60 COMMONS DEBATES

December 14, 1988

Privilege—MTr. Fulton

relevance to us in searching back 40 years ago, we
certainly would welcome that and would be pleased to
pursue it, but all of us have an obligation not to unfairly
accuse distinguished members of the Canadian Forces
who cannot respond.

Mr. Speaker: The Hon. Leader of the New Demo-
cratic Party rises and, of course, I will hear him. I might
indicate to him that I think I have heard enough to
consider the matter which, of course, I will, but I will, of
course, hear the Hon. Member at least for a few
minutes.

Mr. Broadbent: Mr. Speaker, I appreciate that. I
listened with care to what the Minister had to say, as |
usually do. And I heard the Hon. Member for Skeena
(Mr. Fulton). I rise at this point to respond to the last
point the Minister made which is a repetition of one he
made earlier, namely, if anyone has any evidence on this
very important matter potentially affecting the health of
Canadians, they should bring it forward.

My suggestion very concretely, and I would like to
hear the Minister respond to it this afternoon before we
complete this very important question of privilege which
has been raised, is that there is an individual, living in
Calgary today, who claims he had direct involvement
and direct knowledge about the situation at hand, and
he is describing his facts not relying on a newspaper
article from Victoria.
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He was actually there. Has his senior staff talked to
him? If not, if he wants to get to the bottom of this, the
truth, why does he not talk to him?

Mr. Speaker: I will let the Hon. Minister reply
shortly, but I do not think any further discussion will
help the Speaker very much.

I might indicate to Hon. Members that while there
clearly seems to be a difference of opinion as to facts,
and there may be very good reason why there is a
difference of opinion as to facts, I have some difficulty
seeing that it amounts to a breach of privilege. I will
hear the Minister shortly.

Mr. Beatty: Mr. Speaker, essentially the Leader of
the New Democratic Party is extending Question Period
under the guise of a question of privilege. I can indicate

to him that immediately after the individual in question
was on CTV—

Mr. Speaker: If the Hon. Minister can assist the
Chair, I will hear him. I am not having any further
arguments between the two sides.

Mr. Beatty: Mr. Speaker, I am trying to respond to
the question that was posed to me. After the matter was
raised on the CTV National News, 1 asked my staff to
contact the individual in question. I do not know
whether they have succeeded in doing it to date. They
had difficulty initially reaching him. I will verify as to
whether or not they have been able to reach him to date
and will get in touch with Members opposite.

Mr. Speaker: I think I have heard enough. This is a
question which is in the public domain. Clearly the Hon.
Member for Skeena (Mr. Fulton) received some infor-
mation, and in some cases did not receive other informa-
tion which came to light at a later time.

There has been concern raised by the Hon. Member
for Skeena that this might have been a deliberate
attempt to keep information from a Member of Parlia-
ment. If that was the case and clearly there was evi-
dence of that, then it would indeed be a very serious
matter and understandable why the Hon. Member has
raised this matter in this Chamber.

However, I have listened to the Minister and I have to
take what Hon. Members in the House say as clearly in
accord with the facts as they can know them, as I
certainly did when listening to the Hon. Member for
Oshawa (Mr. Broadbent).

I have listened to the Hon. Minister. There may very
well be an argument under another proceeding as to
what happened within the Department of National
Defence. The whole question of why there were not
records, if there are not, is something that can be
pursued.

I must say to all Hon. Members that, in my view at
least, listening to this as I have very carefully, it does not
get into a question of privilege. It is essentially an
argument over allegations of facts. While the matter as
raised by the Hon. Member for Skeena is of course an
important matter and it may be quite proper to pursue it
in Question Period or at another time, I have to rule at
the moment that it does not reach a question of privi-
lege.



