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Comments submitted by Nev Zealand 

1 1lew Zeale...~d believes that the Convention should be as comprehensive as 

possible in protecting the ea:fety of maritime navigation and suppressing unlawful 

acts against it. For that reason New Zealand proposed, in the Ad Hoc Preparatory 

Committee, the inclusion of offences against maritime navigation facilities and 

the cammunicating of false information (nov article 3(1)(e) and (f)). The incluaion 

ef such offences in the CeIIV"ention is consistent vi.th the Jlontre&l Convention for 

the Suppression of Unla.wf'ul Acts Against the Safety of Civil Aviation, which contains 

■imila.r provisions (see article 1(1)(d) and (e) thereof). 

2 Offences of this nature have potentially serious co:.aequences for the safety of 

aa.ri.time navigation as in the situation where, !or example, navigation aids are 

destr07ed or interfered vi.th for the purpose of deliberately misleading shipping 

in crowdedor difficult vatel'TcliYB• llhile it must be acknawl•d&ed that not all such 

effencee rill necessarily have serious consequences :tor ahipping, that ie also true 

of other effenc•• in article 3 (airailari.ly, not all effencea against air n&Tigation 

~acilities er oamn.micating :talae in:tormatian to &ircra.tt rill necessariq hsv'e 

••riws censequaoes :tor the aaf'•tJ' e:t aircraft ill tlipt). Thi• upect i•, 
:b.ennr, Offvecl 'b7 th• ftJIAl phru•• ill uiiole .3(1)(e) 11114 (:t) llhiah, 1.Daetar u 

e:ttences ap.inst :aavigatian facilitie1 are cnoerned, specificalq limits the 

applioation .r the Cerrrentien to onl,7 those cases which are likel.7 to en4allger the 

~e nartgation of ahips and, insofar u cenmnmicatin& false inf'omation is 

cencerned, specifically limits the applicatien of the C.nventien to onlJ'" those cases 

which 4o endanger the aa.!e navigation •f ahipe. Similar qualification a.re found 

in the Jlentreal C•IIV"enticm, in relation to &ircr&tt. 
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3 The ncrt Conve!1tion ·w·o,.lld nevertheless benefit fror., e:;:reater consiste::1cy ::ct-wee:-i 

erlicle 3(1)(E-; and (f) and. the cor;;panble: provisions of the !.fo::t:re:.::.l Co:ivc:-:tio:· . . 

'!'he propos.i.1 by Australi~ to lir..i t the ~:;;>plication of article 3( 1 )( e ~ to onl:-

those fucilitics used for inter:1ctio~cl r..z.vig~tio~ is, therefore, sup~or-tet. 

1-:oreovcr, article 3( 1) (f) coulc. be lit:1i tad to actio::1s ·which actually enda.,{;(c!" t:!:c 

se.fe navica,tion of s. pu-ticular ship, rather tha."1 shir,pinc; ir. generc:.1, by replaci:-:.: 

the word "ships" by "a ship" (see, in this respect, the cooparable provisior: of t:ie 

i.:ontreal Convention). 


