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.Come versed in Masonie Jurispru-
dence will have to extract from the
&âra Lodge Proceedings subsequent
to 1875 ail new rules and decisions
therein published and keep them as
an addenda to, the present work upon
that subjeot, until Grand ILodge de-
cides upon anew and enlarged edition
Of the same. One single evening's
labor is ail that ie required in any
one year to look over the Grand
Lodge Proceedinge of that Year, and
copy tberefroma such new rules and
decisions in a book kept for that pur.
pose, or, which ie stili more conveni-
ont, copy the same on blank papei,
interleaving in the work referred to,
which is the plan the writer pursues.

You gay IlMany hold that the de-
"cision of a Grand Master, whether
"coDfirmed or otherwise, ie the law

,,of that j urisdiction until som e action
"lis tahen upon the same by the Grand
"lLodge. Others affirm that it is only
"to be held as law until Grand Lodge
"meets, and ie not to be rcgarded as
"a procedent thereafter." And a

few lines further on you say, "De-
"1cisions have tirne and again been
"Igiven of so, diametricadly an oppo-
"site charaeter that Masons become
e"confused as to the proper explana-
"ition to be given to, questions asked."

I must confess that I do iot at the
moment know of any such two dia-
metrically opposite decisions wilihin
our own jurisdiction, but taking àL for
granted upon your LLatement that
Buch decisions can be produced, 1
beg to subniit that this is the best
proof of the correctness of the opin-
ion of thoEse who hold that a decision
of a Grand Master je only to, be held
as law until Grand Lodge meets, and
is izot to, be regarded as a precedent
thereafter. For if it wrre otherwise,
if a decision of a Grand Master were
Iaw for ail time to corne, until re-
versed by Grand Lodge, a subsquent
Grand Master wotild be bound by it
as well as any other member of the
*craft; tuhere would be no necessity of
subraitting to him for bis decision, a
case upon which hie predeceseor had

already prononnced hie deci 3ion; and
if, notwithetandirng this f ict, any
Grand Master shonld give an oppo-
site decision, it would clearIy and dis-
tinctly be an iliegal act on hie part;
an act which I feel persuaded no
Grand Master of the Grand Lodge of
Canada winl ever be guilty of.

For my own part, I fuily agree
with what you express to be sond
Maeonic do;ctrine, "That the ruling
"of a Grand Master stands good dur-
"ing the interim of Grand Lodge,
"then, if confirnaed subsequently by
"Grand Lodge, it becomes the law
"of thatjutrisdiction, until such tixne
"as Grand Lodge sees fit to annul or
"amend it." And 1 woulô add, that

in order to, make the Ruling of a
Grand Master given by him during
the interim of Grand Lodge, the law
of that jitrisdiction, the confirmation
thereof by the Grand Lodge should
flot rnerely be iinplied, as for instance
where the Grand Master in hie ad-

i ress speaks of some decision or rul-
ing hie has given during the interim,
and where in the report upon that
address no mention is madle of suoh.
decision or ruling but passed over in
silence. This silence should neyer
be taken as consent or as a confirma-
tion. The confirmation shoild be posi-
tive, plainly and distinctty expressed
so as to leave no doubt as to its
meaning and full bearing; an)d any
decis-i,-n or ruling of a Grand Master
which, is not thus con firmed by Grand
Lodge, is not binding upon his suc-
cessor iu office but ceases to, be of
auy effect a. the same time his term
of office expires, and a successor ie
duly elected and installed in his
stead. If this were ciearly under-
stoodl as the nature of a decision or a
ruling of a Grand Master, therri
would be no chance for Masons to
get confused as to the proper explan-
ation to, be given to, questions asked.
There could neyer be more than one
Grand Master's ruling or decision to
guide them since ail preceding rulinge
and deci8i%ýns, not confirnied by
Grand Lodge hadl become defnt,
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