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principal nionbers of the G. C. of Canaa
received the Ma.rk dogrSe in one of these
MT. I. lodgeo.

These lodges could nt, in our view of
Masonio law and tradition, be lawfully
compelled th apply for warrants of con-
firmation to the G. O. of Quebeo, -or two
reasons;-lst, that they Ladi no desire to
loin that new organization; .and 2nd, thut
they are advised by the 1bighest legal au-
thority, that the saidl orgaisation i8 iflegal
aooording to the civil law, of the state, and
that its members can only meet under risk
of criminal proseoution. This view ie con-
Iirmcel by the faot that the G. 0. of Quebea,
in the laet session of the Domiinion Pariia-
ment, attempteil te, obtain alegal statue,
but aied te do so.

3. At the present moment, therefore,
the Mark Lodges meeting under the
warrants o! confirmation cf'this G.
L. are the only legai assemiblies cf
Mark Masters in the Provinoe of
Quebeo. (See Hon. Judlge Badge.
ley's lotter ta the M.W.G.M.M.M.,
at p. 61 cf Proceedinge of G. L. cf
iILM.M., June, 1884.>

4. 1 cannot but express My surprise
that thàe G. C.'e of the United States
should have se far overlooked oe
of the fundamentai landmaarks cf
Masonry, as te ittempt to, obige
English Mak Masters to join a so-
ca Mtsnio body, meeting lu de.fiance e! the laws of the Btate in
whioh it finds itself.

5. Whenever a legal bady working the
Mark degr<ce is established ini the
Province cf Quebea, it wiUl Le open
te it te niaIe advanoes for union te,
the three T. I. lodges holding war-
rants cf confirmation froma this G.
L., ana te this course we shail offer
ne objection 'whatever; but, on the
contrary, we shouid. be exceedingly
glad te sees uoh a union voluntarily
effectod, ana r~oula promoe it by
any legitimate means in oDur power.

MéIanwhile, in order to meet, as far as
possible, the views cf the 'United States,
aud iu the hope that a satisfactory arrange.
ment may Le made between the three T. I.
English MarIk Lodges in Quebeo, ana a luw-

ti .C., we have restrioted the action of
thLe Englisli Mark Lodges in Queb'ec to
English Master Masons. We shail exceed-
ingly regret it, if we are driven from this
conciliatory position by' the liostile action
of the G. C.'e of the United States.

6. These factswebeg.to coiimend tothe
fraternal cousideration of your G.O.

unuzurCK Bnums, P.G.J.W.,
G rand Secretnry.

To the M. B. Grand IL P., G. É. A. Chsp.
ter of-

Inreviewing tI3isinvu1a. document,

we "0e (1) particularly struck with
the assertion "1that this Grand Lodge
claims no territorial or other jurisdlic-
tion -whatever in the United States or
within the district dlaine-d by the G.
O. of Canada." 'The minds of our
American companions must truly be,
greatly relieved at this gratuitous in-
larmation, that this unrecognized Ma-
sonie body (as far as the Grand Lodg&,
and Grand Ohapter of Englandl axe
concerne), claims "no territorial or-
other juxisdietîoa," &o., over thom.
]But as a Canadian ]Royal Arch Mason,
xnay we asli what the Grand Mark
Lodge of England means by "«within
the district claimed by the G. C. of
Canaa?" Does it naean to insinuate
that that dlaim is questionable, or
ever eau be questioned2

(2) The "ltime immxemorial" theory,.
if once admitted, wouldl give this'very
modern Grand Body power to, rake up
Mark Lodges all over the, face of the
eaxth.

(3) What can it mean when àL
asserts: &'At the present moment,
therefore, the Mark Lodges meeting
under the warrants of confirmation of
this G. L. are the only legal assem-
blies of Mark Masters in the Provinc.
of Quebeo?" Yet this Grand Body
accepte recognition from the Grand
Chapter of Quebec and exchanged.
Grand Representatives with it! Comu-
ment is unnecessaxy.

(4) As to Bro. Binekes' "Isurprise"
that "«the -Grand Chapters cf the
United states should have overlooked
a fundaincital principL3," we would
reply that if the Grandl Chapter cf
Quebec is illegal, the Supreme Grand
Coimeil, A. & A. S. B., 33e, 15 illega
aiBo; yet the S. G. 0. A. &. A. S. B.
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