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called ' Grand Lodge of Ontario.' The ac-
tion of these brethren being clandestine,
ana their location being in violation of the
territorial juxisdiction of the Grand Lodge
c6f Canada, and. it, being demionstrated that
they are entirely without any ,seznblance of
aUority, I respectfully suggest that their
application lie rejected.-

The Committee on Masonio Jurispru-
dence, to, iwich the Grand maslter's a-
dress was referred, mnade the foilowg
report, which was adopted by theGrn
Locige:-

IlWe recoimend that the Grand Lodge
ci Ontaxlo, as mentioned in the Grand
Master's Addlress-it being irregular-be
flot recognized by this Grand Juriscliction,
ànd that ail Masonic interceurse be pro-
hibited by the lMiasons under this 3urisdic.
tion with the Masons claiining te be under
the Juriadliction of the Grana. Lodge of On-
tario."

No further action bas been taken.
Yours Praternaily,

Jom FnxzziiLr,
Grand Secretary.

J. B. Trayes, Port Hlope, Ont.

OFFCE 0p GRAND SE:cRtETÂRy, GRAND LODGE
op AnxamsAs, F. & A. M.

Little Boch, JuJy 3, 1880.
J. B. TEATEs, EsQ.

R. 'W. Bnto.-In reply to, your circular of
the 29th June, in relation te the Ilso-called
Grand Lodge o! Ontario," there lias been
no mention made, that I amn aware of, in
our Grand Lodge, of a Grand Lodge of On.
tario, excopt in the report o! our Coinmittee
on Correspondence at the Regular Comn-
mnunication o! 1876, in -whicb, reviewing the
Proceedings of the Grand Lodge of Canada,
tbey say-",A few o! the craft becanie dis-
satisfied with the Grand Lodge o! Canada,
and tbought tbey wonld put np one te their
own notion, without authority cf anybo&y
else, and without any respect for IVasonie
law or usage, they announced theraselves
the Grand Lodlge o! Ontario"

Yours Fraternialy,
L. B. BARTO-N,

Grand Secretary.

M. W. GRAND LODGE 0F WEST VMGNcizst, A.
F. & A. M.-OppicE or TEEz GRnL, SEC-
]ZETAny.

Wheoling, July 3rd, 1880.
J. B. Tins, EsQ., Port Hope.

DzAn SII ANSDBito-Your favor of tlie
2Otb uit. bas been received, and in response
I would say that the Grand Lodge of Wcst
Virginia on the lSth day of Novembor, 1876,
adopted the foilowing resolution:

"B esolved,-That Nve believe the body
-cailig itself the «'Grand Lodge of Ontario,'
is irregular and clandestine, and unworthy

of countenance by Freoinasons, and thaft
tbe several Lodges and brethren ini this
juriadiction are hereby interdicted from
holdliug.Masonic intercourse with any per-
son claiming ailegiance te sucli clandestine
organization.",

This resolution stands unrepealed, and ls
tbo law in West Virginie, to.day.

Yours Fraternaily,
O. S. Lo.zzo,
Grand Secretary.

GRAND LoDOR op Nzw HAÀmpsHIRE, FnERg A"
AccEPwr. Màson.S.-Omrct op GnAri»
SECRtETABT.

Concord, July 3, A. L. 5880.

J. B. TnàXEs, EsQ.
DtAn SmR A» R. W. BR.-In roply to

your circn]sir o! June 29th, I do not rexnem-
ber that the Grand Lodge cf New Hamip-
sbire, ever teck any action in regard te the
so-cailed Grand Lodge cf Onitaro, exceFt so
far as it may bave been noticedl in the re-
port c3n F. C. Perso.naily, I badl suppcseil
that it had gene out cf existence, ana 1
tbink that is ebe general impression here.
No meinher cf a Lodge under the jurisdic-
tion or claiming allegiance te the G=arl
Lodge cf Ontario, would be admitted in any
Lodge in thià jurisdiction, if bis position
was understood, nnless through the ignor-
ance cf the officers cf the Lodge o! t~he
position cf affairs in yeur jurisditimx. 1
get the impression froin the address of
your G. M, Bro. Weiler, in 1878, tbat the
Grand Lodge cf Ontario badl ceased te ex-
ist, and boped that your trouble fromn thafi
source baa ended.

Fraternally Yours,
Gzo. P. CLE.Avxs.

GRAND LODGE ANCIENT FRtEE AN-" Ac-
C;ErTE.] M..soss, STATYE OF Missocux.
OFFICE OP GR&ND SECIiETA-Ly, FRtEE-
MASe'S HALL.

SAINT Louis, July 2nd, 1880
J. B. TRÂT!s, Esq.

DEAP, BRoTHER,-Referflng te your favor
cf June 29tb, ult., allow mne te say that the
Grand Lodge cf Missouri lias never recegnizedl
the so-called "1Grand Lodge cf Ontario."
And any Man, pretendin g te be a Mason,
hailing frein Ledtges ewing allegianoe to the
said "lGrand Lodge cf Ontario," would lie
sunnnsrily rejected. There is net a4Ldge ini
this Jurisdictien that weuld recognize sny
one, in any Masonie sense, claimng eennec-
tien with the, "Grand Lod&e of Ontsx-ie.s
We have denounced *said body as spurieu,
and ail its werk as illegal.

1 amn, yours fiaternally,
JOHN W. VINZCIL

Grand Secretary.


