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Mr. Speaker, 

Sovereignty can arouse deep emotion in 
this country. That is to be expected, for sover-
eignty speaks to the very identity and character 
of a people. We Canadians want to be ourselves. 
We want to control our own affairs and take 
charge of our own destiny. At the same time, 
we want to look beyond ourselves and to play a 
constructive part in a world community that 
grows more interdependent every year. We have 
something to offer and something to gain in so 
doing. 

The sovereignty question has concerned 
this government since we were first sworn in. 
We have built national unity, we have strength-
ened the national economy, because unity and 
strength are hallmarks of sovereignty, as they 
are hallmarks of this government's policy and 
achievements. 

In unity and strength, we have taken action 
to increase Canadian ownership of the 
Canadian petroleum industry. We have 
declared a Canadian ownership policy in respect 
of foreign investment in the publishing industry. 
We have made our own Canadian decisions on 
controversial issues of foreign policy — such as 
Nicaragua and South Africa. We have passed 
the Foreign Extraterritorial Measures Act to 
block unacceptable claims of jurisdiction by 
foreign governments or courts seeking to extend 
their writ to Canada. We have arrested foreign 
trawlers poaching in our fishing zones. We have 
taken important steps to improve Canada's 
defences, notably in bolstering Canadian forces 
in Europe and in putting into place a new North 
Warning System to protect Canadian sover-
eignty over our northern airspace. And we have 
reconstructed relations with traditional friends 
and allies, who have welcomed our renewed 
unity and strength and the confidence they 
genera  te.  

In domestic policy, in foreign policy, and in 
defence policy, this government has given 
Canadian sovereignty a new impetus within a 
new maturity. But much remains to be done. 
The voyage of the Polar Sea demonstrated that 
Canada, in the past, had not developed the 
means to ensure our sovereignty over time. 
During that voyage, Canada's legal claim was 
fully protected, but when we looked for tangible 
ways to exercise our sovereignty, we found that 
our cupboard was nearly bare. We obtained 
from the United States a formal and explicit 
assurance that the voyage of the Polar Sea was 
without prejudice to Canada's legal position. 
That is an assurance which the government of 
the day, in 1969, did not receive for the voyage 
of the Manhattan and of the two United States 
Coast Guard icebreakers. For the future, non-
prejudicial arrangements will not be enough. 

45 


