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Question of Privilege
member for Calgary North. I cannot find any
difference at all between the hon. member’s
question of privilege and the one raised by
the hon. member for Calgary North. I can see
no point in every member of the Privy
Council getting up at this time to raise
exactly the same question of privilege. A
ruling has been made by the Chair and I
would invite the hon. member for Winnipeg
South Centre to take into account that ruling
and what has been said by the Chair.

Mr. Churchill: Mr. Speaker, you are sug-
gesting that members of the Privy Council
should not raise this point. You acknowledged
that the hon. member for Calgary North had
a question of privilege and that question was
settled, but I have a question of privilege too.
The Minister of Justice implicated all mem-
bers of the privy council who served in the
cabinet of the present Leader of the Oppo-
sition. I happen to be one of those members
of the Privy Council. You may have settled in
your mind the question raised by the hon.
member for Calgary North, but I have a case
to put forward regarding the statements of
the Minister of Justice which affect me as a
Privy Councillor and affect every other mem-
ber of the Privy Council. That is the question
of personal privilege I wish to raise at this
time.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please. I cannot agree
with the logic of the hon. member for Win-
nipeg South Centre. The motion which was
made did not refer to the hon. member for
Calgary North, it referred to the fact that
there were allegations made affecting mem-
bers of Her Majesty’s Privy Council. The hon.
member for Calgary North in his presentation
never suggested that the allegations applied
only to him. His mot'on and the arguments
submitted in its favour during its presenta-
tion referred to a matter of privilege which
affected all Privy Councillors, not just one.

It is obvious in my mind that the ruling
which has been made in connection with the
question of privilege and the motion of the
hon. member for Calgary North applies in the
same way to the question of privilege which
the hon. member for Winnipeg South Centre
may have. That earlier privilege and motion
have been put to the Chair, considered and
ruled upon.

Mr. Churchill: Mr. Speaker, I am not speak-
ing to the motion which you ruled out of
order. Unless I did not hear correctly, the
hon. member for Calgary North raised a per-
sonal question of privilege. In speaking to

[Mr. Speaker.]

COMMONS DEBATES

March 10, 1966

that question he said it affected all members
of the Privy Council who had served under
the former Conservative government. He then
moved a motion with which you were not in
agreement. I am not speaking to that motion,
sir. I am raising a question of personal privi-
lege which, as I have stated, is based upon
statements made by the Minister of Justice
and I demand my right to be heard. Freedom
of speech is at stake in this house.

Some hon. Members: Hear, hear.

Mr. Speaker: My suggestion to the hon.
member is that there is no question of free-
dom of speech involved. We have spent over
an hour now on a very important question of
privilege.

An hon. Member: Is there a limit to the
freedom of speech?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. member for Calgary
North was given every freedom to express his
question of privilege and the hon. member
for Winnipeg South Centre had an opportuni-
ty to take part in that discussion. He was not
denied the right to speak on that question of
privilege. Certainly if the question of privi-
lege raised by the hon. member for Calgary
North meant anything, it was meant to apply
to all Privy Councillors. It applies to Privy
Councillors on both sides of this house. I
cannot agree with the hon. member for
Winnipeg South Centre that there is a sepa-
rate and distinct question of privilege in that
he would be affected personally and distinctly
from the hon. member for Calgary North. For
that reason I cannot allow him to re-open the
whole question at this time.

Mr. Churchill: Mr. Speaker, I suggest that
you cannot deny an hon. member the right to
raise a personal question of privilege. There
is a question of privilege in respect of the
statement made by the Minister of Justice to
the effect that one or more ministers were
involved. He said there were two or more
ministers involved, as reported in some press
accounts, and he has not denied that he has
made that statement. Once he used the word
“more” he made it all-inclusive, and there is
a question of personal privilege in respect of
every member of the Privy Council who
wishes to raise it today. It does not matter
how many other questions of privilege may
have been raised. The fact that the hon.
member for Calgary North said that these
statements affected every member of the
Privy Council does not prevent every mem-
ber of the Privy Council from raising a



