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Brühswick, Prince. Edward  Island and  ManitobaJrad a , setter  than  O per 

cent  ttendance record but seldom intervened in the debate. USee Table 

Lfl. In the sixttes  the pattern changed somewhat 	The.most regular 

attenders came from New Brunswick . , Ontario and again British Columbia. 

Newfoundlanders were .  not regular members of the committee and very 

seldom participated even when they di0 attend.. The most active 

participants came .  from Saskatchewan, Alberta and Brittsh'Columbia, 4See 

Table 8), Because Of the work of two new members, Newfoundland faired 

Much better  in the  seventies and etghties and its vi.ews were heard much 

more often than those  tram  the other maritiffie provinces. (See Table 

1 -3 ) . QuebecersAenerally showed little interest in the commitee and 

they haVe more recently been joined by their Ontario colleagues. 

Members from Alberta and British Columbia continue to be  the  leading 

spokespersons on the committee. The British Columbia record, comprising 

members from-both of the opposition parties, IS quite exceptional and 

not cOnfined to just the hearings  on  the .Wumbia River BaSift which they 

naturally doMinated in the fifties and sities. Since 1 .972 they have 

Occupied 17 per cent of the positons on the cOmmittee, though tney have 

• ribt 9  ber cent of the' Rouse members. Their •ttendance. is better by far 

than those from any other province. They have,asked 32- per cent of the 

questions and every fourth intervention has come .from their ranks..  Thé 

members themselves accbunt for this e'traordinary performance in terms 

of their more expansive outlook. AcCording  ta  them', while Ontario and 

Quebec have a more inward looking vested interest, those  on the w est 

 co•st have always had to look Outward  or  down south for- their markets. 

Their eew,  and  that of the grafrie members generally', has been more 

tnternationaliSt. This  is a perceived phenomena Which the statistiCs 

and record supports but is Worthy of further i'nvestigation. AlSo worth 

investigating is why the maritiàers participated Sb infrequently in Law 

Of the Sea,discussions. 

While the statistics offered in thts paper present soie  

interesting trends, they do not 'answer the fundamental ouestiOns of why 

individual members do or do not attend or participate, Before 1983 


