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adian Nationalism Cavorts With 
. Ference 

;1 WO 

. j 

i~~gural conference of the fledgling Canadian Council on 
tjtv 
w~'rts for the legitimacy of Canadas assertiveness on the 
~iplomatic stage that had given pride of place to 
ives undertaken in the law of the sea, notably the Arctic Waters PollUtion
revention Act 2 . Trudeau-era Canadian nationalism was identified as the
ain source of Canada s willingness to pursue its interests 

ormerly considered oUt of bounds such as limiting Canada s acceptance
3f8" the compulsory jurisdiction of the World Court 

and '" a greater
~ainess to pursue the roUte of unilateral action. " 

~:?ctionalist justifications ensured that members of Canada
s international

gal community who gathered in Ottawa for the 

~Jrom the prevailing self-image of Canada as the altruistic internationalist.
;1t image had 
rson and Canadas famed mini-legion of capable diplomats from the late
Os through to the , it was said , what Canada had done,

st notably in its Arctic initiative , was to assert a national interest that
concordant with "a sense of international responsibility" via-a.-vis pro-

i~!ion of 

' "

)y recognized on the eve of 
us and fragile. 

Bathed in its softest rhetorical light, Canada (or, in juridical terms,
astal state jurisdiction) served as the instrument for pursuing the inter-

hational common good; neologistic concepts 
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this dynamic , most notably that of a state acting through a notional "dele-
gation of powers" from the 
Alan Beesley would argue before different 
unilateralism as tactical method was 
over-all good, faiLh strategy of pursuing 
and after such unilateral action. 
of the ICJ was justified not simply because Canada was unlikely to win (due
to a combination of the 
perceived legalism of the paradigms within 
worked), bUt also because such 
between the national unilateral act and the multilateral 
the distortion caused by the 
interstate negotiations. 8

This, then, was the 
president Ronald St. John Macdonald (then-Dean of the 
University of Toronto) welcomed the 
the time was ripe to reflect a little on Canadian 

law and on the changes, if 
(Trudeau) administration in 

administration. " 9 Marshalling his justly-famous skills as a grand 
Macdonald had gathered together a veritable hall of 
impressionable eyes of this younger-generation Canadian international
lawyer) to address these new (at for-Canada) 
Following the presentation by Gotlieb of the conference s keynote paper and
Beesley s own account of the reasoning animating Canada's " change in style
in its juridical foreign policy 11 , the transcript of the 
and-fro alternation between a focus on new Canadian 
that included elements of self-inquiry into the 
and a focus on new conceptual approaches to international law.

On the one hand, there 
spection aboUt how Canada's national identity was instantiated in its foreign
policy. 12 On the 
ceptual analysis of the broader normative questions at stake, most of which
in one way or another, dealt with the 
of Myres McDougal' s account of international law as involving an 
process of forging (and re-forging)expectations in which 
argument is an 

the common interest. 

ii-
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a p~emise)of the conference was the 

. -

jiugal' s horses, thereby rhetorically strengthening
i\I'

"!,;

face of protest and challenge from the United States

Jf'benefited on 
several points, Canadian identity and 

)~inating ways as when it was said on behalf of 
, at Canada had adopted on the international stage une faron parti-

d'aborder une part de pragmatisme mais aussi tein-
pLuraLisme si ton 

des moyens d'action.

Plus 

One purpose of this volume of comments is to inquire into the con-
orary relevance of the subject-matter covered in the 25 years of 

rences. Most readers will already have made the link to Canada s recent
:seas initiatives, starting in 1994, which saw 

fi~(:liction to allow 
*t~ide the EEZ , including by allowing enforcement of breaches of that law

Airlst foreign-flagged vessels (both via arrest on 

j~p 

in Canadian courts). 1970s, Canada
: ously pursued a multilateral treaty 

h, ng , at which poim Canada amended

:"---'-,,,;,,;. ,

~d~\vs and took enforcement action 

tion. 17 Thereafter, 1970s, not only to
n the court of public opinion , but also to use the initiative as a spur to
iJateral agreement. Just as Article 234 of the 
aw of the Sea resulted from the Arctic waters initiative, parts of the new

yention on Straddling and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks would 
resulted from the turbot , it must be
, that in each case, s approach was
pardy, even if largely, vindicated.

Thus, it is evident that , questions of nationalistic assertiveness 
eptual 
elessness, especially in the field of 

, sea and environmental 
trnmas as those we faced in 1972 , dilemmas bound up in 
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theories and institutional arrangements that are still 
centred horizontalist paradigms. A certain structurally entrenched 
leaves us with the same paradoxes 
which a state that takes the lead in departing from generally 

without the prior consem of other interested 
contrary to the law. On this approach, the only lawful way to 
tomary law would be by 
building up a network of opposable relations through a 
like-minded states or by leaving change to a universal law-making 
are left with the positivistic aphorism that a state must break the law in order
to spur the making of , do we 
labelled "new approaches" in 1972 and more or 
by Canada a quarter-century later in terms of how they fit into a theory of
international law appropriate for the end , is

there a workable approach to what Alvaro de Soto called "enlightened uni-
lateralism" which does not marginalize the ICJ? 

Although there is no mention in CCIL 1972 of Iceland's ongoing tussle
with the United Kingdom and Germany over 
that island state, it is worth noting that the 
meeting was also the year ofIceland' s own major unilateral initiative to extend
its exclusive fisheries jurisdiction 
with Canada and 
enforcement action against UK and German , unlike in 1994
escalated into a situation with elements of an interstate naval confrontation.
Iceland was just as reluctant as Canada in 

accountable to the ICJ, ' perhaps acquisitive" dimensions
(exclusive use) of their policy non-acquisitive
dimensions (rational conservation of declining fish 
compromissory clause in 

clearly gave the Court jurisdiction, and, in the Fisheries Jurisdiction
case, the Court used the opportunity to 
the limitations of its 
legal change. 22 While 
of the sea had evolved to allow 12 mile 
mile territorial 
dependent coastal states beyond 12 miles, it was not willing to anticipate the
development of the 
new concept of an EEZ 
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~.Qrt.Jnstead._!h~Court had the 

A"J:l~Jil
~NCLOS discussions:

6u;ns' :..aware of present endeavours ... to achieve in a
icFConference on the Law of the Sea the further codification

~:;

d progressive development of this branch of the law, as it is of
%arious proposals and preparatory documents 
framework, which must be 
views and opinions of individual 
aspirations, rather than as 
law... In the circumstances , the Court, as a court of law, cannot
render judgment sub specie legis or anticipate the law
before the legislator has laid it down. 

-~One can sympathize with the 

tUtionallocation, there have to be outer limits to the extent to which
Court, as compared to politically 
gressive development" of the kind involved in the approaches 
eesley and McDougal. The key word 

. If there is any hope at all for some alignment between purposive or

~stional theories of international law (law attuned in some 
se to promotion of common 

(the UN 
h~se common interests are clarified and given provisional shape. 

!=knowledged that the 1974 

ut its forward-looking elements because of the endorsement it gave to
of Iceland' s special needs and to their 

e common fisheries; but, law must always involve an element of precisely
which the Court denied in the Fisheries case, namely antici-
'on of fUture law in light of 

(Is. Coordination problems are such in the international 
false analogy for the ICJ to rely on embedded imagery 
ier of law legislated by states as a nO tional collective body and only
, ionally as the creative interpreter or interstitial 
:international community does not have rhe same 

ly fashion in the environmental sphere as domestic legislatUres
, and, as

, the Court can legitimately playa constructive prodding role.
Here, the Court is substantially in control of i 

d the opportunity to send the 
having an overt law-development function. Here , it may well be that the
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contribUtion of Thomas Franck at the 1972 
greatest potential to bridge the gap between a full-blown legislative role and
an anaemic law-determination role for the Court. 
Franck' s comments are quite 
order to make them 

(A)ny unilateral initiative that is taken now tends to be perceived
in the form of an 
offer is that it must have the offeree in mind t be a pure
and simple expression of the initiator s will. The decision of a
foreign office to do something, or not to do it, is becoming an
initiatory act in what is perceived as a continuing
transactional relationship with other 
normative law making, but it is, implicitly, 
tional bargaining, which may be seen as another, more realistic
form of law-making between 

become incumbent upon you. One of them is that you ought
to attempt, if possible, to indicate that what you are doing is in
concurrence with whatever your potential opponent has been
doing. That is important in that you are indicating 
creating any self-serving departures from prior expectations, no
radical surprises. The second is that you still try to act in a context
that reassures other states that your action 
their interests, that it is not in their 
going ahead. Thus, you will try to 
that what you are doing is 
been doing, what they have been saying is 
your initiative is 

either in the
instant case, or in the long run will be of benefit to the other
states of the arena. So we see emerging a kind of transactional
strategy in the guise of unilateral initiatives of states, a transac-
tional strategy, which per ftrce takes account of reciprocal rights,
duties and 
lawyers, that is, an attempt to formulate new departures in policy
in principled reciprocal terms buttressed by precedent... This is
a rehabilitated version of unilateralism in which the interna-
tionallawyer is inevitably going to playa major role. 

Franck's account of "rehabilitated unilateralism" has the virtue of
seeking to conceive of 

rhetoric of moving to a new 
same time , the Franck account 
the new legal ground was always the 

133

f/J

~ ~

Q,)

::s

:::

u S
....-t

~ (

SI,

~ 8
QJ ~

= ~......;..,

::s

f/J tI)
tI)

:::

.... 0t .
QJ 

Q::

t::::



elte~La..Iheo..i:y_..ofunihlteralism as purposive re-presentation of law. 
$i:~the 1974 Fisheries Jurisdiction case does provide

~rh-~t- h1ate ia:r that could , if it
i4~~:

~:?

~~had Canada litigation , to

--. -

1nodern principles of 
tate interests in conservation outside its normal fisheries jurisdiction.

ng the Fisheries case as part of a re-presentation of the law
gh seas conservation might well lead the Court 

:~ 

ls in the interests of high seas conservation breached their substantive
s but also that, at a certain point, the duty of the 

state jurisdiction and work only through purely cooperative frameworks

exhausted, or at least 

;~p;ces, 

t~tldard preclusionary defences of necessity and 
~~ked by Canada, could well be re-shaped to form a new nexus between

' '

'I\

Jt~~tance and procedure where the 

''''

j-funons meets intransigent 

Ex aequo et bono Decisions, Jurisdiction, and the ICJ's International
'vironmental Law Chamber

There remains something very unlikely about the above 

JWY would say something 
islative process in international 
rested in acting unilaterally to safeguard environmental commons 
'tinue ro reserve against the Court s jurisdiction not simply so as to pro-
themselves but also so as not 

. aining referred to by Franck. Also, whatever may be the arguments for

gainst the institutional legitimacy of the ICJ 

. '

change through re-preseming the law, we are quite simply faced with
V:-- 

.. "

sheer unlikelihood of the majority of the current Court 

a,cceptable dimension 
on ro worry about the competence of many of members of the Court to
tlire far afield of the pastures of legalism.
It 
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..,..

approach taken by Canada or argue for the creation of a new institution.
The function of such an institution would be to act 
partner in the 

normativity of that process by seeking to make sure that extant principles
of soft law and 
directed to a pressing common interest by the initiating state(s). For purposes
of this comment, I shall assume such a new institution is distinctly 
However, I would suggest thar there still exists some possibility of involving
the ICJ in a more 
described. The strategy I have in mind 
Article 38 (2) of the Statute of the ICJ permits the ICJ to 
aequo et bono if the parties decide to ask it to do so by 
This would constitute a way in which the Court could playa 
role if states were willing to give it the chance to 
Here, the recent decision of the Court to 

for environmental disputes could be conducive to a richer role for 
Court, especially if the Court were 
agreement to play an active role in the constitution of the Chamber. 
A state like Canada might , but 
willingness to argue an issue or aspects of an issue before such a chamber
on an ex aequo et bono basis. Because the kind 
definition involves a matter of common interest more than is 
in regular contentious cases and because the function of the chamber is not
to decide the case based only on the current 
desirable to stipulate in the special 

chamber is not binding per se but more in the nature of an advisory opin-
ion. Tailored procedures could also be agreed upon in consultation with
the Chamber judges in order to make sure the Chamber-centred 
expeditious, thereby making the Chamber s process relevant to the general
normative process going on outside the Court. 

There can be no doubt that the 
about it, not simply because of the 
the process but also because the proposal depends on a 
tional altruism on the part of 
problem of 
where the standard of appraisal is the current law, Spain, 

feel it would not 
future-oriented argument based on broader 
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.s.t!bJ:ige(tase_ basedon current law to be willing to go the 
ex aequo

:),

ttb 
see a willingness on the part 

a(r-.

~;;,

:t1(a 'e for breaches of the current law. The 

lbci" ~~' reservation to ICJ jurisdiction can serve as a 

----

~egotiate a special agreement which will embody a trade-off. One
.g. Spalll)would agree that the 

ex aequo et bono process be started
iately while the other (e.g. Canada)would agree to be held account-

n law by having the Court, whether in plenary or as a 
ase after a certain time period has passed. One reason for the need for

hain period to pass 
hard law' case is heard would be to

'*i" Ie the 
ex aequo et bono process to take place and playa role in the direc-

";,. '

" 'f.

'.'

ii.legal change takes. A second reason is my assumption 

national law, successful unilateral initiatives are retroactively validated
e extent of the success.

Such an assumption is of course a controversial one. 
this assumption would seem to be important to the potential viability
e above scheme. Therefore, it is proposed that Canada take the first

ep)n laying the groundwork for the twin-track 

~\v that the verdict of the jury of states is 
Canadian initiative, Canada should waive all jurisdictional objections

clseek to meet most of Spain s case by asking the 
rnationallaw a limited doctrine of retroactive 
d be 

, in good faith, deploy unilateral measures that 
al change in areas of heightened common 

nral areas rife with 
~ds, the success of a state s campaign to change the law should bring
ef from 
e to have been instrumental to fostering a new 

it sense, the state can be imagined as having acted in 
didouble-

fonctionnel fashion as a parliamentarian of the international order
:ng forward a bill that 

Jssary for the state to 
#~istent with the law at the time, only that it has 
icessful in stimulating a change in the 
ccess is not the unprincipled test it may 
ccess tesrifies to the fact 
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~~'

receptive to the initiative taking root.
States should have incentives, not 

judgment. 
receptivity. Normative risks must fall on the state initiating 
unilateralism as, otherwise, there would be incentives for unilateralism to
undercut cooperation. On this 
responsible for breach of that 

change. Thus, for example, to the 

Convention on 

endorsed high 

stances as Canada's recent (now-repealed) legislation, 

succeed before the Court. At some 
drawn to those philosophies of civil disobedience which insist that the person
defying the current law must be willing to face 
if her arguments for defying the law fail to convince domestic 
(including juries and courts). Canada could do much to 
commitment to the rule of law in international relations by demonstrating
its willingness to be held to account where its actions have not 

change of the law. In many 
ductive compromise between realism and legalism, and between national
self-interest and commitment to international 

1. This chapter comments on Canadian Council on International Law, 

New Approaches to International Law, Proceedings of the 1972 Inaugural Annual

Conference of the Canadian Council on International Law 
inafter CCIL 1972). CCIL 1972 is produced in the unassuming, even rough, form

of a rypewritten mimeograph of some 262 

ances, it seems unlikely that CC1L 1972 is widely 

2. The Arctic Waters PollUtion Prevention Act was one of 

by Parliament in 1970 which attended to environmental concerns in 
waters surrounding Canada. Collectively, the bills extended 

jurisdiction over Arctic space within 100 miles of Canadas shoreline for purposes

of environmental based pollution), 

Canada's territorial waters to 12 miles, and enclosed a 

such as the Gulf of St. 
Canadian internal waters. For an account of this legislation and 
see Edgar Gold, "PollUtion of the Sea 
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& Comm. 13 at 35-36.

es Dalfen, "National Jurisdiction and International

anaaian Approaches to International Law" in CCIL 1972,

;t 18-91. At 
' ations in the 

ent of External Affairs 

or of Law, University of Toronto. Their paper was the thematic centrepiece

IL 1972 and would later be 
nged, in the American Journal of International Law: 

58 (hereinafter Godieb and DalfenJ. As the AJIL version is both more 

, nd more refined, all subsequent 

4. Gotlieb and Dalfen, supra note 3 at 230.

5. See Gotlieb and Dalfen, supra note 3 at 231:
" (While)under the current (Canadian) approach there is a 
stress on national sdf-interest, there is also recognition of the
absence of any fundamental incompatibility 
suit of national goals and international 
sdf-devdopment and world order. "

6. See Legal Adviser s explanation of the concept of "ddegation

wers" (as well as that of "custodianship )in CCIL 1972, supra note 

arallds with the Scdlian notion of 
eorges Scdle, Pricis de droit des gens (Paris: Centre National de la Recherche

ifique" 1984). At the very ourset of his 

anti-pollution initiative, Louis Henkin alludes to " 

es Scdle dedoublement flnctionnel" in Canada's (and its supporters) justi-

rhetoric: see Louis Henkin, ' ~ctic Anti-Pollution: Does Canada Make -

ak - International Law? ' " (1971 )65 AJIL 131 at note 1. For an 
Ie of embedded ideas of dedoublement fonctionnd in a defence of 

n, see R. St. J. Macdonald, Gerald L. Morris, and 
Canadian Initiative to 
tion: Its Significance for Multilateral Devdopment" ( 1971 ) 21 U.T.L.J.

f course, in an article which is probably the 

law as an interactive communicative 

response, McDougal makes active 

e, to this Scdlian notion: Myres McDougal, "The Hydrogen Bomb Tests and

nternational Law of the 
ougal, " Hydrogen Bomb Tests

). 

113, 183- 186; J.A. Rights and
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Responsibilities of Arctic Coastal States: The Canadian View" (1971) 

& Comm. 1; N. General

Assembly (made by J.A. Beesley on December 4, 1971), (1971) 

L. 276. See also the description of this process in relation to 

of fishing zones in Godieb and Dalfen, supra note 3 at 251.

8. Gotlieb and Dalfen, ibid. at 245-246. Particularly worthy of note is their

provocatively Hegelian turn of phrase which describes this purity of interaction as

a new kind of dialectic... (in which) both the ' thesis' of international solutions and

the 'antithesis' of national solutions can now be appropriately synthesized in effec-

tive and realistic solutions embodying both elements." Ibid. at 246.

9. CCIL 1972, supra note 
may be noted that Dean Macdonald started the 

telegram sent to the gathering from 
Trudeau s delight at the formation of the CCIL. Macdonald immediately thereafter

gave the floor to the Associate 

Tremblay, to speak in the stead of the absent 

ibid. at 1-

10. The following list of the order of appearance should give a sense of the

historically-resonant quality of the proceedings: Macdonald, Tremblay (for Sharp),

Gerry Morris (marking the passing of 
(with their aforementioned keynote pape), 

later interventions), John 
McDougal (who, along with Godieb and 

al discussions of how Canada's unilateralism fit within a general 

tionallaw), Suzanne Bastid (the sole 

Andre Dufour, Charles Bourne, Leslie Green, Thomas Franck, Alvaro de Soto, Ted

Lee, Gerard La Forest, John Read, Percy Corbett, and Arvid Pardo.

11. Beesley, supra note 1 

12. Some of the choicest 

rhetoric has changed... is that we simply don t take kindly anymore to being lec-

tured. ); John Humphrey (" I don t like the image that Canada is creating abroad,

and I think that what has been happening has 

Canada showed in Moscow. ); Beesley (" 

Canadian is to grow up with some ); Godieb ("

is part of the adulthood of a nation that it often 
interests in the international field... ); Max Cohen (with respect to the 1950- 1958

period of Canadian diplomacy, " suddenly we redefined ourselves" ); and Beesley
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:,z;~;J
s,,:~

. ti~(i~e the way 
1..

'lii:;,tper level, I'm very much a Canadian nationalist. But
consciousness, I'm a real internationalist. " ). CCIL 

,;~

a(105, 114, 115, 

ee Myres McDougal's interventions in 

a 171. See I really can say that Professor

ugal's system is probably more utilized ); Gerard
rest, ibid. at 189 (defending McDougal's theory and associating himself with
n "employer" of it); and Percy Corbett, ibid. at 260

(" The teacher or stUdent of international law who tUrns 
eye upon the (New 
configurative analysis is simply rejecting enlightenment. And
there are already signs, at least in Canada and the 
that these teachings are beginning to have some 
among the legal 

" )

And see Gotlieb and Dalfen, supra note 3 at 247.
14. See , supra note 6.

15. Paul Tremblay (on behalf of 
note 1 at 4.

16. For description, debate, and citations to all relevant 

ey and Malcolm Rowe, "Canada and Spain: A Conservation Disput " (August
22:1 CCIL Bulletin 5; G.G. Davies, "The EC/Canadian 
Northwest Atlantic" (1995) 44 I.c.L.Q. 927; Jose A. de Fishing
High 
Agreement on Straddling Stocks" (1995) 3 B. Int l L. 151; and
rd Mann

, "

Canada Should Support 
opment" The Ottawa Citizen (June 8, 1994) 
reign Affairs memos and 

ian initiative, see (1994) 32 Can. l L. 309-311, 312-314, 333-337
)995) 33 Can. l L. 404-407.

7. See Paul Fauteux

, "

The Canadian Legal Initiatives on High 

4 YIEL 57. Although Spain has filed suit in the ICJ, possibly 

d a opening in the wording of the Canadian 

6 at 176- 177. At the time of writing, the IC(proceedings 
ictional stage.

.18. UNCLOS, reproduced at (1982) 21 I.L.M. 
entation of the Provisions of the United Nations Convention on the Law

e Sea of 10 December 1982 Relating to the Conservation and 
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of Straddling Fish Stocks and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks, reproduced at 

34 I.L.M. 1542. Beesley and dian ini-

tiative on the Convention by noting that, following the 

text, "the chairman of the 

actions in (the) 'turbot war' spurred on the process of arriving at a new convention:

Beesley and Rowe, supra 

Community entered into an 
Straddling and Highly Migratory Fish Stocks but which was based on the 
Convention: European Community, Agreed Minute on 

Conservation and Management of Fish 
reproduced in (1995) 34 I.L.M. 1260. This agreement was without 

EC claims that Canada's actions on the high seas, notably the arrest of the Spanish

vessel Estai, and extension of its 
unlawful: see Letter dated 16 April 
Canada, ibid. at 1274.

19. Recall the sub-title of Louis Henkin s criticism of the 1970 Arctic waters

initiative, "Does Canada Make - or Break - International Henkin, supra

note 6.

20. CCIL 1972, supra note 
21. On the 

supra note 3 at 254-257.

22. See Fisheries Jurisdiction Merits, (1974)

1.c.J. 3.

23. Ibid. at para. 53. This 

Court's preceding statement at para. 40 wherein the The Court is

of the view that there is no incompatibility with its judicial function in making a

pronouncement on the rights and duties of the 

law which would clearly be capable of having a forward reach. (emphasis added) It

would seem that this 

the Court that good faith negotiation (based on 

dation of economic interests and a general duty to cooperate to 

of conservation) is "the most appropriate method for the solution of the dispute

(para. 31) and in light of its subsequent concluding statement that, in the ensuing

negotiations, the parties "will have the benefit of the above 
respective rights, and of certain guidelines defining their scope" (para. 78).

24. This latter term is intended to help straddle the notions of 

tion and law-interpretation.
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~,;J~~e 1 at 225-226.

)TIe a continuum 

. ~

' stWC; ' poles, his approach might be located a step or 

trh~um from srrong interpretation (or, what one might even 

on) and a step or tWO shy of blank-slate legislation.

; For the International Law Commission
s list of circumstances precluding

ulness, see Art. 29-35 in the ILC's 1980 Draft 

Responsibility, reproduced in 
Basic Documents in

ational Law, 4th ed. (Oxford: Clarendon 

sessment of Canadas arguments regarding these defences, 

16. See a memorandum dated April 19, 1994, written by the Department of
gn Affairs' Legal Bureau on the docrrine of 

an. YB. Int l 1. 312-314; see also the view taken by the Legal Bureau on coun-

hsures in the context of an 
tive, the U.S. s Helms-Burton law, reproduced at (1995) 33 Can. YB. Int

l 1.

88.

28. Although I am not excluding institutional reforms to the United Nations

onmental Program, the Commission on 
Trusteeship Council which could make the 

less pressing or desirable.

29. Art. 38 (2)reads: "
This provision shall not prejudice the power of the

" to decide a case 
ex aequo et bono, 

if the parties agree thereto.

O. See Peter Malanczuk, 
Akehurst's Modern 

th rev. ed. (New York: Routledge, 1997) at 288

, 1. In a contribution 

ne might contemplate that a 

-ranging normative analysis of international environmental law with a view

elopment-cum-creation of the law. It is 

Court for regular, positive law litigation in the environmental field is 

ested question and that the present proposal might, upon further scrutiny,

wn to be 
The Management of

tional Environmental Disputes in the Context 
United 

ns: A Survey and Evaluation of Techniques
" (1986)24 Can. Y.

B. Int l L.

sp. at 256-265.
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