.

/ . . .
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11. In condemning &ts of international terroriem, the Ukrainian SSR none the less
reoogaiaes  the legitimacy of the national liberation struggles of peoples againet
colonialism, racism and other forma of colonial hegemony, a legitimacy deriving
from the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Nations, the
Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and
Co-operation among States in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and
a number of instruments on international humanitarian law,

12. An effective attack on international terrorism ie porteible only with the
active and purposeful co-operation of all States and strict observance of the
principle of the supremacy of international law. Such co-operation might be based
intsr on the followinga

Unconditional condemnation and prosecution of terrorist activity,
regardleee of it8 motives;

Close co-operation and co-ordination of efforts in the struggle against
international terrorism1

Strict conformity of any methods of combating international terrorism
with the norms of modern international lawz

Respect for the right of each people to choose the paths and forms of its
development independently and without outside interference, and
recognition of the right of all peoples to self-determination and the
legitimacy of the struggle of the national liberation movenents;

Renunciation of the use or threat of the use of force in international
relationsi

Prevention of nuclear terrorism, centred on the deliberate destruction of
atomic power strAtione, research reactors and other similar facilitiesi

Strengthening of trust among States)

Participation in existing international agreements and active
co-operation in the conclusion of new onesz

Inevitability of punishment of persons guiY.ty of committing acts of
terrorism.

13. To intensify international efforts it would be useful to establish, under the
auspices of the United Natione, a tribunal to investigate acts of international
terrorism, a8 proposed in the article by M. S. Gorbachev entitled “Reality and
safeguards for a secure world”.

14. The Ukrainian SSR reaffirms its readiness to participate constructively in the
efforts of the international community to eradicate international terrorism, an
abomination that has no place in the modern world.
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UNITED KINGDCEl  OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND

[Original I English ]

[15 June 19891

J-9 from the r-es of Csechoelovekia
Great v Nor-n Irw to a

ed to a Se-w-G-

[eee doownent  A/44/328]

III. REPLIES RECEIVED FROM INTERNATIONAL INTERGOVERNMENTAL
ORGANIZATIONS*

A .  GPecialisaB_ies eJIam Atpmjc Ensrav

INTERNATIONAL CIVIL AVIATION ORGANIZATION

[Original: English]

(28 April 19881

1. An International Conference on Air Law was held at ICAO Headquarters at
Montreal from 9 to 24 February 1988. As a result of its deliberations the
Conference adopted by general consensus and without vote the Protocol for the
Suppression of Unlawful Acts of Violence at Airports Serving International Civil
Aviation, Supplementary to the Convention for the Suppression of Unlawful Act6
against the Safety of Civil Aviation, Done at Moatreal on 23 September 1971.

2. The Protocol oupplements the Montreal Corvention of 1971 and, as between the
parties to the Protocol, the Montreal Convention and the Protocol are to be read
and interpreted together as one single instrument. The purpose of the Protocol is
not to amend the basic princ,ples  of the Montreal Convention of 1971 but to add to
its definition of the “offence” unlawful and intentional act6 of violence against
persons at an airport serving international civil aviation which cause or are
likely to cause serious injury or death) similarly, destruction or serious damage
to the facilities of such an airport, to an aircraft not in service located thereon
or disruption of the services of the airport will constitute offences punishable by
severe penalties; the qualifying element of such offences is the fact that such an
act endangers or is likely to endanger safety at that airport. Furthermore, under
the Protocol the Contracting States shall be obliged to establish jurisdiction over
the offences defined in the Protocol not only in the case where the offence was

* The documents referred to in the replies are available in the
Codification Division of the Office of Legal Affairs,

/ . . .
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committed in their territory but also in the case where the alleged offender is
present in their territory and they do not extradite him to the State where the
offence took place.

3. The Conference also adopted a resolution calling on all States to implement
preventive security measures as required and recommended by ICAO and to conform
with their responsibilities and obligations under the ICAO conventions and relevant
General Assembly and Security Council resolutions’ A/

UNIVERSAL POSTAL UNION

[Originals French]

[28 March 1989 ]

1. Terrorism ha6 long been among the concerns of UPU because of the serious harm
it does to our postal administrations in terms of loss of human life (employees and
users)r loss of money and valuablesl  damage to and even destruction of offices,
equipment, installations and material2 and discrediting of the postal service.

2. A number of studies, still in progress, have also been undertaken by some of
our Restricted Unions and by UPU on the Various  forms of this scourger  including
armed robbery of post offices and postal vehicles, and booby-trapped postal items
with all their unfortunate and sometimes diBaBtrOUS consequences’

3. UPU conducts its studies in co-operation with all other institutions
concerned, including the Internetional  Civil Aviation Organisation (ICAO)  and the
International Air Transport ABSfxiatiOn (IATA),  and in close collaboration with the
postal administrations of member countries.

4. The subject of the first study, begun in 1970, was “Safety of money or
valuables held or conveyed by the postal service’ Handling-Safe Custody-Conveyancr
(by vehicle or employee)“. The second, dealing vith the safety measures defined il
1970 by ICAO, was undertaken in 1972 on the topic “Safety of staff involved in
handling items presumed to be dangerous (mail bombs)“. In conducting this study,
UW focused on3t measures to be taken against the use of booby-trapped mail;
existing methods for detecting explosive devices] methods used for defusingt and
the external appearance and packaging of these items.

5’ The study in question was continued on the basis of decision C 56 of the 1974
Lausanne Congress and it6 conclusions, the subject of recommendation C 76 of the
1979 Rio de Janeiro Congress which prescribed a number of measures to be observed
by postal administrations.

6. Other studies were undertaken on the basis of the decision6 of the 1974
Lausanrle Congress. The subjects w6re: “Possible exchange of information about
theft6 co6unittc.d in the postal service” and “Security measures concerning the
monetary articles services'.
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7. In its recommendation C 63 that Congress specifically advocated a number of
measures covering in particular  constructional an& technical protection measures
(air and eurface traffic) and security measure8  during the performance of postal
operations at offices of exchange and airports.

P Oeneral Assembly resolution 41/159 traces terrorism  to misery, frustration,
&ievance and despair, compounds3 by drugs, racism and intolerance. This
resolution provided our research body, the Consultative Counail for Postal Studies
(CCPS), an opportunity to renew the debate on terrorism at its October 1988
session. The lively debate was marked by CCPS decision 911988 charging the
International Bureau with implementing the information, reS8arCh  and co-ordination
measures deemed useful for finding the appropriate security measures to protect
services an& users against terrorism.

9 . In implementing the CCPS decision, and for reasons of effectiveness, the
International Bureau will seek to enlist the help of all the competent
international institutions that are prepared to co-operate. If necessary, the
legal instruments of the Union will be emended to adapt them to social
requirements. This is also the place to recall the two items already included in
our draft study gmqranune for the next five-year period, namely1 “The security of
post off  ices” and “The security of mail*‘,

10. At the regional level, certain Restricted Unions are taking action to meet the
concerns and recommendations of UPUt

( a) LEPT (the European Conference c : Postal and T8leCOKUtWniCatiOn
Administrations) has taken a special interest in the security of buildings and
fraud in the financia:  services;

(b) NPU (the Nordic Postal Union) has established a “Security Inspectors”
corps,

(c) PUAS (the Postal Union of the Americas and Spain), in August 1988,
organised a symposium on postal security. On the basis of the colloquium’s
r8comme.adat,ions  :1 t established a “Permanent Committee” on security measures.

11. At the national level, each postal administration is working actJvely to
guarantee the security of its services in close collaboration with other competent
national services, such JS the police, gendarmerie, army, customs, etc. It should
also be stressed that the postal services responsible for security in certain
countries, and their national police forces, are collaborating with INTERPOL to
combat major criminal acts directed against or involving international postal
services.

12. These, In summary, are the measures under way and programmed by UPU in respect
of international terrorism as well as measures with the same purpose taken at the
regional and national levels.

13. UPU also helps comblIt the illicit transport of narcotics by post. For
example, in October 1988 tho In”ernationa1  Bureau organised, for the countries of
Asia and the Pacir’ic, a training course for postal employees on modern techniques

/ . . .
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for detecting drugs , with th8 financial and technical assistanae  of the United
Nations Fund for Drug Abuse Control, the Customs Co-operation Counoil and INTERPOL,
and th8 logistic! support of the postal authorities of Thailand, the hoet country.
The International Bureau plans to renew this training activ1.y  in the nefr tuture
in other regions.

[Originalr Engl ish]

[2 November 19881

1. The General Assembly, in paragraph 10 of its resolution 421159, welcomed the
work undertaken by IMO “on the problem of terrorism on board or against ships, and
the initiative under way to draft instruments on the suppression of unlawful acts
against the safety of maritime navigation and of fixed platforms on the continental
shelf”.

2, Discussions in IMO culminated in the convening of a diplomatic conference in
March 1988. The Conference adopted two treaty instruments, namely (a) the
Convention for the Suppression of Unlawful Acts Against the Safety of Maritime
Navigation and (b) the Protocol for the Suppression of Unlawful Acts Against the
Safety of Fixed Platforms Located on the Continental Shelf,

3. The two instruments were adopted and opened for signature on 10 March 1988,
So far, 30 States have signed the Convention , with reservation as t o  ratification,
and 28 States have signed the Protocol, also with reservation as to ratification.
The Convention eStabliSh8S a number of offences against ships, crews, passengers or
the safe navigation of ships and requires Contracting States to establish
jurisdiction for the prosecution of persons who are alleged to have committed these
offences or alternatively to extradite such persons to other Contracting States
with jurisdiction in accordance with the terms of the Convention. The protocol,
which is supplementary to the Convention, establishes an equivalent regime in
respect of offences committed against the safety of fixed platforms located in the
cant inental  shelf,

4, The Convention is to enter into force 90 days foilowing the date on which 15
States have expressed their consent to be bound by the Convention, and tncl Protocol
is to errter into force 90 days following the date on which three Contractfng  States
to the Convention have expressed their consent to be bound by the Protocol.

5. In addition to the adoption of the Convention and Protocol, IMO has taken
other measures for the prevention of unlawful acts which threaten the safety of
ships and the security of their passengers and crews. By resolution A.584 (14)
adopted on 20 November 1985, the Assembly of IMO, tier a, called on Governments
to review and, as necessary, to strengthen port and on-board security. The
Assembly also directed the Maritime Safety Committee (MSC) of the Organieation to
develop detailed and practical technical measures, including both shoreside and
shipboard measures, which could be employed by Governments, port authorities,

/ . . .
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8higOwner8, shipmaetarr and grew8 to enoure the 8eaucity  of paaeengrre and crew8 on
board shipe, taking note of the related work done by ICAO in the field of air
transport, In aocordanae with thie resolution, the M8C adopted in September 1966
Wea8ure8 to Prevent Unlawful Aote Againet Paesengetr~ and Crewe on Board Ships”.
In general, the Meaoures  call on Qovernments  to take action to prevent uaauthoriaed
aace to ships and port facilitiser  to prevent unauthorired  dangerouo device8 from
being introduced on board 8hipaJ to en8ure that pereonnel tO8pOneible for eeaurhty
are adequately trained] to conduct security rurveyar and to encourage the prompt,
effiaisnt srtahange of information, Implamentation of the Measure8 by Qovmment8,
concernecl organinationc and interested parties fo being kept under review by the
Assembly and the MSC. The latest review of the Xdeasures  took place at the asseion
of the MSC which wae held fcom 24 to 26 Oatobrr 1988,

WORLD TOURISM ORGAN1 ZATIOW

[Originalr Engl ish]

111 May loas]

1. United Nation8 General Asuembly resolution 42/159 wae laot dfeausoad at the
seventh eeaaion of WTO’a  Conera Aaaembly (Madrfd, 22 September-l October 1957),
which emphaeiaed that for tourism, terroriem ia harmful not only beceuee of the
victims it claims but also because of ito negative impact on potential travellers
and the damage  donv to tourict  plants (pauoenger tranoport, airports, terminala,
hotela, congreee faailitiee e t c . ) , Additionally, terroriem addr to the overall
coet of travel because of the high expenditure which must be incur-ed by
Qovernments and the private eeator for safety requirements.

2. Following the disavrssion in it8 General Aeaembly, WTO embarked upon a tourist
eecurity  and protection grogrannne  that addressee the problem of trrroriem in the
following projects in the current biennium 1988-1989:

(a) Preparation of draft general rules (recommended meaoureo) governing
tourist protection and security. In addition to the existing international
conventions which focus on dealing with trrroriets and other perpetratorfl  of
criminal act8 in paeeenger tranrrport, thie documeat  guts an emphaairr  on safety
mea8ure8  for all tourists regardlees of mode of transport and aosaistance which
should be provided to tourist8 who become victims of euch actsr

(b) Standard8 and recommended practices with regard to security and
protection of tourist6 and tourist facilities in various tourism sectors. The
security situation will be reviewed thoroughly sector by sector in’ order to drew up
appropriate norms relating, malie, to prevention of terroriemr

(c) Advice tc? traveller8 on personal safety. Thi8 involve8 the preparation
of a brochure on ‘tuuriet safety that will include cautions against terrorism, among
other matters, and be dissem!natecl  w’.dely  through governmental and private sector
members of WTO,
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3 . In carrying out theee projecta, WTO will count on the co-operation of other
intergovernmental organisations, including ICAO, IMO, WHO and INTERPOL, a8 ~011 aa
specialised non-governmental bodies, based on the wide-ranging memberehip formula
of its recently authorised Committee of Expert6  on Security and Proteotion of
Tourists,

INTERNATIQNAL  ATOMIC ENERGY AQENCY

[ O r i g i n a l :  Engli8h]

110 April 1989)

1, The General Conference of the IAEA, at it8 twenty-seventh arseion (19831,
adopted a reclolution on the protection of nuclear inotallations devoted to peaceful
purposes against armed attackc (GC(XXVII)/RE8/407).

2 . In the resolution, the General Conference declared that all armed attacks
against nuclear installations devoted to peaceful purpose8 rhould be explicitly
prohibited, urged all Member State8 to make, individually and through competent
international organs, every possible effort for the adoption of binding
international rule8 prohibiting armed attacks againrt  any nuclear inotallation
devoted to peaceful purp08e8, and requested the Director General to keep the
Qeneral Conference informed of developments in this area.

3, At it8 twenty-ninth aeecion (1965), the Grneral Conferenae  of the IAEA adopted
resolution QC(XXIX)/RES/444 on the 8ame subject, fn which it erpresced ftr
appreciation for the steps already taken by the Qeneral Aeeembly of the United
Nations and the Committee on Diearmament in an area that the IAEA aonoidered  of
fundamental importance for the promotion of peace and international co-operation,
the development of peaceful uoe8 of atomic energy and the fulfilment of the
objective8 enshrined in the Statute of the IAEA, considered that any armed attack
on and threat again8t nuclear faailitiec devoted to p-aceful purpooec constituted a
violation of the principles of the United Nations Charter, international law and
the Statute of ths Agency,  and affirmed, malia, the readineos of the IAEA to
aesist the competent international organar if they 80 requested, in any technical
and safeguard8 aspects of the matter.

4, At its thirty-firrt  seraion (1987) the Qeneral Conference of the IAEA again
adopted a resolution on thia subject (QC(XXXZ)/RES/475) by which it Authorised the
Director General to aaeiat the work of the Conference on Disarmament and other
competent international organs, at their request, by undertaking 8tUdae8 within the
technical competence and atatutory responsibilitiee of the Agency, and reqt .8ted
the Director General to keep the Board and the General Conference informed about
the progress in this regard.

5. Following RESi475, the Agency informed the Conference on Disarmament of it.8
readiness to assist the work of the Conference if 80 requested.
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6, The Oonaeal Conferonor  (1988) at Ate thirty-xoaond rrrsion roqurrtad
(OC(~II)/OR,311)  the Diroator  Qonrral to inoluda  in thm grovioional  agenda for
the following regular aerrlon an item entitled *‘Prohibition  of all armed attaake
againot nuolear installations drvoted  to geaaeful purpooeo whether under
conrtruotion or in operation” with a view to ita bring aonaidsrsd in 1989
(thirty-third oeeoion) in aonjunation with the item entitled “Hmaxuree  to
rtrengthen  international oo-ogeration in nuclear rafoty and radiologioal
proteotion”*

7, Furthrrmore,  the IAEA Board of Clovernor@ in 1997, in addition to ito
diecuaeiono on the topic “Prohibition of armed attaoko on nualoar faoilitiro” aloo
disausrrd the tOpi QIProvention  of terrorfat nation0 againrt uualaar facilitiertt
(QC(lOKI)/816, annex 2, appendix 7). With regard to the grovmntion  of torroriot
actiona againrt nuclear installationa, it wao felt that phyrical  protection of
nuolaar inotallationc and nualoar material was a national recgoncibility  of Etatec,
but that international ao-operation in the arm aould br uxoful, The Agonay
already had come l xgerirnao in that area - through itc work on tho formulation of
reaommsndatione  In the phyriaal protection of nualsar  material (INFCIRC/~~~/R~VJ)
and in itr involvrmont in the drafting of the Convention  on the Physical Protection
of Nuclear  Material,

8. In the light of them aonciderationr  a groug of exportc has bow aonvened in
1989 to review the IAEA’s ghyllical proteotion  guideliner.

9. Within ito ophere of competence, the IAEA oontinuer to diocuoo the matter
addreoeed by the General Amoembly in itc resolution 421159,

COUNCIL OF EUROPE

[Qtiginalr  Englieh]

[I4 April 1989]

1, Following the European Conference of Ministers rsrgonsible  in the 21 member
Statea of the Council of EUUJ~O for combating terrorism (Btrarbourg,  4 and
5 November 19861, a group of Minietero’ Counorllors was set up to etudy the
questions relating to the implementation of the reeolutiono  ac3optsd at the
Ministorial  Conferenoe,

2. During its firet mretinge, the group focused its attention on a survey of
national anti-tertorict legiolation a;8 well ae on terrorism involving abuse of
diplomatic or consular privileges and hnunitira.

3. During subrsquent mertingx, the group outlined a programme of itema to be
studied in depth and to that effect a committee wm sot up by the European
Committee on Crime Problems with a manchrto to study nstional penal laws and
procedurrx as applied to act6 of terrorism ax well ata the qurlltion of possible
harmonisation mearurer,
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4. Finally, tho’Europoan Convrntion  on the Sugprorrion of Torrorirm ham now barn
ratified by 10 of the 11 mrmbar States of the Couaoil, tha l xooptloar boiag Malta
feigned in 1986) and San Marlno.

A/ By a oommunication d6t.d 5 April 1988, the Prrridrnt of thr Couaoil of
thr ICAO transmitted al80 thu text of the rorolution  adopted  by the Counail on
26 Marah 1988. Srr al80 document A/44/398-8/10730 aontaining a lrttor dated
10 July 1989 from the Prmridont of the Couaoil of the ICAO to thm Smoroerry-0mnara1,
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Argentina
Australia
Aurtria
Eahamar
Bar bador
Bhutan
Bulgarir
Burundi
Byelorurslan lovlot

Republic
C6nada
Chile
China
Corta Rioa
Cyprus
Cmaahoalovakin
Donmark
Domoaratio Plopla’a

of Koran
Domocratio  Yomrn
Dominiaan  Ropublin
Eauodor
R9YRt
31 Ralvaaor
FinlanA

Socialir  t

Republic

30 Daasmbsr 1974

27 June 1974

11 June 1974
28 June 1974

11 Oatobar 1974
10 May 1974

27 August 1974

10 May 1974

18 March 1982 ~1
20 June 1977

3 August 1977 fi/
22 July 1986 a/
26 October 1979 a/
16 January 19Fl9 a/
18 July 1974
17 December 1980 a/

5 February 19?6
4 August 1976

21 January 1977 a/
5 Auguet 1987 81
2 November 1977 a/

24 December 1975 81
30 June 1975

1 July 1975

1 December 1982 81
9 February 1987 a/
8 July 1977 a/

12 March 1975
25 June 1986 a/
8 Auguet 1900 a/

31 October 1978

lli/ For t,lrc, text of rawbrvatianti,  declarations or communications accompanying
thn signatures, rntificationa  or ncce~sions to the two conventions below, see
Multilateral Ttratier  Depooited  with the Secratary-General, document ST/LEG/SER.E/7
(Sale8 No, E,89.V,3  and Add.1 ae well as its subsaqusnt issues),

/ . I .
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Gabon
Oerman  Democratic Republic
Qermany,  Federal Republic of
Qhana
Greece
Quatemala
Haiti
Hungary
Iceland
India
Iran (Islamic Republic of)
Iraq
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Japan
Jordan
Kuwait
Liberia
Malawi
Mexico
Mongolia
Netherlands
New Zealand
Nicaragua
Niger
Norway
Oman
Pakistan
Panama
Paraguay
Peru
Philippines
Poland
Republic of Korea
Romania
Rwanda
Seychelles
Spain
Sweden
Switzerland
Syrian Arab Republic
Togo
Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisia
Turkey

23 May 1974
15 August 1974

12 December 1974

6 November 1974
10 May 1974

30 December 1974

23 August 1974

29 October 1974

10 May 1974

25 October 1974

7 June 1974

27 December 1974
15 October 1974

1C May 1974

15 May 1974

14 October 1981 A/
30 November 1976
25 January 1977
25 April 1975 A/

3 July 1984 A/
18 January 1983
25 August 1980 A/
26 March 1975

2 August 1977
11 April 1978 A/
12 July 1978 A/
28 February 1978 A/
31 July 1980 A/
30 August 1985
21 September 1978 A/
8 June 1987 A/
18 December 1984 A/

1 March 1989 A/
30 September 1975 A/
14 March 1977 A/
22 April 1980 A/
8 August 1975
0 December 1988 AL/

12 November 1985 A/
10 March 1975
17 June 1985 A/
28 April 1980
22 Xarch 1988 A/
29 March 1976 A/
17 June 1980 A/
24 November 1975
25 April 1978 A/
26 November 1976 A/
14 December 1982
25 May 1983 A/
15 August 1978
29 November 1977
29 May 1980 81

8 August 1985 a/
1 July 1973’
5 March 1985 a/

25 April 1988 A/
30 December 1980 a/
15 June 1979 B/
21 January 1977
11 June 1931 81
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Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Rapublic

Union of Soviet Socialist
Ropubliac

United Kingdom of Oreat Britain
and Northern Ireland

United States of America
Uruguay
Yugoclavia
2aire

18 June 1974

7 June 1974

13 Dwember 1974
28 December 1973

17 December 1974

20 January 1976

15 January 1976

2 M a y  1 9 7 9
2 6 October 1976
13 June 1978 A/
29 December 1976
2 5 July 1977 A/

/ . . .
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2 .  9Canvention -of wI
o f  the

M 17 De- 1979 (entereBinta 1983 I

Antigua and Barbuda
Austria
Bahamas
Barbados
Belgium
Bhutan
Bolivia
Brunei Darussalam
Bulgaria
Byelorussisn  Soviet Socialit3t

Republic
Cameroon
Canada
Chile
Ceechoslovakia
Denmark
Dominica
Dominican Republic
Ecuador
Ewpt
El Salvador
Finland
Qabon
German Democratic Republic
Germany, Federal Republic of
Ghana
Greece
Guatemala
Haiti
Honduras
Hungary
Iceland
Iraq
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Japan
Jordan
Kenya
Kuwait
Lesotho
Liberia

6 August 1986 A/
3 October 1980 22 August 1986

4 June 1981 A/
9 March 1981 A/

3 January 1980
31 August 1981 A/

25 March 1980
18 October 1988 A/
10 March 1988 A/

18 February 1980
3 January 1980

12 August 1980

18 December 1980
10 June 1980
29 October 1980
29 February 1980

18 December 1979

18 March 1980
30 April 1980
21 April 1980
11 June 1980

14 October 1980
19 November 1980
18 April 1980
27 February 1980
22 December 1980

17 April 1980
30 January 1980

1 July 1987 A/
9 March 1988 A/
4 December 1985

12 November 1981
27 January 1988 A/
11 August 1987 A/

9 September 1986 A/

2 May 1988 A/
2 October 1981

12 February 1981 .
14 April 1983

2 May 1988 A/
15 December 1980
10 November 1987 A/
18 June 1981
11 March 1983

1 June 1981
2 September 1987 A/
6 July 1981 8/

20 March 1986

8 June 1987
19 February 1986 a/

8 December 1981 g/
6 February 1989 a/
5 November 1980

/ . . .
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Luxembourg
Malawi
Mauritius
M e x i c o
Netherlands
New Zealand
Norway
C&an
Panama
Philippines
Portugal
RepubliC of Korea
Senegal
Spain
Suriname
Sweden
Switserland
Trinidad and Tobago
Togo
Tut key
Uganda
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist

Republic
Union of Soviet Socialist

Republics
United Kingdom of Great Britain

and Northern Ireland
United States of America
Veneruela
Yugoslavia
Zaire

18 December 1979

18 June 1980

18 December 1980
December 1980

,8 December 1980

24 January 1980
2 May 1980

16 June 1980

2 June 1980

30 July 1980
25 February 1980
18 July 1980

8 July 1980

17 March 1986 A/
17 October 1980
28 April 1987 A/

12 November 1985
2 July 1981

22 July 1988 A/
19 Auguut 1982
14 October 1980

6 July 1984
4 May 1983 A/

10 March 1987
26 March 1984 A/

5 November 1981
15 January 1981

5 March 1985
1 April 1981 A/

25 July 1986
15 August 1989 A/

10 November 1980

19 June 1987 A/

11 June 1987 A/

18 December 1979
21 December 1979

29 December 1980
2 July 1980

22 December 1982
7 December 1984

13 December 1988 !
19 April 1985



1.

Afghanistan
Antigua and Barbuda
Argentina
Australia
Austria
Bahamas
Bahrain
Bangladesh
Barbados
Belgium
Bhutan
Bolivia
Botswana
Braail
Brunei Darussalsm
Burkina Faso
Burundi
Byelorussfan

Soviet Socialist
Republic

Cameroon
Canada
Chad
Chile
China
Colombia
Congo

rugrrs..

P a g e  3 3

sianra at ikkuu2a 14 USsmhur 1063
(entered=Porce 1969.  1x1 -
witharticle))

25 June 1969
20 December 1968

28 February 1969

14 September 1963

3 February lQ88
24 March 1988

4 November 1964

8 November 1968
14 September 1963

15 April 1977
19 Ju!.y 1965
23 July 1971
22 June 1970

7 February 1974

9 February 1984
25 July 1978

4 April 1972
6 August 1970

25 January 1969
5 July 1979

16 January lQ79
14 January 1970
23 May 1986

6 June 1969
14 July 1971

7 November 1969
30 June 1970
24 January 1974
14 November 1978

6 July 1973
13 November 1978

14 July 1977
17 October 1965
21 October 1971
20 September 1970

8 May 1974
10 July 1973 (1)
!I May 1984 (2) (3)

23 October 1978
3 July 1972
4 November 1970

25 April 1989
3 October 1979

16 April 1979
14 April 1970
21 August 1986

4 December 1969
12 October 197.C

3 May 1988 (2) (4)
22 June 1986

5 February 1970
28 September 1970
24 April 1974
12 February 1979 (2) (5)

4 October 1973
11 February 1979

A/ The information concerning these conventions is reproduced below as
furnished on 4 August 1989 by the secretarist of the International Civil Aviation
Organisation.

/ . . .
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Coeta Rica
cate d’ Ivoire
Cyprus
Caechoelovakia
Democratic People’s

Republic of Korea
Denmark
Dominican Republic
Ecuac¶or
Egn’t
El Salvador
Ethiopia
F i j i
Finland
France
Gabon
Gambia
German Democratic

Republic
Germany, Federal

Republic . . f
Ghana
Greece
Grenada
Guatemala
Guyana
Haiti
Holy see
HOAdUraE
Hungary
Ice1 .nd
India
Indonesia
Iran (Islamic

Republic of)
Iraq
1 reland
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Japan
Jordan
Kenya

21 November 1966

8 Ju?.y 1969

24 October 1969
11 July 1969

14 September 1963

21 October 1969

14 6eptember 1963

14 September 1963

14 September 1963

20 October 1964
1 November 1968

14 September 1963

14 September 1963

24 October 1972
3 June 1970

31 Xay 1972
23 February 1984

9 May 1983
17 January 1967

3 December 1970
3 December 1969

12 February 1975
13 February 1980
27 March 1979

2 April 1971
11 September 1970
14 January 1970

4 January 1979

10 January 1989

16 December 1969
2 January 1974

31 May 1971
28 August 1978
17 November 1970
20 December 1972
26 wpril  1984

8 April 1987
3 December 1970

16 March 1970
2 2 July 1975

7 September 1976

28 June 1976
15 May 1974
14 November 1975
19 September 1969
18 October 1968
16 September 1983
2 6 May 1970

3 May 1973
2 2 J u n e  1 9 7 0

22 January 1973
1 September 1970

29 August 1972
2 3 May 1984 (2)

7 August 1983 (2)
4 December 1969
3 Marah  1971
3 March 1970

13 May 1975 (2)
13 May 1980
28 June 1974 (2)
10 October 1970 (6)

1 July 1971
10 December 1970
14 April 1970

4 April 1979

10 April 1989 (2)

16 March 1970
2 April 1974

29 August 1971
26 Mvember c 19-8
15 February 1971 (2)
19 March 1973
2 5 July 1984

7 July 1987 (2)
3 March 1971 (2)

14 June 1970
20 October 1975 (2)

6 December 1976 (2)

29 September 1976
13 August 1974 (7)
12 February 1976
18 Dedember 1969

4 December 1969
15 December 1983
24 August 1970

1 Augub; 1973
20 September 1970’

/ . . .
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Kuwait
Lao People’s

Democratic
Republic

Lebanon
Lesotho
Liberia
LibyaA Arab

Jamahiriya
Luxembourg
Madagascar
Malawi
Malaysia
Maldives
Mali
Marshall Islande
Mauritania
Mauriti*ls
Mexico
MOAaCO
Morocco
Nauru
Nepal
Netherlands
New Zealand
Nicaragua
Niger
Nigeria
Norway
0nan
Pakistan
Panama
Papua New Guinea
Paraguay
Peru
Philippines
Poland
Pocttlgal
Qatar
Republic of Korea
Romania
Rwanda
Saint Lucia

14 Septaaber  1963

2 December 1969

24 December 1968

9 JUAe 1967

14 April 1969
29 JUAe 1965
19 April 1966

6 August 1965
14 September 1963

14 September 1963

11 March 1964

8 December 1965

27 November 1979

23 October 1972
11 June 1974
28 April 1972

21 June 1972
21 September 1972

2 December 1969
28 December 1972

5 March 1985
26 September 1987
31 May 1971
15 May 1989
30 JUAe 1977

5 April 1983
18 March 1969

2 June 1963
21 October 1975
17 May 1984
15 January 1979
14 November 1969
12 February 1974
24 August 1973
27 JUAO 1969

7 April 1970
17 January 1967

9 February 1977
11 September 1973
16 November 1970

9 August 1971
12 May 1976
26 November 1965
19 March 1971
25 NovsAer  1964

6 August 1981
19 February 1971
15 February 1974
17 May 1971
31 October 1963

25 February 1980 (8)

21 January 1973
9 September 1974

27 \tuly 1972

19 September 1972
20 December 1972

2 March 1970
28 March 1973

3 June 1985
27 December 1987
29 August 1971
13 August 1989
28 September 1977

4 July 1983
4 December 1969

31 August 1983
19 January 1976 (9)
15 August 1984
15 April 1979
12 February 1970 (10)
13 May 1974
22 November 1973

4 December 1969
6 July 1970
4 December 1969

10 May 1977 (2) (11)
10 December 1973
14 February 1971
16 September 1975 (2) (12)

7 November 1971
10 August 1978 (2)

4 December 1969
17 June 1971 (2)

4 December 1969
5 Cecember 1981

20 May 1971
16 May 1974 (2)
15 August 1971
29 January 1984
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Saudi Arabia
Sonrgal
Seyahelles
Sierra Leone
Singapore
Solomon Ielands
South Afriua
spaia
Sri Lanka
Suriname
Sweden
Switaerland
Syrian Arab

Republic
Thailand
Togo
Trinidad aad

Tobago
Tunisia
Turkey
Uganda
Ukrainian Soviet

Socialist
Republic

Union ot Soviet
Socialist
Republics

United Arab
Emirates

Wited Kingdom of
Great Britain
and Northern
I: reland

United Republ ic
of Tansania

United Statee of
America

Uruguay
Vanuatu
Veneauela
Viet Nam
Y eman
Yugol;l,,via

6 Apxil 1967
20 February 1964

27 July 1964

14 September 1963
31 October 1969

14 September 1963

14 September 1963

13 March 1964

14 September 1963

21 Novembet 1969
9 Maroh 1972
4 January 1979
9 November 1970
1 March 1971

23 March 1982
26 May 1972

1 October 1969
30 May 1978
10 September 1979
17 January 1967
21. December 1970

31 July 1980
6 March 1972

26 July 1971

9 February 1972
26 February 1975
17 December 1975
25 JUAe 1982

29 February 1988

3 February 1988

16 April 1981

12 February 1971

29 November 1968

12 Auguet 1983

5 September 1969
26 January 1977
31 January 1989

4 February 1983
10 October 1979
26 September 1986

19 February 1970
7 June 1972
4 April 1979
7 February 1971

30 May 1971
7 July 1978 (13)

24 August 1972 (2)
30 Deoember 1960
28 August 1978
25 November 1975 (14)

4 December 1969
21 Marah 1971

29 Oatober 1980 (2)
4 JUAO  1972

24 October 1971

9 May 1972
26 May 1975 (2)
16 March 1976
23 September 1982

29 May 1988 (2) (15)

3 May 1988 (2) (16)

15 July 1981 (17)

4 December 1969 (18)

10 November 1983

4

13 May 1971

December 1969
26 April 1977

1 May 1989
5 May 1983 (2)
8 January 1980 (2)

25 December 1986 (2)
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Zaire
Zambia
Zimbabwe

20 July 1977 18 October 1977
14 September 1971 13 Deaember  1971

8 Maroh  1989 6 J \A0 1989

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

Declaration dated 15 May 1975 by Bahamac that it coneiderc  itoelf to be bound
to the said Convention by virtue of the ratification of the UAited Kingdom
pursuant to aristomary international law. The Commonwealth of the Bahamas
attained independence on 10 July 1973,

Reeervationt Doee not consider iteelf bound by Article 24, paragraph 1, of
the Convention,

Reservat-ion t “The acoession of the State of Bahrain to the Convention shall
not be considered or interpreted ae recognition of ‘Israel’ either generally
or implicitly under the Convention.”

Declaration dated 17 December 1987 by the Byeloruesian Soviet Socialist
Republic that “the aacecsion  by the ByelOrUEt3iaA  Soviet Socialist Republic to
the Convention on Offences and Certain Other Acta Committed on Board Aircraft
does not affect its rights and obligatione  under agreements in force on the
suppression of acts of unlawful interference with civil Aviation, to which it
is a Party”.

The Instrument of Accession containe  the following statementt “The Chinese
Government declares illegal and null and void the signature and ratification
by the Chiang clique usurping the nrme of China in regard to the
above-menlioned  Convention”.

Declars;ioA dated 18 January 1972 by Fiji that it succeeded, upon
independence, (whereof the date was 10 October 1970) to the rights and
obligations of the United Kingdom in respect of thifi Convention.

Accession by the Republic of Iraq to the Convention shall, however, in no way
signify recognition of Israel or entry into any relat.iotls with it.

It is understood that the accession to the Convention oti Offences and Certsin
Other Acts Committed on Board Aircraft, done at Tokyo, 1963, does not mean in
any way recognition of Israel by the State of Kuwait, Furthermore, no treatif
relation will arise between the State of Kuwait and Israel,

“ I n  cage  aI B dispute , all recourse must be mada to the Int.ernat.ional Cout’t.  of
Justice on the basis of the unanimous consent of tha partioo concerned.”

/ . I I



A/11/608
Enplirh
Page 38

(oontinurd)

(10)

(11)

(ia)

(13)

(14)

(15)

Doalrrrtioar  ‘1.. . thr Convrntion, with rorpoat to the Kingdm OP thr
Nothorlrndb?,  rhall  rrot antor into ferao for Surinamr and/or the Nothrrlandr
Aatiller  until thr uliaatiath dey aftar the date on whioh thr Oovmrxunent  of
thr Xlngdrjm of thr klothrrlandr will have notiflmd th@ International Civil
Aviation Organiration  that in Suriauna and/or in the Nothorlandr Antillrs  thr
nroerrary  rtap for giving ofFoot to the provirionr of tha abovr-mentioned
Convent ion have boon taken”, I

-II On 4 Juno 1974, a Doolaration doted 10 May 1974 wa8 doporitod with
tha Iatornatiorrrl Civil Aviation Orqaailation  by tha Oovrrnmeat of
the Kingdom of the Nothorlandr atrting that thr nrorrrary #toga for
giving offmat to the provirionr of the Convorrtion had boon taken in
regard to making thr Convention a,gglioable to 8urintunr and the
Nothmrlmdr  Antillor. Acaordingly,  the Coavontion  took l ffaot for
Surinamr and the Noth$rlandr Antillrr on 3 Ssptombor 1974. (8~
alro footnoto 13.)

U-al By A Noto dstad 30 Daarmbrr 1985, the Qovrrnmrnt of the Kingdom of
the Nothorlandr informed the International  Civil Aviation
Orgaairation that, aa of ;L January 1986, the Convention war
agpliaablr to tha Nmtharlradr Antillor (without Aruba) and to Aruba,

The aoaorrion by thr Qovornmont of thr Sultmata of Oman to the Convention
door not moan or imply, and rhall not br htrrprotrd  a#, rraoqnition of
Irrrol gmnorally or in tha aontort of thir Convrntlon,

Declaration datrd d November 1975 by Papua Now Winea that “it derirer to be
troatod aa a party in itr own right to the raid QonvontioP,  whiah rntarrd
into foroo for Aurtralia oa 20 Soptombar 1970, and had apglird to tha
Territory  of Papua and Trurt Territory of Now Quizma,  Papua Now guinea
attained fndopendraos  oa 16 Srptrmbar  1975,

The Solomon Ialandr attained independrnoo  on 7 July 19781 the Xnrtrwnsnt of
Suooerrion wag doporitod on a3 Warah 198t,

Thr Inrtrumerrt of Suoaorsioa WAA doporitod with ICAO on 10 Srptsmblsr 19’1J.
Prior to that date, the provirionr of the Convention applied to Suriname by
vlttuo of a doolaration datrd 10 May 1974 by thr Qovsramrnt of the Kingdom of!
the Nothorlandr. Thr Ropublia of Suriname attainrd indepondenae  on
IS November 1975, (800 alro footnoto 9, not0 1, )

Declaration dated 13 January 1988 by tho Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic
thrt V.hr l aaoorion of the Ukrainian Soviet Sooialirt Rogublio  to the
Convention on Offeaoer and Certain Othrr Actr Committed on Board Aircraft
door not affrat itr righta and obligationr under bilatrrrl and multilateral
agrermantr in force on the rugprrrrion  of actr of v.nlawful interference with
civil aviation, to which it ir a Party".
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I aontinu*d)

(18) Doalaration dated 4 Doaombrr 1987 by tha Union of Sovirt Souialirt Rogublior
thrt “the 8ccArAion  of the Union of Soviet Soaialirt Rogubliar to tho
Cunvontion on Offoncor  and Certain  Other Aotr CommittorI on Board Airaraft
do68 not atfaat it8 rightr and ObligAtiOn8  under bilateral rad multilateral  *
agrwmwtr in form oa thr cupprersion of aatr ot unlawful iatorforonco  with
civil aviation, to whiah it la a Party”,

(17 ) Ralarvationl “In aaoopting  tha raid Coavrntioa,  thr Oovormmt ot the United
Arab Emiretaa taker the virw that it8 acamptanca  ot thA raid Convention dear
not in Any way imply itr roaoqnition of Iararl, nor door it oblige to apply
the provirionc ot the Convention in rorpoot ot the raid CountryIft

( 1 8 )  Doalaratioa~  tt,,. the groviaionr  of the Coavontion ah811 not apply ha regard
t;o Southorn Rhodoria unlerr and until the Qovornmoat of thr Unitrd Kingdom
intormr the International Civil Aviation Organisation that they are in A
porition to l nauro that the obligationr  imgorrd by thr Convention in rorpmt
of that territory can bo fully imglemontodtt.

WI On 1 Deccambrr 1982, a Declaration dated 12 November 1982 war depoaitad
with the International Civil Aviation Organination  rtating that thr
provirionr of the Convrntion rhall l xtond to Anguilla. Acaordinqly,
the Convention taker offeat for Anguilla on 1 Doaombor  1982,
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a. aiara af Alraraft ?

Afqhaairtm
&kigUA and Barbuda
Arqrat inr
Aurtrrlla
h8triA
bahamar
Dahrain
Benglrdwh
Barbados
aa1g1uln
Ida
Bhutan
BOLIVIA
bOtAWaRA
Drrril
Bruami  Darurrrlun
bUlgWi8
Burkina ?AlO
Buruadi
by@lOrUomiAn SOviOt

800ialirt B8publio
Cameroon
Caardr
Cap0 V8rdo
Chad
Chile
Chlnr
COlOInbiA
CO#tA  RiOA
C&to d’tvoiro
Cypr U8
CAAOhO8lOvAkiA
DOmOOr8ti~  XmpuChOA
D8mcNrrtio  P8Op10’8  Rapublic
of Koroe

D&ark
Dominiocrn Rrpublio
Eouador
WYPt
El Salvador

16 Dacrmbar  1970

16 Dacombor  1970
lb June 1971
28 April 1971

10 DAaAmbrr 1970
16 DAaAmbAr 1970
5 May 1971

16 Doaombrr 1970

10 DAaAmbrr 1970

17 February 1971

16 DAoAmbor 1970

16 Docombor 1970

27 BAptambAr 1971
4 June 1971

15 Doaambor 1970
16 Doormbmr 1970

10 Docombor  1970
16 Daaembrr  1970

16 Daaembar 1970
29 Juno 1971
19 Marah 1971

16 Dsoembrr 1970

29 Augurt  1979
aa July 1986
11 September lQi2 (1)
9 Novrmbor 1972

11 tabruary 1974
13 Augurt 1976
20 February 1984 (2)
a8 June 1978

2 April 1973
2! August 1973
13 Marah 1972
28 Draambsr 1988
18 July 1979
28 December 1978
14 January 1972 (2)
16 April 1986
19 May 1971 (a)
19 Oatobrr 1987

30 Deosmber 1971 (2)
14 April 1986
20 June 3972
20 Oatobor 1977
12 July 1972

2 February 1972
10 September 1960 (2) (3)

3 July 1973
9 July 3971
9 January 1973
5 July 1972
6 April 1972 (2)

28 April 1983
17 October 1972 (4)
22 June 1976
14 June 1971
28 Februsry  1975 (2)
16 January 1973
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Equatorial Guinea
Ethiopia
F i j i
Finland
F r a n c e
Gabon
Gambia
German Democratic Republic
G e r m a n y ,  Fecleral  Republic  of
Ghana
Greece
Grenada
Guatemala
Guinea
Guinea-Bissau
Guyana
Haiti
Honduras
Hungary
Iceland
India
Indonesia
Iran (Islamic Republic of)
Iraq
Ireland
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Japan
Jordan
Kedya
Kuwait
Lao People’s Democratic

Republic
Lsbanon
Lesotho
Liberia
LibyrJn  Arab Jarnahiriye
Liechtenstein
Luxembourg
Madagascar
Malawi
Malays ia
Maldives
Mali

4 June 1971
16 December 197C

5 October 1971
8 January 1971

16 December 1970
16 December 1970
18 May 1971

4 January 1971
16 December 1970
15 December 1970
16 December 1970

16 December 1970

16 December 1970

14 July 1971
16 December 1970
16 December 1970
22 February 1971

16 December 1970
16 December 1970
16 December 1970
16 December 1970

9 June 1971

21 July 1971

16 February 1971

24 August 1971
16 December 1970

16 December 1970

26 March 1979
27 July 1972
15 December 1971
18 Geptember 2972
14 July 1971
28 November 1978

3 June 1971
11 October 1974
12 December 1973
20 September 1973
10 August 1978
16 day 1979 (2)

2 May 1984
20 August 1976
21 December 1972

9 May 1984
13 April 1987
13 August 1971 (2)
29 June 1973
12 November 1982 (2)
27 August 1976 (2) ,
25 January 1972

3 December 1971
24 November 1975
16 August 1971
19 February 1974
15 September 1983
19 April 1971
18 November 1971
11 January 1977
25 May 1979 (5)

10 August 1973
27 July 1978

1 February 1982
4 October 1978 (6)

22 Nowmber 1978
18 November 1986
21 December 1972 (2)

4 May 1985
1 September 1987

29 September 1971



A/44/456
English
Page 42

Marshall Islands
Mauritania
Mauritius
#exico
Monwo
Woagolia
ldorooao
Nauru
Nepal
Netherlands
Now Zealand
Niaaragaa
Niger
Nigeria
Norway
Qnan
Pakistan
Panama
Papua New Guinea
Paraguay
Peru
Philippines
Poland
Pot tugal
Qatar
Republic of Rorea
Romani a
Rwanda
Saint Lucia
Baudi Arabia
Senegal
Seychelles
Sierra Leone
Singapore
South Africa
Spain
Sri Lanka
Sudan
Sur ineme
Sweden
Switserland
Syrian Arab Republic
Thai land
Togo
Tonga

16 December 1970

18 January 1971

16 December 1970
15 September 1971

19 February 1971

9 March 1971

12 August 1971
16 December 1970

30 July 1971

16 December 1970
16 December 1970
16 December 1970

13 October 1971
16 December 1970

10 May 1971

19 July 1971
8 September 1971

16 December 1970
16 March 1971

16 December 1970
16 December 1970

16 December 1970

31 May 1989
1 November 1978

25 April 1983
19 July 1972

3 June 1983
8 October 1971

24 October 1975’ (7)
17 May 1984
19 January 1979
27 August 1973 (8)
12 February 1974

6 November 1973
15 October 1971

3 July 1973
23 August 1971

2 February 1977 (2) (91
28 November 1973
10 March 1972
15 December 1975 (2)

4 February 1972
28 April 1978 (2)
26 March 1973
21 March 1972 (2)
27 November 1972
26 August 1981 (2)
18 January 1973 (10)
10 July 1972 (2)

8 November 1983
14 June 1974 (2) (11)

8 February 1978
29 December 1978
13 November 1974
12 April  1978
30 May 1972 (2)
30 October 1972

2 June 1978
18 January 1979
25 November 1975 (12)

7 July 1971
14 September 1971
10 July 1980 (2)
16 May 1978

9 February 1979
21 February 1977
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Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisia
Turkey
Uganda
Ukrainian Soviet

Socialist Republic
Union of Soviet

Socialist Republics
United Arab Rmirates
United Kingdom of Great

Britain and Northern
Ireland

United Republic
o f  Taneania

United States of America
Uruguay
Vanuatu
Veneeuela
Viet Nam
Yemen
Yugoslavia
Zaire
Zambia
Zimbabwe

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Date of sicrnature

16 December 1970

16 December 1970

16 December 1970

16 December 1970

16 December 1970

16 December 1970

16 December 1970

16 December 1970

31 January 1972
2 December 1981 (2)
17 April 1973
27 March 1972

21 February 1972 (2)

24 September 1971 (2)
10 April 1981 (13)

22 December 1971 (14)

9 August 1983
14 September 1971
12 January 1977
22 February 1989

7 July 1983
17 September 1979 (2)
29 September 1986

2 October 1972
6 July 1977
3 March 1987
6 February 1989

The instrument of ratification by Argentina contains a declaration which, in
translation, reads: “The application of this Convention to territories the
sovereignty of which may be disputed among two or more States, whether parties
to the Convention or not, may not be interpreted as alteration, renunciation
or waiver of the position upheld by each up to the present time”.

Reservation made with respect to paragraph 1 of article 12 of the Convention.

The instrument of accession by the Government of the People’s Republic of
China contains the following declaration: “The Chinese Government declares
illegal and null and void the signature and ratification of the
above-mentioned Convention by the Taiwan authorities in the name of China”.

Until a later decision, the Convention will not be applied to the Faroe
Islands or to Greenland.

/ . . .



A / 4 4 / 4 5 6
Rl@iSh

Page 44

(continued)

?&2W: A notification was received by the Government of the United Kingdom
from the Government of the Kingdom of Denmark that, with effect from
1 June 1980, Denmark withdraws its reservation, made in the following
terms upon ratification, in respect of Greenland:

"Sous la r&serve que jusqu'; dicision ulterieure la Convention ne
s'appliquera pas aux Iles F&o& et au Gro&land."

(5) Ratification by Kuwait was accompanied by an Understanding stating that
ratification of the Convention does not mean in any way recognition of Israel
by the State of Kuwait. Furthermore, no treaty relations will arise between
the State of Kuwait and Israel.

(6) Ths instrument of accession deposited by the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya contains
a disclaimer regarding recognition of Israel.

(7) "in case of a dispute, all recourse must be made to the International Court
of Justice on the basis of the unanimous consent of the parties concerned."

(8) The Convention cannot enter into force for the Netherlands Antilles until
thirty days after the date on which the Government of the Kingdom of the
Netherlands shall have notified the depositary Governments that the necessary
measures to give effect to the provisions of the Convention have been taken
in the Netherlands Antilles.

Note 1: On 11 June 1974, a declaration was deposited with the Government of
the United States of America by the Government of the Kingdom of the
Netherlands stating that in the interim the measures required to
implement the provisions of the Convention have been taken in the
Netherlands Antilles and, consequently, the Convention will enter
into force for the Netherlands Antilles on the thirtieth day after
the date of deposit of this declaration.

gate2 : By a Note dated 9 January I986 the Government of the Kingdom of the
Netherlands informed the Government of the United States of America
that as of 1 January 1986 the Convention is applicable to the
Netherlands Antilles (without Aruba) and to Aruba.

(9) Accession of the said Convention by the Government of the Sultanate of Oman
does not mean or imply, and shall not be interpreted as recognition of Israel
generally or in the context of this Convention.

(10) The accession by the Government of the Republic of Korea to the present
Convention does not, an any way, mean or imply the recognition of any
territory or r6gime that has not been recognised by the Government of the
Republic of Korea as a State or Government.

/ . . .



' (continued)

(11)

(12)

(13)

(14)

Approval by Saudi Arabia does not mean and could not be interpreted ae
reaognitioa  of Israel generally or in the context of this Convention.

Notification of sucoeeeion to the Convention was deposited with the
Government of the United States of America on 27 October 1978, by virtue of
the extension of the Convention to Suriname by the Kingdom of the Netherlands
prior to independence. The Republio of Surineme attained independence on
25 November 1975.

“In accepting the said Convention, the Government of the United Arab Rmiratee
takes the view that ite acceptance of the eaid Convention does not in any way
imply ite recognition of Israel, nor does it oblige to apply the provisiona
of the Convention in reepect of the said Countrye8b

The Convention is ratified “in reepect of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland and Territories under territorial sovereignty of the
United Kingdom  aa well a6 the British Solomon Islands Protectorate@‘.

/ . . .
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Aotigua and Barbuda
Argentina
Australia
Auctria
Bahamas
Bahrain
Baugladeeh
Barbadoo
Belgium
Bhi*tan
Bolivia
Botewana
Braail
Brunei Darusealm
Bulgaria
Burkina Faso
Burundi
Byeloruooian  Soviet

Socialiet Republic
Cameroon
Canada
Cape Verde
Chad
Chile
China
Colombia
Congo
Costa Rica
C6te d*Ivoire
Cyprus
Csechoslovakia
DemWratic People’s Republic

of Rorea
Demur  k
Dominican Republic
Ecuador
RBYpt
El Salvador
Ethiopia
Fiji
Finland

23 September 1971
12 October 1972
13 November 1972

23 September l971
23 September 1971

12 October 1972
23 September 1971

23 September 1971

6 Narch 1972

23 September 1971

23 September 1971

23 September  1971

L’7 September 1971
3-1 Gepeember 197 1

18 November 1972
23 September 1971

17 October 1972
31 May 1972

24 November 1972

23 Septwrber 1971
21 August 1972

22 July 1985
26 November 1973
12 July 1973
11 February 1974
27 Dscember 1984
2C February 1984 (1)
28 June 1978

6 Auguot 1976
13 August 1976
28 Lecember 1988
18 July 1979
28 Decembl  r 1978
24 July 1972 (1)
16 April 1986
28 Murch 1973 (1)
19 October 1982

31 January 1973 (I)
11 July 1973 (2)
19 June 1972
20 October 1977
12 July 1972
28 February 1974
10 September 1980 (1) (3)

4 December 1974

21 September 1973
9 January 1973

15 August 197,
10 August 1973 (1)

13 August 1980
17 January 1973 (4)
2b November 1973
12 January 1977
20 May 1975 (1)
25 September 1979
26 March 1979 (1)

5 March 1973
13 July 1973
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France
G&boll

Gambia
German Democratic Republic
Germany, Federal Republic of
Ghana
Greece
Grenada
Guatemala
Guinea
Guinea-Bissau
Guyana
Haiti
Honduras
Bungary
Iceland
India
Indonesia
Iran (Islamic Republic of)
Iraq
Ireland
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Japan
Jordan
Kenya
Kuwait
Lao People's Democratic

Republic
Lebanon
Lesotho
Liberia
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
Luxembourg
Madagascar
Malawi
Malaysia
Maldives
Mali
Marshall Islands
Mauritania
Mauritius
Mexico
Monaco

.Pate of af~mtua

24 November 1971

6 March 1972
23 September 1971

9 February 1972

9 May 1972

6 January.1972

23 September 1971

11 December 1972

23 September 1971
23 September 1971
23 September 1971

2 May 1972

1 November 1972

29 November 1971

25 January 1973

.Pate of deQt,aaL

eccession

30 June 1976 (1)
29 June 1976
28 November 1978
9 June 1972
3 February 1978

12 December 1973
15 January 1974
10 August 1978
19 October 1978 (1)

2 May 1984
20 August 1976
21 December 1972
9 May 1984

13 April 1987
27 December 1972 (1)
29 June 1973
12 November 1982
27 August 1976 (1)
10 July 1973
10 September 1974
12 October 1976
30 June 1972
19 February 1974
15 September 1983
12 June 1974
13 February 1973
11 January 1977
27 November 1979 (5)

23 December 1977
27 July 1978
1 February 1982

19 February 1974
18 May 1982
18 November 1986
21 December 1972 (1)

4 May 1985
1 September 1987

24 August 1972
31 Map 1989
1 November 1978

25 April 1983
12 September 1974
3 June 1983

/ . . .
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Mongo 1 i a
Moraaao
Nsuru
NOpal
Netherland
New Zealand
Niuarngua
Ni9.f
Nigeria
Norway
man
Pakirtan
Panama
Papua New Ouinra
Paraguay
Peru
Philippiner
Poland
Pot tugal
Qatar
Republic of Rore~
Romania
Rwanda
Seiat Luoia
Waudi Arabia
Senegal
Seychelles
Sierra Leone
Singagorr
Solomon Islandr
South Afriaa
Spain
6ri Lanka
Sudan
SUrilUUW
Sweden
Switasrland
Syrian Arab Republic
Thailand
Togo
Tonga
Trinidad and Tobago
TUnit318
Turkey
Uganda

18 Fobrurry 1972

23 September 19;l
26 September 1972
22 Dooombor 1972

6 Maruh 1972

18 January 1972

23 January 1973

23 Septombor 1971
23 September 1971
23 September 1971

10 July 1972
26 June 1972

23 Segtomber 1971

21 November 1972

23 September 1971
15 February 1972

23 September 1971

9 February 1972

5 July 197:

14 September 1972 (1)
24 Ootober  1975 (6)
17 May 1984
19 January 1979
27 Auguot 1973 (7)
12 February 1974

6 November 1973
1 Septsmbor 1972
3 July 1973
1 Auguct 1973
2 February 1977 (1) (8)

24 January 1974
24 April 1972
15 December 1975 (1)

6 Marah 1974
28 April 1978 (1)
;6 Maroh 1973
26 January 1975 (1)
15 January 1973
26 August  1981 (1)

2 Augurt 1973 (9)
15 Augurt 1975 (1)

8 November 1983
14 June 1974 (1) (10)

3 Februmy 1976
29 Deoambor  1976
20 September 1979
12 April 1978

7 July 1978 (11)
30 May 1972 (1)
30 October 1972

2 June 1978
18 January 1979
25 November 1975 (12)
10 July 1973
17 January 1976
10 July 1960 (1)
16 May 1978

9 February 1979
21 February 1977

9 February 1972
2 Detcambar  1961 (11

23 December 1975
19 July 1962



State0

Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic

Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics

United Arab Emirates
United Kingdom of Great

Britain and Northern
Ireland

United Republic of Tanzania
United States of America
Uruguay
Venezuela
Viet Nam
Yemen
Yugoslavia
Zaire
Zambia
Zimbabwe

23 September 1971

23 September 1971

23 September 1971

23 September 1971

23 September 1971

23 October 1972
23 September 1971
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.of *out
Pf i-

or.accessma

26 January 1973 (1)

19 February 1973 (1)
10 April 1981 (13)

25 October 1973 (14)
9 August 1983
1 November 1972

12 January 1977
21 November 1983 (15)
17 September 1979
29 September 1986
2 October 1972
6 July 1977
3 March 1987

6 February 1989

(1) Reservation made with respect to paragraph 1 of article 14 of the Convention.

(2) "In accordance with the provisions of the Convention of 23 September 1971, for
the Suppression of Unlawful Acts directed against the Security of Civil
Aviation, the Government of the United Republic of Cameroon declares that in
view of the fact that it does not have any relations with South Africa and
Portugal, it has no obligation toward these two countries with regard to the
implementation of the stipulations of the Convention.”

(3) The Instrument of Accession by the Government of the People's Republic of
China contains the following declaration: "The Chinese Government declares
illegal and null and void the signature and ratification of the
above-mentioned Convention by the Taiwan authorities in the name of China."

(4) Until a later decision, the Convention will not be applied to the Faroe
Islands or to Greenland.

kk&!E: A notification was received by the Government of the United Kingdom
from the Government of the Kingdom of Denmark that, with effect from
1 June 1989, Denmark withdraws its reservation, made in the following
terms upon ratification, in respect of Greenland:

"Sous la riserve que jusqu'h dicision ultirieure la Convention ne
s'appliquera pas aux Ile Ft&oi et au Groi$nland."

/ . . .
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(oontiauod)

(5) It ir undorrtood that aaarrrion  to the Convontlon for thr Bupprorrion of
Unlawful Aatr rqrinat  the Bafoty of Civil Aviation, done at iimtraalr 1971,
doer not morn in any way rraognitioa  of Irrral by the State of Uuwait.
Furthermore, 110 trrrt# relation will rrirr botwoen thr Btrto of Kuwait  and
Irraml,

(0)

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

(11)

(12)

“fa 0188 of a dirputo, all roaour~o murt bo mado to the Iatornrtlonrl  Court
of Juaticr  on thr barir of the unanimour aonront  of the prrtior eoaoornebr”

The Convention  aaaaot l ntor into form for the Nothorlandr Antillrr until
thirty dayr aftor the drto on whioh the Qovrrnmont of the Kingdom of the
Nothorleadr rhrll hrvo notifird the drporitary  Oovrrnmantr  that thr nraorsarl
mearuror to give rffoat to thr grovirioar of thr Convrrrtioa  hava bran taken
in the Nethorlmd~ Antillor,

)qatp~ On 11 Juan 1974, a doalrration wa8 drporitrd with the Qovrrwnoat of
the United Statrr of Amrrioa by the Qovmrmnrnt  of the Kingdom of the
Hothorlandr  #toting  that in the intorim the rnoailuroa rrquirrd  to
implomont the provirionr of the Convention had boon takrn in the
Netherlandr Antillor and, aoarmquantly,  the Convoation would enter
into foroe for the Nothrrlandr  Antillrr on the thirtieth day after
thr data of dogorit of thir dralaration,

-8 By a Noto dated 9 January 1955, thr Oovmrnmant  of the I(ingdom of thl
Nothorlandr informed the Oovornmont of the United Strter of America
that ar at 1 JWAsry 1985 the Convention war applioablo to the
#othorlmdr Antiller (without A r u b a )  and to A r u b a ,

Aoooraion to the raid Convrntion by the Qovoramont  of the Sultanate of Oman
door not mean or imply, and rhall not bo intorproted aa roaognition of Irrae
goarrrlly or in the oontoxt of thir Convention,

Thr aaorrrion by the Oovornmont of the Ropublia of Aorta to the prorrnt
Convention  domr not in any way mean or imply the recognition of any trrrltor
or r&gimo that ham not boaa rooognirod  by the ~ovormwnt of the Republ.ic  of
Roroa 80 a State of QovornmontO

Approve1 by Baudi Arabia does not mean an6 could not be lnterprotsd  aa
rooognition of IGrsel generally or in the context of thir Convention.

The Solomon Ialandr attained indrprndenc~  on 7 July 19781 the Inotrument of
6uocorrion  war doporitod on 13 April 1962,

Notification of Sucosscion  to tho Conwntion was depooited with the
Qowrnment  of the United Statee of America on 27 October 1978, by virtue of
the rxtenrion of the Convention to Suriname by the Kingdom of the Netherlanc
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(continued)

prior to indopondonce. The Ropublio  of Surinamr attained indrpendenae on
2G Novrmbor  1975.

(13) “In accrpting the raid Convontioa, the ~overnmont of the United Arab Emiratad
takre the virw that ito acaoptanaa of the raid Ccnvoation doer act in any wry
imply itr reoognition  of Israel, nor door it oblige to apply the provirionr
of the Conmntion  in rorgoot  of the raid Couatry.Ol

(14) The Convention  ir ratifird “ia rosprct of the United Kingdom of Oreat Dritain
and Northorn Iroland and Torritorier  under territorial roveroignty  of the
Unitrd Kingdom am ~011 aa the Britirh  Solomon Irlando  Proteotoratollr

(18) The Inrtrwnent of Ratifiaation  by the Qovoramont  of Vonemuola  contain@ the
following teaorvation rrgarding articler 4, 7 and 8 of the Coavontionl
IVeneausla will take into coarideration  clearly pclitical motiver and the
airawnutanoor  under which offonaer  doraribod in Artiolr  1 of this Convantion
are aommitted, in refuring to extradite or grorooutr  an offendor, unlerr
financial extortion or injury to tho arow@ pawongoro, or other poroonr  har
oaour red. I1

The Oovernmrnt  of the United Kingdom of Oreat Britain and Northorn Irrland
made the following declaration in a Noto dated 8 Augurt 1955 to the
Department of State c.8 t.ho Qovernmsnt  of the United Stators

“The Qovarnment  of the United Kingdom of Qrrat Britain and Northorn Ireland
do not regard ax valid the rerervatica  made by the Qovoranwnt of thr Regublia
of Venesuela inrofar aa it gurportr  to limit the obligation under Articlo  7
of the Convention  to submit the caao againrt an offondor to the compotont
authoritieo  of thr State for the gurpocr  of proeocution.tl

With reference to the above dealaration  by the Qovoramont  of thr United
Kingdom of Qreat Britain and Northern Iroland, the Qovornment of Vonesuola,
in a Note dated 21 Novombrr 1985, informed the Dopsrtmont of Stat0 of thr
Qovernment  of the United Stator of the followinga

“Thr remerve made by thr Qovrrnment  of Veneauela to Article@  4, 7 and S of
the Convention la bared on the fact that the principle of arylum ia
contomglatod in Article 116 of the Conotitution of the Republic of
Venezuela. Article 116 readal

‘The Republic pant8 asylum t o  any p e r s o n  rubject to perrecution or
which finds itoelf in danger, for political roasonc, within the
conditions and requirements established by the lswe and norms of
international law.’
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It ir for thir rerron thrt the Qovornment of Vonoauela  conridorr thrt in
order to proteat thir right, which would be diminirhod  by the applicetioa
without llmltr of the maid l rtialor, it warn  nocorrary to rrquert  the
formulation of thr drclrration contemplated in Art, 2 of the L&w approving
thr Convention  for the Ou~prOoniOn  of Unlawful Aato Againrt  the Seourity
(do) of  Civil  AviatlonP

Thr Qovernmrnt of Xtrly made the following declaration  in a Noto dried
II Nowmbrr 1085 to the Deprrtmonr.  of St&to of the Qovrrnmoat of the United
stat.8  I ‘I
Vho Oovornmont of Italy door not aonridor ar valid the rerorvation
formulated  by the Qovernment of the Republic of Veneruela due to the faot
that it may bo conriderod a8 riming to limit the obligation under Artiale  7
of the Conventlon to rubmit  the case rgainrt 8x1 offendor to the oomgetent
l uthorltior of thr Stat8 for the purpore of proaooution,gO
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tv of Civil Avw at Manttlral
24 Fm 1988 m foa on 6 #ucrust 1Ou)

Argentina
Austria
Belgium
Braail
Bulgaria
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist

Republic
Cameroon
Canada
Chile
China
Congo
Costa Rica
Cke d’ Ivoirs
Csechoelovakia
Democratic People’s Republic

of Korea
Domark
EwH
Ethiopia
Finland
France (1)
Qabon
Qerman Democrcrtic  Republic
Qermclny,  Federal Republic of
Qhar %
Hungary
Iceland
Ireland
Indonesia
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Jordan
Kuwait
Lebanon
Liberia
Luxembourg

24 February 1988
4 July 1989

15 Marah 1989
24 February 1938
24 February 1988

24 February 1988
23 November 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
13 April 1989
24 February 1988
21 March 1988
24 February 1988

11 April 1989
24 February 1988
24 February 1980
X4 February 1988
16 November 1988
2 9 March 1986
20 September 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
2 9 July 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
30 September 1988
24 February 1986
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
18 May 1989

1 May 1989

3i January 1989

7 September 1988

8 March 1989

/ ..*



A/44/456
English
Page 54

Malawi
M6ll3p3ik3
Marshall Islands
Maurf tius
MCtXiOO
Morocco
Netherlaade (2)
New Zealand
Niger
Norway
Pakistan
Peru
Philippines
Poland
Portugal
Republic of Korea
Romania
Saint Vincent and the Grenadine6
Saudi Arabia
Senegal
Spain
Sri Lanka
Sweden
Switzerland
Togo
Turkey
Ukrcrinlan Soviet Socialist

Republic
Union of Soviet Sociclist

Republics
United Arab Emirates
United Klngclom of Qreat Britain

and Northern Ireland
United States of America
Venesuela
Yugoslavia
Zaire

(1) The Government of France made
efl;;nature  of the Protocol:

24 February 1986
24 February 1908
23 June 1988
28 June 1989
24 F.fbruary 1988

8 July 1988
13 April 1988
11 April 1989
?4 February 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
25 January 1989
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988

1. December 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988

* March 1989
28 October 1988
24 February I.988
24 February 1988
24 Oatobes 1988
24 February 1980

24 February 1988

24 February 1988
24 February 1988

26 October 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988
24 February 1988

30 May 1989

1 June 1989

21 February 1909

7 July 1989

31 March 1989
9 March 1989

. .

the following declaratfon  at the time of

“The French Republic recalls the declaration made at the time of its accession
to the Convention for ttr Suppression of! Unlawful Acts against the Safety of
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Civil Aviation of 23 September 1971, when it stated that; @In accordance with
Article 14, paragraph 2, the French Republic does not oonsider  itself bound by
the provisions of paragraph 1 of that Article  rtnder which any dispute between
two or more Contracting States concerning the interpretation or applica:ion  of
this Convention which cannot be settled through negotiation, shall, at the
request of one of them, be submitted to arbitration. If within sin months
from the date of the request for arbitration the Parties are unable to agree
on the organisation of the arbitration, any one of those Parties may refer the
dispute to the International Court of Justice by request in conformity with
the Statute of the Court.’

The above declaration is appllaable tu the Protocol for the Suppression of
Unlawful Acts of Violence at Airports Serving International Civil Aviation,
Supplementary to the Convention for the Suppressio n of Unlawful Acts against
the Safety of Civil Aviation of 23 September 1971.”

The Government of the Netherlands made the following interpretative statement
at the time of signature of the Protocolr

“The Government of the Kingdom of the Netherlands hereby declares that, in the
light of the preamble, it understands the provisions laid down in Articles II
and III of the Protocol to signify the following8

only those acts which, in view of the nature of the weapons used and the
place where they are committed, cause or are likely to cauee incidental
lose of life or serious injury among the general public or users of
international civil aviation in particular, shall be classed as acts of
violence within the meaning of the new paragraph 1 ~ (a), as contained
in Article II of the Protoool;

only those acts which, in view of the damage which they cause to
buildings or aircraft at the ,irport or their disruption of the services
provided by the airport, endanger or are likely to endanger the safe
operation of the airport in relation to international civil aviation,
shall be classed a6 acts of violence within the meaning of the new
paragraph 1 b-. (b), a6 contained in Article II of the Protocol.”


