is morée than ]ust s1gmf1cant — it approaches the
] ggling, since it will add about one-third to the area
er-which Canada’s writ now runs. On the East Coast,
Canada has a wide Continental Shelf, stretching in one
‘-r.plaee to about 750 nautical miles east of Newfoundland; on
¢ West Coast, however, the Shelf falls away to the Ocean
eep about 50 nautical miles off shore. Canada has off-
hore islands, particularly on the West Coast, and a collec-
ion of 1slands (an archipelago?) in the North, through
which passes a- naV1gable Stra1t (Rernember the
Manhattan?”) L

As-a trading nation, with- hundreds of ships entering - ;
‘the USA whlle recogmzmg ‘that th

" provisions were the main reason for w1thhold1ng assent,
_tespect the other provisions of the Convention, even if not

our ports each year, and Just as many going up and down
- our coasts; we are aware of just how important it is for the
;regulatron of navigation and pollution at sea and inshore,

preferably by international agreement. Canada claims ex-

. tensive resources from the sea: and below; many of our

“people already depend for their hvehhood on the sea’s
living resources; and only now are we beginning to discover

- ‘just how rich our offshore non-living resources are likely to -

-be. With Canada as one of the world’s foremost producer s
-of nickel (ﬁrst) cobalt (third), copper (fourth) and zinc
e (ﬁrst) we cannot fail to be worried that the deep seabed
- 'mining- of those same metals — in which Canadian com-
-panies.are also playmg a part — w1ll affect our land-based
'operatlons '

These are some of the issues w1th wh1ch the Law of the

' ,_Sea conferences have been dealing for more than a decade -
now. It is not surprising, therefore, that Canada should -

“have been playing a prominent role at the Conferences.
~ Aside from the negotiations themselves; Canada, through

its permanent delegate, Ambassador Alan Beasley, has

“~been chalrmg the Drafting Committee, which will be-ex-

b = pected among other things, to iron out interpretive diffi-

ok cu1t1es that may aris
S languages used at the United Natio
: 'also perhaps that Canada should»‘

'Donald Munro is Progresszve Coriservative Member of
Parliament for the constituency of Esquimalt-Saanich in -
ritish Columbia. He is a former member of Canada’s -
iplomatic service, and has followed the Law of the Sea

egotzatzons since thezr begmnmg :
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preparmg definitive te,ctm thesix.

legally bound to do s0? Does the same apply to the EEC
abstainers? And what about the USSR and Poland? As has
already been said, most of these states are bound under
bilateral fishing agreements with Canada; -agreements that
were, however, concluded in the eXpectatio'n that the long- -
awaited international Convention would to a cons1derable_ :
extent underpin those accords. What happens now, when
those bilaterals come up for renewal? Where do the oppo- -
nents and the abstainers leave Canada? And what about
the protection afforded us by the provisions :
vention dealing with mtematlonal stra1ts” Are
another “Manhattan?” ST
‘Before even attempting to deal’ w1th these quest1ons :
we should perhaps look at the Convention itself in some .
objective detail to determme ]ust what exactly, it sets out
to accomplish. e

What the Conventlon does

The Law of the Sea Convention, generall
aims at developing an internationally: acceptable.s
and principles- apphcable to: the three:qu:
globe’s surface that is covered with salt water and

. subject to dryland state" ]urlsdlctmn -and to
‘means of Iesolving disputes ‘ari SR
- differin nterpretatlons of those laws and princ le .




