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LAW AND ARMS CONTROL ON THE BEABED
(Continued from P. 2)

OPPOSITE eiÊWS ON CONTROL

Tiiose states -wiiich favor a supra-national approach
to a seabeti regime tend to press for strong interna-
tional maciiinery, whlle states which favor a national
epproach tend to resist anythiug but the. most limiteti
machiuery. On this issue there is a rather extreme
polarization of views between many tieveloping court-
tries anti Certain tievelopeti countries - the Soviet
Union in particular. The U.S.S.R. strongly opposes
the supra-national overtones of the seabeti question
anti has resisteti the study of international machiuery
iu the. Uniteti Nations.

The. Canadien Government's position on these
matters le stili developlng. We agree tiiet there is an
ares of the seabeti beyond national juristiictlon. We

want tuis ares to be reserveti for peaceful purposes.
W. consitier that a workable legal regime must be de-
velopeti if the seabeti is to bu exploitet iIn an ef-
fective, equltable anti orderly mariner. Anti we assume
that mome forai of international machinery will be re-
quireti. In our vlew, the. seabeti regime sud niacbineiy
shoulti provide some revenue for international com-
munlty purposes, while protecting the legitimate in-
tereats of etrepreneurs anti coastal states. We inteuti
to b. flexible andi open-milatet i n exemlning a11 pos-
sible systeais, but we have serlous reservations about
the. more extreme proposais for international owaer-
ship anti control.

I ahoulti uow litre to turu to the question of re-
serving the seabeti excluslvely for peaceful purposes.
'l'h basic Canadian position is that the widest pos-
sible range of arns-control measures shoulti be ex-
t.nded ta the widest possible ares of the. seabeti anti
ocean-floor.

We have argueti freai the beginning that tuis ob-

Jective shoulti b>. understoot inl the light of the.
Unitedi Nationis Charter anti otiier principles of inter-
national law. UJse of tue seabeti for offensive military
uses shouiti bu prohubiteti, anti especiaily the de-
ployaient of nuclear weapons anti weapons of mass
destruction. However, ita use for purely tiefeusîve

purposea. especlully lu areas adjacent to the. coast,

agreeti on a limit of 12 miles for this coastal band.
This corresponds to the breadth of the territorial ses
claimed by the U.S.S.R. andi some 55 other states.

The United States aud the U.S.S.R. also agreeti
that this coastal band or "maximum contiguous zone"
shall be measuret inl the sanie way as the territorial
sea. Allowance will b. made for the. use of the
stralght-baseline systemn whici Canada has applieti to
long stretches of its coast, aud for the status of
historie waters such as Hudson Bay.

SHORTCOMINGS OF DRAFT TREATY

The resuits s0 for of negotiations on arma control on
the seabed have now been incorporateti Ia a draft
treaty tabled Wy the Unitedi States and the Soviet
Union. The. major achievement reflectet inl the. draft
treaty is prohibition of the emplacement of nuclear
weapons sud weapons of mass destruction on the.
seabeti and ocean-fîç>or. We warmly welcomed this
bilateral sel f-tieuying agreement by the two great
nuclear powers on the mont important requiremeut for
a seabeti armas-control treaty. la other respects,
however, the draft treaty feuls short of our expecta-
tions anti those of many other couatries.

Ia the. Disarmament Committee, Canada adivancedi
n group of interrelateti suggestions for dis armement o~f
the. seabeti. ln summery, these suggestions involved:

(1) The. prohibition not only of nuclear weapons
andi weapons of mass destruction, but ase of con-
ventional weapona andi miiltary installations which
couiti be usd for offensive purposes, without, how~-


