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Countering Terrorist Fighters Legislation Bill

Proposed amendments

Dr Kennedy Graham, in Committee, to move the following amendments:

Clause 4
In clause 4, new section 45(1)(b), replace “31 March 2017” (page 3, line 12)
with “30 June 2015”.
In clause 4, new section 45(6), replace “1 April 2017” (page 4, line 7) with “1
July 2015”.
In clause 4, new section 46(1), replace “1 April 2017” (page 4, line 9) with “1
July 2015”.
In clause 4, new section 46(2), replace “1 April 2018” (page 4, line 16) with “1
July 2016”.

Clause 7
In clause 7, new section 280M(6), replace “1 April 2017” (page 6, line 30) with
“1 July 2015”.

Clause 9
In clause 9, new section 41A, replace “In sections 41B to 41F,—” (page 7,
line 5) with “In sections 41B and 41C,—”.
In clause 9, delete the cross-heading above new section 41D and new sections
41D to 41F (page 10, line 20 to page 15, line 13).
In clause 9, replace new section 41G (page 15, lines 15 and 16) with:

41G Repeals
Sections 41A to 41C and this section are repealed on 1
July 2015.

Clause 10
In clause 10, delete “, 41E(7)” (page 15, line 21).
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Clause 11
In clause 11, replace “41B, and 41D” (page 15, line 25) with “and 41B”.

Clause 12
In clause 12(1), replace “visual surveillance warrant, or authorisation under sec-
tion 41D(1)” (page 15, lines 29 and 30) with “or visual surveillance warrant”.
In clause 12(2), replace “visual surveillance warrant, or authorisation under sec-
tion 41D(1)” (page 15, lines 32 and 33) with “or visual surveillance warrant”.

Clause 13
In clause 13(2), replace “41B(1) or (2), or 41D(1)” (page 16, line 5) with “or
41B(1) or (2)”.

Clause 14
In clause 14(2), replace “41B(1) or (2), or 41D(1)” (page 16, line 12) with “or
41B(1) or (2)”.

Explanatory note
The purpose of this Supplementary Order Paper is to amend the Counter Ter-
rorist Fighters Legislation Bill to ensure that the rights of New Zealanders are
not unnecessarily infringed upon. Any compromise of civil liberties must be in
proportion to any change of threat. As of yet, there has been no explicit defin-
ition of the threat and therefore, such a far-reaching intrusion of state powers is
unnecessary at this stage.
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