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June 17, 2013 
 
 
 
The Honourable Andrew Scheer, M.P. 
Speaker  
House of Commons 
Ottawa, Ontario 
K1A 0A6 
 
Via e-mail 
 
Mr. Speaker, 
 
I write to you as a private citizen whose reputation was grievously smeared last week in what 
appears to have been a serious abuse of parliamentary privilege by the Member of Parliament 
for Peterborough, Mr. Dean Del Mastro. 
 
As you know, last Thursday, Mr. Del Mastro raised a point of privilege with you regarding an 
ongoing Elections Canada investigation into his alleged overspending as a candidate in the 
2008 general election, in which I am a witness, pursuant to a court order from the Ontario 
Superior Court of Justice.  
 
In his point of privilege, Mr. Del Mastro gratuitously slandered me and my character on the floor 
of the House of Commons where he enjoys immunity as a Member of Parliament.  
 
Mr. Del Mastro enjoys privileges not afforded to a private citizen – the ability to speak about 
other Canadians in the House of Commons without being held to account for the inaccuracy of 
his remarks. He is aware that I have no legal right, or ability, to defend myself from his slander. 
 
The purpose of parliamentary privilege is to enable parliamentarians to debate the nation’s 
important business without fear of being sued. Its purpose is not to enable MPs to settle 
personal scores with ordinary, individual Canadians, on private matters, by engaging in 
character assassination of them. 
 
More troubling to me still is that Mr. Del Mastro appears, by his point of privilege to you of last 
week, to be taking steps which interfere in an Elections Canada investigation. According to 
news reports, there are two ongoing investigations into Mr. Del Mastro’s 2008 election 
campaign. I am a witness in one of those investigations, and was served with a court order 
compelling me to testify in, and cooperate with, that investigation. I am attempting to comply 
with my legal duties, as a law-abiding Canadian. Mr. Del Mastro’s statements to you appear to 
be aimed at dissuading me from doing so.  
 
It should come as no surprise to you that Mr. Del Mastro’s point of privilege, and supporting 
speech, to you attacking me for the evidence which I was ordered to provide to the Elections 
Canada investigators have an intimidating effect on me, and all other witnesses who have been 
similarly subpoenaed to cooperate with this Elections Canada investigation.  
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If Members of Parliament are allowed to abuse parliamentary privilege to engage in character 
assassination of witnesses who have been ordered to give evidence in investigative and quasi-
judicial proceedings, then what ordinary Canadian would ever agree to cooperate with those 
proceedings? How would Elections Canada, or any other public body, ever be able to conduct a 
proper investigation into election spending or into other matters of national public interest? 
 
As such, Mr. Del Mastro’s remarks to you last Thursday, and the point of privilege which he has 
raised with you, appear to me to be a very serious interference in the investigative proceedings 
which are currently taking place outside the House of Commons and which deal with a matter 
involving Mr. Del Mastro as a candidate, not as a Member of Parliament. They strike at the 
integrity of Elections Canada’s ability to successfully investigate and monitor election spending. 
As Speaker of the House of Commons, you should be seriously concerned about the effects of 
these remarks on those proceedings, and do something to protect me and the other Canadians 
who have been ordered to cooperate with this and other investigations.  
 
This is not just my opinion, but also the opinion of Mr. Robert Walsh, a former law clerk of the 
House of Commons who is nationally recognized as an expert in parliamentary law:  
 
“It would appear that Mr. Del Mastro is taking advantage of the immunity that he enjoys as a member of 
parliament to say things with impunity in the chamber about a private citizen that he wouldn’t say perhaps 
outside the chamber… He appears to be fighting his battle with Elections Canada on the floor of the House, 
and I don’t think those kinds of matters fall within parliamentary privilege.” – Ottawa Citizen, June 13, 2013 

 
Here in Canada, one of the pillars of our constitution is the separation of powers between 
Parliament and the courts, and the rule that neither the Speaker of the House of Commons, nor 
any Member of Parliament, should take steps which have the effect of interfering, directly or 
indirectly, with witnesses who have been subpoenaed to eventually give evidence in a court 
proceeding or an investigation into potentially illegal activities. According to the Attorney 
General for Ontario: 
 
“The sub judice rule may be breached by public statements that risk prejudging matters or issues that are 
before the courts. It is the concept of prejudging that is central to the rule. A breach of the sub judice rule 
can include, for instance, statements urging the court to reach a particular result in a matter, comments on 
the strength or weakness of a party's case or particular issue, or comments on witnesses or evidence in a 
case.”  – Ministry of the Attorney General of Ontario website 
 
I am requesting that you review Mr. Del Mastro’s apparent interference in the Elections Canada 
investigation as well as his attacks on me, as a private citizen who has been subpoenaed to 
give evidence in an ongoing public investigation. I formally request that you order Mr. Del 
Mastro to withdraw his comments and apologize to the House of Commons, to Canadians and 
to me for his remarks.  
 
Finally, I make this appeal to you, as Speaker of the House of Commons, so that I, and other 
witnesses, can continue to carry out our legal duty to comply with subpoenas and to cooperate 
with public investigations of national importance, without fear of persecution or reprisal. Your 
failure to take action on this will effectively send the message that Members of Parliament have 
a green light to use or abuse their privileges to intimidate witnesses and interfere in public 
investigations into the activities of those MPs.    
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I look forward to hearing from you about what you intend to do about this unacceptable state of 
affairs and the outrageous behaviour by Mr. Del Mastro last week. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Frank Hall    
 


