
THE SENATE

Wednesday, JuIy 9, 1980

The Senate met at 2 p.m., the Speaker in the Chair.
Prayers.

DOCUMENTS TABLED

Hon. Raymond J. Perrault (Leader of the Government)
tabled:

Copies of document entitled "~Proposais 10 correct cer-
tain anomalies, inconsistencies, archaisms or errors and to
deal with other matters of a non-controversial and uncom-
plicated nature in the Revised Statutes of Canada, 1970,
and other Acts subsequent t0 1970", issued by the
Department of Justice.

Report on the Audit of the Office of the Auditor
General to the House of Commons for the fiscal year
ended March 31, 1979, pursuant to section 7 of the
Auditor Genera! Act, Chapter 34, Statutes of Canada,
1976-77.

NOVA SCOTIA
OFFSHORE MINERAL RIGHIS- NOTICE 0F INQLJIRY

Hon. G. 1. Smith: Honourable senators, 1 give notice that on
Tuesday next, JuIy 15, 1 wiIl cal! the attention of the Senate
10:

Some of the historical facts relevant to the dlaim of Nova
Scotia 10 minerais off ils shores which distinguish that
dlaim from the British Columbia dlaim deait with by the
Supreme Court of Canada in Reference re Ownership of
Offshore Minerai Rights. (the British Columbia Refer-
ence Case) (1967) Supreme Court Reports, 792 and
(1968) 65 Dominion Law Reports (2d), 353, by reason of
which the said judgment does not decide the ownership of
minerais off the shores of Nova Scotia.

In view of the fact that 1 have had a similar Notice of
Inquiry standing on the order paper for some time, perhaps 1
might be permitted a word of explanation. My purpose in
proceeding with this second inquiry is simply to divide the
subjeet into discussions of convenient lengîh. If I were to dca!
with the whole problem in one speech, 1 am afraid 1 would
infliet myseif upon honourable senators, with their consent,
until they might not be willing t0 continue that consent. So it
seemed 10 me that to divide the subject malter which I wish t0
discuss mbt two would help honourable senators to endure
what 1 hatve 10 say.

Senator Frith: Perhaps you might explain the îwo divisions.
Senator Smith: The first inquiry would deal with the judg-

ment of the court itself that is, what il says-and emphasize

the fact that the judgment recognizes that there might be
historical facts which are different in other places from those
which the court had to consider in reference 10 British
Columbia. That would be the subjeet of my first inquiry.

The second inquiry would be 10 go on to discuss what those
facts are.

Senator Frith: Would it be the wish of the proposer that
once his remarks wiîh reference to the first inquiry were
completed and someone on this side were to adjourn the
debate, that that would be the time to do so; that is, to
complete the first division of the inquiry and then t0 proceed to
the second?

Senator Smith: That is what I rather hope wilI happen.

STATUTE LAW AMENDMENT PROPOSALS

REFERRAL TO LIEGAL AND CONSTITUTIONAL AFFAIRS
COMM ITT Et

Hon. Royce Frith (Deputy Leader of the Governnient), with
leave of the Senate and notwithstanding rule 45(1 )(e). moved:

That the document entitled "Proposais to correct cer-
tain anomalies, inconsistencies, archaisms or errors and to
deal with other matters of a non-controversial and uncom-
plicated nature in the Revised Statutes of Canada, 1970,
and other Acts subsequent to 1970," tabled in the Senate
this day, be referred to the Standing Senate Commitcee
on Legal and Constitutional Affairs.

a (1405)

By way of explanation, honourable senators, this, 1 believe,
s the third such periodie document proposing non-conîroversi-

aI amendiments to statutes. Often thcy involve simple typo-
graphical errors, and the practice that has developed in both
houses is to refer the document 10 the appropriate committee
in each house. 1 understand that this document is being tabled
in the House of Commons today and will be referred to their
judicial committee. This is what happened in the case of the
previous two, and for that reason 1 am moving that this
document be referred to the appropriate comnmittee in this
ch a mber.

Motion agreed t0.


