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standing Sirivedas.  But without a word
of explanation the hon. member moved
the adjournment of the debate, not deign-
ing to ingquire of a single one of his friends
with whom he had been in consultation,
and who were as much supporters of
the Catholic interests as himself, as to the
action he ghould take; but he did consult
with themembers of the opposition. Ifhe
were sincere in his desire to obtain the co-
operation of his Irish Catholic fellow-coun-
trymen was it not his duty to have come
to him (Mr. DevLIN), and say an ad-
journment on this question would
be wuseful, and we will be able to
discuss the matter further ; but the hon.
member did not do so. His experience
was very limited in the House, but he
was determined to do his duty honestly
and conscientiously ; and he appealed tothe
hon. gentlemen who occupied the'Treasury
Benches if it were not true that he refused
to let them know how he would vote on
this question before he entered the House
that day. In order to obtain the best pos-
sible information on the subject he consult-
ed those who were the most deeply interest-
ed in the spiritual welfare of the Catholics
in New Brunswick, communieating with
the Right Rev. Prelate of that Province,
who had intimated to him (Mr. DEvLIN)
that his opinion was that the resolution of
the member for Victoria would fail to ac-
complish the object which they had in
view, and therefore it was better to accept
the next best alternative, namely : the
amendment of the hon. member for Quebec
Centre, in which he (Mr. DevLiN) had
confidence, and which he believed would
lead to a happy solution of the painful
question at present agitating hisco-religion-
ists in New Brunswick.

Mr. FLYNN could not give a silent
vote on this question, moreespecinlly as he
felt that he came within the scope of the
remarks offered by the hon. member for
Victoria. When that hon. member placed
his motion on the notice paper he consult-
ed - the Catholic members from the Mari-
time Provinces. He (Mr. FLYNN) frankly
stated that the most embarrassingy position
he found himself placed in was withregard
to the constitutional difficulty, but he felt,
after hearirig the representation made that
the Catholic  minority of New
Brunswick were laboring under scrious
grievances, that if any measures
could be adopted to remedy those
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grievances It was his duty as a Casholic
to give them his support.  He, therefore,
said that if no other alternative presented,
he would vote for the motion of the houn.
member for Victoria. That hon. memher
had said that if he fuiled it was from twant
of integrity among his own people ; he
presamed the hon. member meant the
Catholic representatives in this House,
for that was the only meaning that could
be attached to his words. He (Mr. FLyx~)
distinctly disavowed that sentiment. Thero
was no want of integrity on his part, and
he had the interests of the Catholies of
New Brunswick as much at heart as the
hon. member, even though he represented
a constituency in that Province. Nor
could he permit the allusion to pass un-
noticed, that the hon. member for Mon-
treal Centre was the only gentleman who
had aided to defend the Catholic vights
and interests. He (Mr. Fryxx) always
felt it his duty as a humble representative
of a constituency in Nova Scotin when-
ever he found those rights assailei, to de-
fend them. The hon. member for Vie-
toria had also applizd the word hypocrisy
towards some hon. members who had
worked with him ; and in all his inter-
coursewith the hon.memberfor Victoria, he
(Mr. FLYxN) was actuated by the tost
sincere and pure motives.

Mr, COSTIGAN denied that he had
used the word hypocrisy in reference to
any hon. member.

Mr. FLYNN sud the hon. member
used the word, but if it was intended to
be applied in the sense indicated the
explanation would be accepted. From the
first,he gave the hon. member for Vietoria
credit for his efforts in seeking to remove
the wrongs under which the Catholies of
New Brunswick were laboring, and
thought those acts were above party
spirit. He felt that the hon. member
was honest in his convictions; but to-night
he felt that the hon. member was other-
wise, and that he moved the adjournmert
of the debate to harrass the Government
and the hon. members who were acting
with them. The hon. member, although
representing a constitueney in New Bruns-
wick, where the grievance existed, must
admit that both Catholics and Protestants
were willing to do all within their power
to remedy the grievaunce. DBut suppose
the motion of the hon. member passed and
was sent to Downing street, what was the



