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In the September and November
inimbers of THE CRAFTSNAN, We re-
-produced certain somewhat lengthy
editorials from our respected con-
temporary, llie .Fiecmiason, of Lon.
dlon, England, upen the IlQuebec
question," and we now redeem the
promise mnade in our last issue, by
commenting more fully thereon.

It must have been evident to, ai
Our readers that Our contemporary
conveniently sought to evade the
:fundamental questions invoived, in
the Quebec-Englan d controversy, anad
endeavored to becloud the subjeet by
raising minor issues. We wiJl not,
therefore, at this present, follow our
contemporary in its mean5 erings,
the more especially as nearly ail
ivhich it has advanced has been au-
swered, nay, even refuted, over and
over again.

The whole "lQuebec question" (and
the consequent Quebec-England con-
iroversy), readily resolveB itself into
-Lhree propositions:-

1. The rightful existence of the
Grand Lodge of Quebee.

2. Its riglit to have exclusive sov-
ereignty over %liraft Masons and Oraft'
Masonry within the territorial limits
jof the Province of Quebee, and

3. The riglit by lawful means to
-mnforce saidl exclusive Masonic sover-
40lgnty.

The question of the constitutional
iright of the Grand Lodge of Quebec
?o bc, long ago passed beyond the
region of controversy amongst
'well.informed brethren.

The Graud Lodge of England fully
conceded its rightful exitenOce by its
officiai correspondlence therewib,-
by proffering its recognition and the
interchange of Grand Bepresentativea
as a regularly constituted Grand
Body, vith ne reservation wbatever
pertaining te the regularity of its ex-
istence.

The right and titie of the Grand
Lodge of Quebec, to territorial sover-
eign craft jurisdiction, bas been con-
ceded by ail the Grand Lodges of the
world (to which Quebee, as in duty
bond, subinitteà the question for de-
cision)-with the exceptions of Eng-
land and Scotland 1

This important question is there-
fore reduced te very narrow limits,
and to use the vulgar illustration of
our London contemporary, ',two boys
have attempted to send their forty
school-mates te Coventry !"

And be it ever remtembered, that as
ail regular Grand Lr>dges of Freema-
sons are peers as te their righits,
privileges and prerogatives, the age
or numerical strength of auy Grand
Lodges dees net îwer se give increased
force or effect te their vaticinations or.
decisions.

It has been irrefutably demonstrat-
ed by Quebec, and accepted and
emphasized by niost of the other
Grand Lodges, Grand Masters, and
leading jurists of the Masonic world
(more especially arnong-st Anglo- Saxon
Freemasons) that the doctrine of
c'exclusive sovereigynty" is net merely
an ",American doctrine," but that it
is a funclamental doctrinie of the con-~
stitutions of the Grand Lodges of-
England, Scotland and irelaad,and
that, tee, ever since the formaL'
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