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It is easy to say, at this point, that
reliedt is lss pressing need for new inter-

ce.nent
nal-machinery for taking "joint ac-

ention,v
agAinst states assisting hijackers

ost states seem ready to accept
tal international obligations by

ratifying existing international conven-
tions. This encouraging development, how-
ever, was not apparent until very recently,
and is attribuable, to a great extent, to the
train of events and difficult choices trig-
gered by the original Canada/United
States initiative. It can at least now be
said that practically no state is hospitable
to hijackers. Recent incidents show that hi-
jacked planes have to wander from state
to state before finding even a semi-haven.

In the North American context, in-
creased security measures have undoubted-
ly been the most important single factor in
the dramatic decrease of incidents. Also
significant, however, is the deterrent effect
of the bilateral hijacking agreements en-
tered into separately with Cuba on Febru-
ary 15, 1973, by Canada and the United
States (followed on June 7, 1973, by the
bilateral agreement between Cuba and
Mexico). Canada first proposed the nego-
tiation of such a bilateral treaty with Cuba
in 1969, after the Cuban Government had
announced its intention not to become a
party to any international hijacking con-
ventions but rather to negotiate bilater-
ally, taking into account its relations with
individual countries. Well before these bi-
lateral agreements came into force, it had
become clear that a hijacker's lot in Cuba
was not often a happy one. These agree-
ments and the attendant publicity now
provide clear confirmation of this fact.

It is evident that the time has not
yet come when governments can relax and
pretend that the hijacking problem has
been solved. Incidents still continue to
occur too frequently throughout the world.
Governments and airlines will not be able
to drop their guard in the foreseeable fu-
ture. Certainly, however, the across-the-
board attack on the interrelated aspects
of the problem has directly and indirectly
produced some positive results. As a re-
sult, individuals who might in the past
have been tempted to commit hijacking
and related offences now seem to be more
aware that the gamble is not worth the
risks, since there are very few places
left where punishment can be avoided en-
tirely. It is to be hoped that they are not
now using their diabolic ingenuity to de-
vise new methods ofterrorizing innocent
citizens.

(This article was written before the Arab
terrorist hijacking incident which began at
the Rome airport on December 17. The
incident does not change the article's
basic premise. Universal condemnation
of the incident should spur governments
to take further measures to eliminate the
problem.)
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