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Russias Policy of Resource Development in the Arctic: A New Analytic Framework

LI Lian — qi

Abstract: For the benefit maximum and taking principles of sector first occupant and natural extension as legal basis Russia

advocates sovereign control to the Arctic. Although the sector principle met strong opposition in international community Russia

wouldnt give up this advocate for national benefit. This kind of economic sovereign right is severely restricted by international

law. The access of resource proprietorship in the Arctic depends on scientific proof. Russia moreover adopted a joint — devel—

opment policy to realize its control. The agreements which are signed for resource control in disputed area between Russia and

benefit — related nations will have a great impact on nations out of the Arctic area and "UNCLOS". It is necessary for interna—

tional community to pay more attention to Russia$ policies and take the responsibility in legal way to maintain the common herit—

age of mankind.
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