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lation of the " ancient landinarks " of
the 01 ler to require it. Because the
Grand Encanîpnient, by an interpo-
lation in the old forni of application,
requires a profession of a /'t'ie/ in,
nstead of a promise to give a beefel--

eice, in case of a religious %var, for the
Christian religion, is no reason that a
Templar is required to profess a belief
in the dognia of the Trinity. Very
many Christians do not believe it. W'e
think the origyinal requirement is ail
that is essentitil ; for-, if sone sectarian
fraters continue their aggressive wvork,
it igh-lt end in the requirenient tint
eachi candidate shall belong to sonie
ev-angelical church, and perhaps finally
to the I-oly Roman Catholie Church.
Masonie B3odies should, not growv nar
row in) their creeds and requirenients.
It is contrary to the spirit of the age,
and 'Masonry as well as Teniplary is a
progressive science.- l7res//e Boar-d.

FREEMASONS IN THE JURY BOX-

Lt is not often that Freemiasonry is
alluded to in a Court of Law, but such
ivas the case last week in the 1)artford
County Court. Lt lappears tint one of
the parties to a dispute wvas a nienber
of the Craft, while several of the gentle-
men wvho were suinmnoned on the jury
also belonged to the Orde-. Thei
opposing counsci objected to then, and
judge Eniden held that this course
was reasonable under the circunistan-
ces, and discharged the Freemiason
Jurors froin attendance.

This 'vas probably a novel exper-
ience so far as this country is Con-
cerned, althoughi we have seen a record
of similar action in the United States-
we certainly hope it will not be niade a
practice' of, cIsc the good naine and
reputation of Freeniasonry wvill I)c
l)rought into disreputc. 0f course it
is but fair that anything like partiality
should be avoided ini the composition
of a jury set to try a case, but we can
hardly believe a Nlasoniic litigant wvctld
stanid any better chance of sccuring a
verdict if hie werc tried by a body of
Brother ïMasons than lie wvould if bis

case %vecnt forwvard in the ordinary
course. W\e should certainly hope
that the Msnctie between the par-
tics w'ould not be disgraced by any
undue preference, and believe ilhat the
Opinion Of thC genlEraýl body of mcem-
bers of the Craft wilI be that partia:.ity
would n(>t be shown.

Soine of our Conitem1po.raries, coin-
ilienting on the case, ob)serve that
should this sort of objection I)ecome
commiion, it nia>' lcad to ankward re-
suits, for if litigants wvho are not Frec-
ina.sonis aire to insist on haviîîg n one of
the Order on dhe jury, those wvho
bclong to it might as rcaýsoiially ol)ject
to subnîiit the fate of their actions to
the arbitraînent of nien w~ho are outside
the I\Iystic Tic, ail of whîch and v'cry
rnuchi more nîighit rcasonably be urged
ini connection with the occurence, but
happily, as our contemporaries put it,
Frccniasonry does not nieddle %vitlî law
or civil righits, and tiiat l)cing so wc can,
but hope it nîay rernain as rnuclî un-
knlowniiin Courts of L-av iii the future
as it lias been ini the pas t. -X'cmalisoli'e
C./irnide.

AGED AFFILIATED MASONS.

An esteenied and active brother in
geod standingý, of over three-score years
of agc, at St. Johnî, Cal., w~rites us ini a
private letter, asking, 'lis there not
sone ivay ini w'hich the old noni-affiliates
could be brouglit back to the fold?
He adds, " I think the next Grand
I odge could! pass sonie law giving. soile
Iviaster 'Mason in good standinig the
righit to examnie a poor old brother and
knowv wly hie wvas suspemided, and If lie
lîad coninitted no crime agrainst State
or Lodge, and only unal)le to pay bis,
ducs by nîisfortune, lic should be re-
storcd by paying, say ten dollars, to tue
ncarcst Lodge to which hie lives and
if a cripple, take Iinii back aniywayi), if
founid good, and truc." Lt would sceni
that our kind-hcarted brother-as %ve
knoiv liiim to be- bias inii nîind sonie
particular case witlîin his owîî knoiv-
lcdgc. Lt is a fact tlîat tiiere are a
large îiumnber of such cases. We know


