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INTERNATIONAL CONVENTIONS ON TiRR oy
EFFECTIVENESS AND LIMITATIONS

G UMA MAHESWARI

Assistant Professor, School of Law, VISTAS,
Phone - 7667444336, Email id - advuma2006@gmail.cop

Abstract
Terrorism 1s the most complicated issue which is faced by the world toqy,

a problem that demands for powerful legal fi ameworks and coniprehensjy,
international intervention. Numerous international agreements, profocols
and decisions of the United Nations Security Council (UNSC) have been
created and implemented all over the years In an attempt to make acts of
terrorism illegal, harmonize terminologies, & strengthen  international
cooperation. Foundational legal arrangements were originally established
by essential instruments which include the 1979 Hostages Convention, the
1988 SUA Convention on maritime security, the 1999 Conventions on
terrorist bombings and funding, and the Hague and Montreal Con ventions
covering aviation terrorism. Nevertheless, those efforts, concerns about
politics, inconsistent implementation, and conceptual difficulties persist to
limit the successfil implementation of such frameworks. Furthermore, the
swift advancements in technology, such as cyberterrorism, intemel
recruitment and propaganda, cryptocurrency-based revenue generation, and
drone-facilitated attacks present added hazards that are not adequately
handled according to current standards. These recent developments reveal
significant shortcornings in international legal frameworks, increasing
pressure on governments (o alter conventional law enforcement methods
and Hcc()lllpl'li‘»‘/l an equilibrium between human rights obligations and
counlenellmrlsm c/i(:)ns. The benefits and drawbacks of n ternationil
agreements on terrorism are extensively investicated in thic ar: :
alasizs a how eallbgy /,:s Zf;, ::I } f:fli;lft]ed mn this article, with an
uence both dangers and

legal countermeasures. It underscores the necessity for an all-enco mpassing,
. ss'ns' /=2

contemporary legal framework that includes into account the technical
hnic:
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Jobal cooperation, and strengthens monitoring  and
s 11O 0k 4

ourages &
. eneo

wms, This chapter aims (o provide a nuanced analysis
facl l mechanisiis:

petween terrorism, advancements in technology, and the
. hip be

mship

elallt

ramal 1 : valuating current jssucs and
‘the T v gf international law through evaluating
-”

e .
anct seficial recommendations. | |
paking bet wational Terrorism, Technological advancements, Cyber
' . [nternalion: ' ' ceme .
ords'/ remational Legal Framework, United Nations Security Council,
'y niciilc ¢
s,

u‘l‘f(”-

fer Terrorism Convention.
Coun

lmroduct‘l"n most significant danger to international security currently js
Pcrhaps l]\(:vhich demands comprehensive international legal responses. For
tclTO“S‘l’SC of to reprimand certain terrorist activities, regulate terminology,
f:lcdllizourage collaboration, the United Nations and its member states have
;jcveIOpCd plenty of Security Council resolutions and a collection of 19

international anti-terrorism treaties and protocols throughout the past 50

years. Aviation, maritime transportation, taking captives, destruction,

financing, and nuclear terrorism are just some of the areas addressed by
these instruments. The analysis evaluates thejr doctrinal development and
ratification progress i.e. the 1999 Financing Convention's more than 190
states parties, examines the benefits they provide such as universal jurisdiction

and INTERPOL coordination, and highlights their disadvantages such as
inconsistent execution, contentions over sovereignty,

single definition of terrorism which disregards state ac
technological issues such as drone intrusions that end
(IHRL) International Humanitarian Law proportio
avoidance of Financial Action Task Force (
cyberterrorism within the purview of the Budapest
Proposes an extensive convention, targeted amen
Counter-Terrorigm Committee Executive Director
Action Task Force (FATF) capabilities, sugge
frameworks fa] inadequate against technological-dri
that precede cover difficulties, alterations, and his
Evolution of International Frameworks

Over the span of five decades, international anti-terrorism fr

and the absence of g
tors. It also examines
anger sovereignty and
nality, cryptocurrency
FATF) oversight and
Convention. The study
dments, and enhanced
ate., (CTED) /Financial
sting that the existing
ven hazards. The sections
torical fundamentals.

ameworks have

dEVeloped progressively from sector-specific, responsive treaties to broad
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increasing  global dangers. The United Natiop lio "

' N S y /‘\
approach under universal treaties that made CsmhlighQ h 3,
Unlawfy 0

terrorism  whils! mandating the fundamental gy, il
: X T . Hldardq gy "
extradite (aut dedere aul judicare)* ™ purgiang s op "
PHANL o g,

¢

Dr('ym_ ’
y the latter part of the 1960s i

hijackings 1 and carly ¢ e g
hijackings, the fundamental Hague Convention for ¢ .)7('){ ’\“dh‘.'
Unlawful Sgizure of Aircraft (1970) required nationg imC |
cchvi while handing over control to lawful Opcfa:mcm“r%
0 states had ratified it. The Montreal CO”VC;);:nhy I

o fo,

Unlawful conduct towards the Safety of ¢y =
1vi| Avin

l “pr’rﬂ;,

penalties
nearly 17
Suppression of
(1971)cc1xvii, which acquired over 190 ratifications ang ., °
precedents for universal jurisdiction, rapidly augmented this, | bsrlzi
incorporate sabotage and detrimental CO”dl:rf'

its application to
hijacking, maritime security . ‘
i

consequence to the Achille Lauro
followed suit by entering into the 1988
Unlawful Acts regarding the Safety of Maritime Navigation (SUAy*

ich empowered the boarding and interdiction of suspicious vessels
torial procedure. Though the 19

Convention for the Suppress, .

wh
the high seas a revolutionary extraterti

International Convention pertaining  to the Suppression of Temr
Bombings targeted indiscriminate explosives in public locations™, i

1979 International Convention regarding the Taking of Hostages giver
discharge and sentencing®™®. The 19%
the Suppression of the Funding of
tive

primacy on the victim’s
International Convention dedicated to

h forbids any funds supposed for terrorist acts irrespec
and destabilized

er than billions,
been finished
£ Acts of

Terrorism, whic
of their its origin or motive, accomplished over 190 parties,
networks like Al-Qaeda through restrictions on assets great
intensified post-Cold War advancement*™*. This phase has
with the 2005 International Convention for the Suppression 0
Nuclear Terrorism, primarily concentrated on developing protections ovet

radioactive materials in the context of proliferation issues“"““. However,

ratification remains an outstanding issue by approximately 120 states:

UN Security Council resolutions under Chapter VII represented an
binding

evolutionary transformation toward aggressive, internationally
and

C(r)::(}:i:nc?nfin;e 9/11 in connection with the other 19 agreements
g s. The Al-Qaeda/Taliban sanctions regime had been established bY
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267 (1999), that enforced asset freezes
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e 1 spor1sm Committee (CTC) for obsery
e
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ang th apport,. minimize  safe
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profs

ier by
ake action

(!

ot all nations. irrespective of conye alification, 4

havens,
1

Tl While Resolution 2178 (20714)ch larg

.‘ |‘|“‘(“ o N s fqet 4

el o fronticr and passport restrictions, Resolut
) \": . 4

‘-..hl\ e ohligation 10 slop non-state actors from

Jcroasct

" gestruction. This dual shift from av;
W

of MY | finance foci, strengthened by y

Al and Coordinate g
cted forcign terrorist
ion ]540 (2004)&'2\:\;\v

prolifcraling Weapons
ation-focused treaties to the

i
strict!
espite ha

k,m‘ (Jﬂ(

NSC requirements revealed
such as technical inconsistencies
ons »

climinating state terrorism

aws and facilitating mypyg] legal ajgechii

d b signi approximated universality by 2026 (France
0 ‘ . . . .

Am. 418/19, for example), inconsistent commitment in the Global South

mllhc '

smonizing national 1

{icant treatics

and cxpunding tech deficits continued to exist, el]1p!1?.5i8illg the importance
" integrated improvements as analysed hereechviii
il and Ratification Status

Smgi:irnational anti-terrorism - mechanism's - sectoral and functional
W' wre, which eliminates definitional blockage by criminalizing
er“-:?fd (c;rorisl crimes instead of terrorism itself, constitutes one of its
Q:;: ll:cneﬁls. This approach has rendered it possible for states who have
:jislinCl political and legal systems to arrive at a broad consensus, and it
has made it practicable for important instruments to be approved almost
miversally. By minimizing jurisdictional gaps and preventing safe havens
for criminals, the incorporation of the gut dedere aut judicare principle
srengthens the system even further”™* The constant expansion of.the
subject matter from aviation and maritime protection to hostage—takmg,
terrorist attacks, the financing of terrorism, and nuclear terrorism 1s further
remarkable attribute®™*. Especially in the domains of extradition, property
freezing, and criminal cooperation, this multifaceted expansion has enhanced
legal compatibility and mutual legal guidance®™™, As duties under
resolutions like 1373 and 1540 apply worldwide irrespective of treaty
ratification, the post-9/11 shift towards binding UN Security Council
resolutions within Chapter VII amounts to yet another achievement*™i,

The Financing of Terrorism Convention and aviation-related accords
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encompass more than 180" States Particg, and
e

fundamental agreements have ncarly univergg)
capacity constraints and technological incquality, P

(hat are developing, are apparent in the relatively |

in '

mj Con,

celxxxiv Thi ted Tat 'ﬁC .
. This structyre

iy
a%nh ]

extraordinary conceptual consolidation and worldwig Ao cm‘,,_‘h.' ,

fa
| Plange 4,
of these constraints™™™ d‘-‘rrf}

Limitations and Cha“enges
The international anti-terrorism structure still faces Significay

Nuclear Terrorism Convention

P&rv
and structural limitations regardless of its normative CO"SOIIdaI Uigy.,
10

most significant of these is the absence of a commonly accepied ¢ f
of terrorism, which is primarily attributed to continuing disagre, -
about whether or not state terrorism, national liberation moxementS
the range of acceptable resistance must be considered, Sele -
enforcement  beyond  jurisdictions and  disproportionate domegg,
incorporation are the consequences of this definitional segmentation®i,
The implementation gap between official ratification followed by effectiy,
domestic enforcement is another significant issue. The organisationy
ability, technological proficiency, and finances essential for implcmcming
responsibilities related to international border control, financial surveillanc,
and knowledge sharing are lacking in numerous nations, particularly thos
located in the Global South®™*'i Challenges about legitimacy are
additionally addressed by the Security Council's increased reliance on
"legislative" resolutions, which enforce legally binding demands without
the democratic consent typically connected with treaty-making
A further drawback is the implications for human rights. Preventive

detention, extensive surveillance, and targeted punishment schemes are

celxxxviii

examples of broad counterterrorism strategies that have been challenged for
undermining the rights to due process, privacy, and a fair trial™*"
Additionally, current approaches are still insufficient for coping with new
technological hazards like cyberterrorism, autonomous weaponry, and non-
slate actors exploiting artificial intelligence™, These challenges emphasize

the need for a more coherent, rights-sensitive, and technologically adaptive
counter-terrorism regime®®

Emerging Technological Threats

The operational atmosphere of terrorism has recently been profoundly
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! . pyplocurrency. which has made it feasible to

in an anony mously and decentralized mann

o Hamas and ISIS have submitted requests for
o throu “’C"-\"Wd platforms, bypassing the conventional
" mhm(‘“,-“‘"\s autlined
e “” it weakens the capacity of the state to keep decrease
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o K confise eate awsels, par
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‘ .
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ke this. inexpensive and powerful attacking techniques have
schievable by the widespread deployment of unmanned acrial
idenced by ISIS's drone operations in Iraq and

life of the president of Venczucla, non-

in the Financing of Terrorism

ticularly in arcas with inadequate digital
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g ¢ dre e, As CV
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ave deployed Wi iponized drones for surveillance, targeted
pd the \lupmu\l of L\])]()SIVLs P

" N\ 9
i
e 1! peen adequately managed by existing counterterrorism

e
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CXCV
. Such technologies with multiple

ats, emph isizing the urgent demand for flexible legislative solutions

monetary  regulation, —arms control, and cyber

\1\ Cﬂﬂ““

Security and Human Rights

ining AN appropriate equilibrium between the collective safety and

mmh
warding of fundamental human rights is vital for ensuring the

fio safegu:
dictiveness 0f international counterterrorism measures. Counterterroris

m
grtegies that depend
and focused punishments have raised severe concerns about

on extensive pre\'enlallve detention, widespread

goniforing,
fueprocess, privacy, and the presumption of innocence, regardless of wheth
er

wies have an enforceable obligation to safeguard citizens from terrori

B . orist

wiviies. Judicial review, especially by regional human rights courts, has
o )
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grown from the lack of appropriate Procedury

sanctions  mechanisms established under UN ‘ Dn‘nhm

coxevn
.

resolutions

Counterterrorism measures have (o conform
0

legality, necessity, proportionality, and non-discr;
by international human rights Jaweoeii

the

Minatjgy, tha :

Emer @by,
cnc Cilss

g y O\I"cr.

continue to be exceptional and be subject to signiﬁcantjud. Oug,
ici ok

the UN Human Rights Committee and the Special
counterterrorism has constantly emphasized®eix

: : , o 3 u e
concerns raises with the risk of compromising e Nan Fighe

to Prevep le
1calizati0n“‘

L
Y accepiap), but
¢nce to intcma(i

fforts
while encouraging environments that promote raq Morigp,
consequence, a human rights-based approach s not on|
critical for maintaining sustainable safety and adler
legal commitments.

Recommendations and Reforms

§
alj()
on Al

A number of specific improvements must be made for enhancing
¢

d credibiliyy,
aps, far more shoyyy be
required (o be done by nations to uniformly enforce into the

domain by means of model legislation and capacity-buildin

international counterterrorism arrangement's effectiveness gp
To make it casier, to address implementation g

Municipg|

& programs,
particularly within developing nations*, Second, counterterrorism systen

must consist of explicit human rights protections, such as access to effective
remedies and competent evaluation procedures for sanctions categories®".
Third, by means of upgraded treaty provisions or interpretive protocols, the
legal framework ought to respond to new technological threats like

weaponized drones, cryptocurrency-based financing, and cyberterrorism™,

Fourth, in order to avoid normative disconnection, the Security Council,

UN counterterrorism agencies, and human rights institutions need to more
effectively coordinatecss™. Lastly, if it combines safety concemns with
rights requirements, present talks towards a
ention on Intemationa] Terrorism might provide a
conceptual framework™, Tpege improvements would make certain that
measures 10 combat terrorism continues to be both efficient and legally

viable, enhance state compliance, and enhance institutional coherence™ "
Indian Constitutional and Statutory Perspective

humanitarian and human
Comprehensive Conv
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