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Iiro. Bdward Meck, of Tovnnto, M, 3T,

Bro. James . Hall, of St, Marys, M. M., $t. Jamnes Lodge, No. 73,

Bro. Jos phy Tred dey of St, Marys, AL, M., St Lames Lodge, No. 73,

Bro. W itliam L Judzon of Londo~, M. M, Pecumseh Lodge, No, 2435,

Pro. Oliver J B idle, of London, B, A, Eden Lodge, ¢i-te) U7, D,

Bro. Paniel Turner, of London, E. A, Edon Lodge, (latey U, D,

Bro. Thomus R. Burton, of Londow, 1. A., Eden Lodge, (late) U, D,

Bro. Joseph B. Saline, of London, . A.. Edon Lodge, (late) U, D,

Bro. D. M .J. Hagarty, of London, Ii, A, Eden Lodge, (lnfe) U D,

Bro. 'Thomas 8, Minton, of London, E. A,, Eden Lodze, (late) U, D,

Bro, I tev Smith, of London, E. A, Edn Lodge, (laie) U, D,

Bro George I Hiscos, of Jondon, E. A, Eden Lodge, (late) U, D,

Bro Owen Q. Collamore, of London, M, M., Barton Lodge, No. 6.

Lro.William Wallace Oakes, of St. Thomas, M. M,, ('at - of) spartan Lolwe, No. 175.

Bro. Theodoze i1, Mctonuell, of Loudon, M, M, King Hiram Lodge, No. 37,

Bro. Charles W, Graham, of Loudon, M. M., (lat¢ of) Prince of Wales Lodge,
No, 171,

Bro, Miles A, Wright, of London, M. M, Bothwell Ludge, No. 179,

Bro. M. Moerris, of Toronto, M, M,

Dro. Frederick Smith, of ‘Toronto, M. M.

Bra. Thomas Anderson, «f Torcnio, M. M., Arhlar Todge, No. 217,

Bro. Johu . Ley alone appealed against the suspension, and npon bis denying
that he was in any way connected with the above movement, and at his request, I
issued & commission dirvecied to R, W. Bro J. E, Harding, I W. Bro, Thomas C.
Ma-nabb and B W, Bro. Chauncey Bennelt, anthorizing them to inquire into the
matter, and to take evidence touching the appual of Brother Ley, and also concern-
ing the netion taken by the other bretiiren named, and to report the same to me,
The evidenee so taken by themn, with their report, will be submitted to Grand Lodge
for your consideration.

It nay perhaps not be out of place here to sny a few words vesperting the state-
ment pui forth by the brethran who have formd the ergabization called Ly them,
& The Grand Luodge of Ontario™

1. It iz said by them tha: there exists no regularly counstituted Gra. d Lodge of our
Order for the Province of Untario.

It is rearcely necessury, after <o much attention has been given to the Constitution
of the G.and Lodge of Cavada, to recapitulate the varions s ps taken to form the
gams in 1835, 2nd to muintain the same from that time down to this, its tw n'y fiest
aunual commuuication, nor need we stay to call attention to the luct that our Grond
Lodge has been recognized by the Grand Lodges throughout the world as properly
and regularly coustiruted, with full and complete Masonic jurisdiction over the Pro-
vinee of Ontwiio  The fact that we have withdrawn from part of the territory over
which we had exerciged juiisdiction does not in any way impair the completeness of
our juri~diction over that portion frem which we have o ¢ withdrawn, Lhis Las been
conceded and recoeniz:d by cur Masonic brethren a’l the world over—and the argu-
ment which has been raised that the name of our Grand Lodge is now a misnower,
may be chaacterized as a question of tuste rather than one of Miasonic constitutional
law. On this subject the Lrethiren of our Grand Lodge have been coutrolied by the
not unnatural feeling of afiection and resnect for the distinctive name of which they
have s long b ¢n proud, and although the subject his received their cousideration
they have not yet come to the conclusion that there is any duty cast upon them to
cbange the name of Grand Lodge so as to make it accord with the new name of the
Province over which it has established its right to exercise Masonic jurisdiction.
None of the other Grand Lodges within our Dominion have expressed any desire that
such change should be made, nor are we aware of any ivcmvenience having arisen
from the continuance of the distinctive name by which our Grand Lodge has become
known in every guarter of the globe.

What shall Le said, however, of those who find fault with the regularity of the con-
stitution of our Grand Lodge when their action is considered ? Five brethren, rep-
resenting no persons but thems:lves. without the concurrence of a single Lodge or
any other Masonic authority, signed a declaration of iucorporation as “The Grand
Lodge of Ontario,” and forthwith du'y proclaim:d themscives a duly constituted
Grand Lodge. Not one Lodsge authorized any su:h mzeting, or delegated any such
persons to act on their behalf  Not one Loiige has since approved of their action, or
expressed the slightcst sympathy with them or their design ; and, although some



