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I would first like to make some observa-tions on the draftt articles relating to the ContinentalShel1f. In recent years there have been. anïwxain.number of assertions, proclamations ýand dec~larabjip5:by different countries with respect to their claimsto Jurisdiction and the extent of that jurisdiction ove:their Continental Shelves. Some of~ the-se declartojhave been moderate and cPiftainterm a nd language whic2hhave precise legal connotati'ons> 'Others'have-nôt beens0 preci'se ~andL have given r±se t~o doubtu andi -ucrZaintàMy Delegation therefore welcomes the efforts of theIn~ternautionalJ Law Gomiasion ta. £drft a ftormula whd.i<wd1ùld estals a uniform1 cod7e that could~ hp accted3and' aped on a~ universalj basia.

~The~ Canadlan Delegatîon coIisiders that, threbas been altogether too littie time between the ipjabliato1f the International Law Commission's report and ourpresent di~scusion.- I think muost delegations wjl2 agethat thï oerm shave~ nat had~ sufficïent time toconsderýnd~ study thedraft articles zand tQ ïI4Yestigatetheir f'ull implicatikpnsý In this~ connaect 1~ wouldlike to point out that the draft report of the CommissiOlwhich was dated August 12, 1953, recommended in itsparagraph 38, 19that the.eneral Assembly shall taRe noaction, the report having already been Published'. Init$ final and printed form the Commission's report,
weeks~ ago , maesaà,eetie d±ffIeretr.oenaj

àdtalyýýppoývè nd dotthe diîaft articles at -the
in te recomedaî ofi the InentoalLwom -2 ortor

I n~~~ ~ ~ d u -çi _ t a l o u r h er~ c ar f u c o o , e -i t L o an~
be gve -mrmêe Ltime ýto~ ly examine the efctadimp l ctios oftbe- dra rtcles onl theConinentaSher whc"r nowv before us.

Turîngte the prïc±ples invovdi thosdraftL articles I woild 11?ke to make a few obevatinon behal4 ofýy;overnMen é 'The firet 'obsevaion qconcets thetdcisî of theom ss1i not to1hielubdea separate article relating to ,.sedentaryýfishg~erie QTbOComdlissidnýd44iMe«dLto deal w1th this mtter b3yùprovid*1gthat'the sovereign riho the, coastaîl states-s1houl1dext dto-G±ploitinzgau! rsourcess rather ,than.iMin"r Geoucqg. W tin that,>th±s d ectsion ,uightgiv r to fu~rthrand unnecessay confusion., Forinstance Jhow dan we~ reconile,the words !govereîgn ights"o~f-:rtiold IIqý 1wichhave an acetdlglennjwith the view expressed in pfiragràph-71 ofthe-lreport,thatbtJh, 8xclusie rights of the catajl state maynollb5Zêkero±'gd in a tmanner ifcoîsent-i;exîstenrightÊ otý.atïoalas of other satesa,îit regard bdorsedentary fishe»e" Are.thee. svereign-rigbtsl"w J..ta be moreres'tr:ted i1n'the case etr'suh natur.l oso urces aÈosedenta.py fisheriesî thni hecàs ýoother-'nturl, -es8.ources?o I an attepL ti7toýsggestthat:,e stabllÊhéd' rihts eshouIdýIUb4.flid the normal,,and c -stmr--r te to of internationallw. ýW r o 4
aV64MdédÈ'i the Commi~s±on were to reonsider Its elo-not'-b-pooeý. sepk ate-aricd1e on sednta.,stzesî


