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-~ ruled the guestions not ae- |
ceptable “at this time.™ ]
The Speaker said that he ¢
agread that the matter raised

See Also Page 2

was one  “of very serious o
importange™ but that he was -
making his ruling in the lizht
of the fact that the informa-
tion sought was related to
matters before the Spence I

Judicial ‘inguiry — an inguiry H
still ih progre: .
. ANl ‘the questions vesterday @
were asked by NDP Mem- s
' bers. ]

Acdrew Brewin (Toronto —
Greenwood) said gravely tP_Ia[:
he would prefer mot to raise
the question, but did so ]Je-
! pause it affects the privi- .
#eres of every Member of this |
House," o
“Does the Prime Minister
: wish to make any statemerEt 1

to the House about the evi- |

‘dence of a commissioner of .

l‘gme Royal Canadian Mounted |

Police (o the effect that in
~ November of 1964, the Prime
Minister  inquired whether i
RCMP files  indicated any
wrongdoing cn the part of any F
Member of Parliament in the
Ipast 10 vears?’ Mr, Brewin
“demanded.

It was at that point t'hat
‘the Speaker made his first
intervention, ruling the ques-
‘tien out for the time being. 1
* Mr. Brewin then sought to
amend - his question to ask |
Prime Minister Pearson if he |
had, in fact, made such a
request for information to the
RCMP commissioner w hi -lle

e influence-peddling crisis
was gathering steam.

"The Speaker, however,
called him fo’ order at onece,
pointing out that the second
fuestion was unaccept:lhl_e for
the same reason as the first.

At a later stage énl_k‘t.he ;

oceedings, David Orlikow |
1(J;:"Dl’ > ,Wi.unipeg North)
tried  wainly to raise the |
matter.
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Justice ‘Wishart Spence says althem,™
Gaston Levesque “is.mentioned

|Gerda Munsioger affair.: - . |ister. 1
|  The Supreme Court of Canada| -
| dustice’s comment is included in|is

The reference

\inquiry.  The transeript = was ——
\released vesterday. L _.'
| Two commission documents)
have referred to Joseph Cha;les|
Armand Gaston Levesque ‘being !
appointed executive assistant tc|'
former Conservative® Associate |
| Defence Minister Fierre Sevigny|
Sept. 21, 1959, :

| Mr. Justice Spence said durS
\ing a discussion of witnesses to
|be invited at fufure sessions:

“I have heard mothing from
the Honorable Mrs, Fairclough,
who is ‘mentioned just as casual-|
ly as the last witness in one
paragraph. - :

“I have feard pothing from
Gaston Lievesque, who is men-
ticned more than easually in a
couple of paragraphs.

“Whether or mot they are
going fo,- either one of them,
appointed counsel, I have no|

ZETTE i
]'-Ir.|idca. although I have notified|

The “last witness” referred to
more than casually™ in rnports|hy the judge was George Hees,
o his ‘commission -about t'ne‘furmer Conservative trade min-| -

‘understood to relate to a
& transcript of testimony af alreport o the commission ‘on the
|secret session April 6. of the Munsinger affair.

= brg Montreal dinner umo::g'

1

' 2 ‘&_'_ iConservatives to honor Asso-|
L ‘ciate’ Defence Minister Pierrel
Sevigny in 1959, i
She had telephioned him twice,
|after that in Ottawa and he|
nehed  with her. He had
Phoned her while on a later
ibusiness trip. to Montreal i
.picked her up at her apariment,
taken her out to dinner and
‘delivered her back home, i
“Were you ever in her apart-
ment?  asked Commission

(Counsel J, L. O'Brien,
| “No, T was nof," Mp. Hees
replied. |
{ He also said he never helped|
'Mrs. Munsinger get a job in the
Canadian Embassy. at Bonn,
Germany, as she has “alleged.
. . Nor had she ever asked him |
anything about security or clas.|
sified and confidential maiters.r
Mr. Justice Spence asked
|whether a cahinet minister is
{ever able to be sure in meeting
'someone ab an affair like the
|Sevigny . dinner that all are!

\respectable,”

| “It is impossible in’ meeting
jand talking to people. . . to
+make sure thai in each. case
someone is not a security risk,"

to paragraphs|
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available files for incriminating evidence
and do not reveal what they may acei-
dentally find, That tradition is finished,
How does Mr. Pearson feel, knowing
that one day a new government wiil

search ihe files of the Pearson era and
reveal the errors that they will undoubi..
edly contain? For aji governments, like
all men, err.

vant m_attéks--

All the rele

The .l‘:!ank_l‘uptcy of political morality | als could be restrained from mention- A
that led 1o the exposure of the Munsing- © ing the Munsinger case unless Conger-

er affair — whether the results of that
exposure turn out to be good or i[] —
has now been fully opened to the pub-
lic, As we have suspected from the be-
Blnning — and from the beginning we
Voiced the suspicign — there was noth-
Ing unpremeditated about Justice Min-
ister Lucien Cardin’s burst ‘in the
House about the “Monseignor” case
which led to all the Tagt. :

few days after Conservative Erik
Nielsen had made charges that precipi-
tated the Dorion inquiry into the Lucien
Rivard affair, Prime Minister Lester

“Pearson asked the RCMP if it had any

files indicating Wrongdoing involving
any member of Parliament in the past
10 years, and was told about the Mun-
singer file, and taak into his possession
& synopsis of that file. AT
The synopsis sat on his desk for more
. than a year. It sat there while Privy
- Council -President Guy Favreau talked
to former Justice Minister

"

ton about the improbability that Liber-

vatives were vestrained from pressing

the Spencer case. It sat there while Mr, -

| Cardin goaded himself into a rage in
the House and dropped the opening hint
(for which the Prime Minister joined
| Other Liberals to applaud him).
| No, there was nothing unpremeditat-
i ed about the business. It was considered
aver g. petiod of more than a year, and
, the motivation for {he EXposure was not
L security. of the nafion but revenge.
And what dimage it has done to our
Parliamentary institutions! i
“/In a country that-uses a government
to propose and an oppesition oppose
| as the constitutional method of formu-
[lating and “examining legislation, a
| stale of tension and conflict is bound to
| develop hetween opposing parties. That
| this sfate may rémain productive and
 not destructive, that it may not de
erate into a continuous jungle warfa .
it has been the tradition that incoming

governments do not search Lhrn _all

Another casualty is ihe aath taken by
Privy Councillors. Every ‘member of
every Cabinet fakes ap oath: that he
will never raveal — in ar out of office
— what.occurs during the performance

- 0f his duties as a Privy Councillor. When i
former Justice Minister Donald Fleming . |
testified to his conversation withgformer® |
Prime Minister John Diefenbaker thaty:
oath was brushed aside. Will it ever
again have real meaning? 1. . {

Mr. Justice Wishart Spence has been.

~ instructed in his terms of reference to
bring down a judgment on the Leadsr

of the Opposition, - to decide wwhether
what he did or did not do in the Min--
singer case was sufficient to protect
the security of the country. and that
judgment is for the judge fo malk

But is there not wéew a spe

Minister'whose actions ‘ough tothe, con-

" SMdered? A Prime. Ministor Who st <v0

 with that same Munsinger file on hig
desk for many moriths and, as has been
gi!eged of Mr, Diefenbalier, togk no ac-

Hon-to determine if ip posed & threat (o

national security — 3 threat which if it
existed in 1960 could still exist today,
for even ministers who are-out of offive

retain knowledsa and I
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