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Mr. Lambert: He bas not got names. He
says he bas not seen the file. There is not
even a file that the Prime Minister can
suggest should be referred to the judicial
inquiry, unless he bas knowledge whicb he
fails to disclose to the bouse.

Mr. Pearson: Mr. Speaker, perbaps my bon.
friend should look into the situation and
should read the order in council setting up
tbe Dorion inquiry. Perhaps to clarify this I
migbt read to tbe bouse, and I shail be glad
to table tbis, a communication, a letter wbicb
I bave just received fromn tbe Minister of
Justice on this matter, and it reads as fol-
lows:
My dear Prime Minister:

on Friday, March 4th, as recorded on page 2211
on Ilansard I stated that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition "*was accusiniz us of hiding the truth. of
hiding evidence from the committee."

I added that he was "the very st verson in
the house who can afford to give advice on the
handling of security cases in Canada." and I also
said "I want the right honourable gentleman to
tell the house about bis participation in the Mon-
seignor case when he was Prime Minister of this
country."

To this the right honourable gentleman reolied
-I amn not worried. Have your commission look
into it. Put it on the agenda."

Mr. Churchill: That is the general one you
mentioned.

Mr. Pearson: Tbe letter goes on:
I have subsequently indicated that the Leader

of the Opposition had f ailed to place the file on
this case before the law officers of the Depart-
ment of Justice for their advice. that the informa-
tion given to the Leader of the Ooposition when
he was Prime Minister concerned a case in which
security risks were lnvolved.

I have alleged that the Leader of the Opposition
mishandled this case and that ha falled to seek
the advice of the law officers ci the Denartment
of Justice as to the approrpriate method of dealing
with the case, and 1 arn willing and anxious to
have these alleizations considered bv a judicial
inquiry which will be free to examine ail aspects
of the case. I will abide bv the resuit of sud,
inquiry. fully conscious of the consequences.

I have made and mal<e no other charges.
Yours sincerely,

Some hon. Memnbers: Ob, oh.
An hon. Member: Holy, boly, boly.

Mr. S±arr: You cannot get away with that.

An hon. Member: Cardinism.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. Tbe Cbair
recognizes the hon. member for Ontario.

Hon. Michael Starr (Ontario): Mr. Speaker, I
arn surprised and sbocked by the Prime
Minister's reading a letter of tbis kind, know-
ing full well that since those utterances were
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made, that are set out in this letter, the
Minister of Justice has had a press confer-
ence in wbich he bas gone beyond what
happened-

Soma hon. Members: Hear, hear.
Mr. Starr: -on Friday. I arn shocked and

surprised now that the Prime Minister is an
instrument and an accomplice to the spread-
ing of rumours that are being spread around
by the Minister of Justice, who has disgraced
bis position, which is one of the most respect-
ed positions in this country, to do witb the
meting out of justice.

The Minister of Justice in bis press confer-
ence stated that there were more than two
ministers involved. That means that any
number can be involved. It is not enough tbat
the Prime Minister stands in bis place now
and says, "We are prepared to have a judicial
inquiry". It is flot enough. Names have to be
named now, before that inquiry is made. I
specifically ask the Prime Minister, is it bis
intention, and does he do this intentionafly?
Does he intend that tbe cloud of suspicion
should rest upon the beads of ail those who
are innocent?

Some hon. Memnbers: Hear, bear.
Mr. Starr: And If it Is flot, if it is flot bis

intention then he should now clear the names
of ail tbose upon whom. the cloud of suspicion
bas been cast by the Minister of Justice in
bis act of Cardinism, as is pointed out in ail
the newspapers across this country, who are
ashamed of tbe Minister of Justice in the way
he bas conducted bimself in that portfolio.
Tbe charges are not only levied against him,
but tbe Prime Minister wbo is the head of
the government is being implicated.

I think ail of us in the House of Commons
sbould see to it tbat tbe position of the Prime
Minister of this country, whoever he may be,
cannot be besmircbed by anyone who wants
to practise the sort of tbing that the Minister
of Justice is doing at tbis time.

Mr. T. C. Douglas <Burnaby-Coquitlam>:
Mr. Speaker, it seems to me tbat the Prime
Minister either deliberately or unintentionaily
is confusing the entire question which is
before the bouse. The question before the
bouse is the question of privilege.

Some hon. Members: Hear, bear.

Mr. Douglas: Charges have been made by
one of the Prime Minister's ministers, charges
wbich bave not been substantiated, cbarges
whicb reflect very seriously upon members of
tbis bouse, and some wbo may be outside this
bouse.
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