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I have no mnaps with me. The polJ
wili be defined later on by order
We cannot now table maps oft
because we are not ready as yet to
legisiation gives the power need
governiment to define these prote
wbere there is danger of pollutio
are not embodied in the legisiation.
lation covers the aiea above the &(
where we wiil have the power to
zones.

Hon. Robert L. Stanlield (Les<
Opposition): Mr. Speaker, I think
important that the Canadian peo:
misied by what is proposed in Bils
C-203 whicb must be taken togethe
of course, I understand that we are
Bull C-202 this afternoon. The gove
pretended to assert a strong cla]
ereignty and bas made a diamatic
from the jurisdiction of internatio
Canadians sbould not be inisled a
in fact, is propose&.

These two bills have to be
together. They aie a package. I si
by intioducing tbem, the governme
expand oui dlaim, to sovereignty; it

Some hon. Members: Heai, hea

Mr. Stanfield: These bis togethe
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Lution zone Trudeau) bas emphasized that this is an exer-
in council. cise of extraterritorial jurisdiction rather
hese zones than a dlaimn to sovereignty.
do so. This On the other hand, Bil C-203 which was
ed by the introduced at the saine time, purports to
ction zones redefine oui territorial waters frorn three
n but they miles to 12 miles from a baseline as de-
The legis- fined i the bill. In other words, Bull C-203

lth parailel constitutes an assertion of sovereignty with
define the regard to this redefinition of oui territorial

waters. But it is very clear from Bil 0-203
der cf the that the government is flot asking the Parlia-

iis very ment of Canada to assert sovereignty over
i t b any waters beyond the 12-mile lirnit that is

C-202 and proposed. Indeed, sir, in the circumstances, it
raltbougb, is clear in the context not onl3r does Bull C-203
discussing not invoive an assertion of any sovereignty

rnment has beyond the 12-mile limit, but by implication
im to sov- at least involves the abandonment of any
withdrawai dlaim to sovereignty in waters beyond the 12-
na, courts. mile linit. These are waters that we have
bout what, clairned. We can ail agree very readily that

the 12-mile limit wiil not include ail the
water between the Aictic Islands or ail theconsidered water between the Arctic Islands and the

:ggest that, mainland and, therefore, if Bill C-203 is passed
nt does flot in its present form, there wiil be substantial.
reduces it. blocks of water over wbich Canada bas, by

r. implication at least, abandoned any dlaim to
sovereignty. These are waters over which this

r are but a country has been ciaiming sovereignty.
baif-measure and indicate the government (30 .)
bas abandoned Canada's claim to sovereignty '0 pm.
in certain critical parts of the Arctic. 1 arn The Pim
afraid that the weak and iimited nature of ago about o0
the dlaim to sovereignty of this government of these wa
will haunt other Canadian governments for biuntness t)
years, and probably forever. dlaimns a yeE

through bis
Some hon. Members: Hear, beai. abandonmen

Mr. taniel: I sofar s plluionconrolquestions of
Mr.Stafild:la50 aias olutin ontolwbat water:

is concerned, of course we support tbe bill told us i t]
and I arn sure the people of Canada support wait to see t
it. But let it be cleai that there are two tbe dlaimst
separate questions bere, pollution control on now receivei
tbe one band and Canadian sovereignty on the waters
the other. While we in this party weicome sovereignty
and support any effective action to prevent; whicb the p
pollution of oui nortb, even at this late date, ments were
we cannot let the government get away with short of the
the dlaim that it is, at the same time, serving Committee
Canada's interests in asserting sovereignty. Developmen

As the minister bas expiained, Mr. Speaker, assert sover
Bil C-202 defines the jurisdiction that the cumstances
governrnent of Canada proposes to exercise in State for Ex
order to control the pollution of a zone that is boped we
defined in the bill. The Prime Minister (Mr. Canada in tl

e Minister raised doubts a year
Lr clainis to these waters, or some
ters. I say in ail frankness and
îat, althougb be raised certain

Lr ago, he now is pîesenting bills
ministers whicb amount to an

.t of these dlaims. We bave asked
the Prime Minister before as to
sCanada was claiming. He bas

he House that we would bave to
lie legisiation whicb would define
liat Canada is making. We have
1this legisiation and can see that
over wbich Canada is claiming
fail f ar short of the wateis over
eople of Canada and their govern-

claiming sovereignty and fai
waters over whicb the Standing

on Indian Affaiis and Northern
t bas urged the government to
eignty. I suggest that in these cir-
the remark of the Secretary of
ternal Affairs (Mr. Sharp) that he
vould look after the interests o!
is debate were far out of place.


