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but in prorninent points it i8 generally con- in denying that the modern Englieli Order
gistently cul-zect, therefore, in trustn to of the Temple lias no dlaim to be consider-
tradition wve are net leaxaing upon a brokîen ed auglit but an imitation, iii going furthetr
reedl, but ve are rather resting upon a staff, tlian oar present knowledge of its history,
strong andtrustworthy, ana in the absence of liniited though it be, warrantq him in doing.
all préf o the contra-y, à traditionof old and Sir Patricki merely goes back to, the fir
universal acceptance, as the connection of1 Hnighit Templar warrants that lie can is"
Wemplar wvil the Masonic body ie, must1 cover, and assumes that the present Ordipr

be, of great value, and accepted as of in- thon orlginated; but to, whom were those
contestible auti1ority. Trusting, then, to varrants granted? Why, to Masone, whoï
the Masonio traditions, and giving proba- were alxeady Templars, having, receivedl
bilities an impartial consideration, we are the Order from older Maisons Who
very much incline to the belief that the svere a]so Templars, as they from others
Ordler of the Temple as existing in Great long before thera, ana, so on until ail trace
Britain and Ireland, as weil as in Canada of the origin le lost. If an imitation Ordler,
ana the Colonies, la a true and legitixnate vrhen did the imitation commence? cer-
descendant, not an imitation, Masonic or tainly not so late as s6enty years ago, as
otherwise, of the old Order. It lias been asserted by him. In ail other degreer foist-
practiced and conforrea amongst lfisons ed on the simple Craft system, of original
from time immemorial, as the phrase is,- and ancient Freemasonry, ve are able ta,
that je, long anterior to the memory of any fix a timo and place of origin; but for
living person. It was introducedi on the Templary, we can, say ne more than there
continent of America, at Boston, ina the it 1l, ana for ail we can tell or positively
year 1769 by inembers of Masonic Lodges know te, the contrary, always lias been. Sit
belonging to Britishi regiments stationed Patrick clenies the validity of any te.stiinonii
there at the time, flot as a ne'wly invented ofiéred in proof of the true descent of thre
Masonic degree, but as an Order regnlarly mxodern Order; but one thing ie very sure,
huanded down te, thers attached to Free- ht -.ýs verv ansions te maire the revised
masonry. Thre Order of thre Temple, thon, rit ual lately7issued by the --Convent-Gen-
as connectcd witli Èreemasonry, resembles eral - of the Order iu England conforrn ta~
the family of Douglas, in Scotland, of which ail the anciont Eniglit Templar custoine*
it wvas said, « "You iniglt seo it in thiegrown ana usages. At page 40,theo author inform.
tree, but yen cannot trace it in the twig,"l us that, outside of the lUnited Jnlndoin,
--oui recorda show iA te, have been, so0 fer Templary la only practicei in Swedon ana
as we cen go bacir, a full grown order; our the united states of .Aaerica, botl. of whichi
traitions say At is thre old Order, ont, and countries dlerived their byste.Lx froum Etig-
the saine, ana we have a rigit te liold on land. In tlie former country it is the higir.
to our traditions until it ie overset by posi- est degree of the Masonic Order, of whiclh,
tive proof, ana net by the speciial pleading, the Ring ie Grand Master, and confers t
of an astute lawyer. statue nt thre Court of tire Sovereign. Ina

We certaanly disagree with Sir Patrickr the United States the organization lias been
an lias remarir, pagea 128, that thre attempt altered frora the original te suit their owzi
te establasir the existence of Speculative or peculiar views, iiscarding t'ao necessity ot
Symbelie Freemeaconry anterior te thre first jrequirng a profession of the doctrine of the
yoars of thre eighteenth century au union- Trnîty fron lis candidates, one of tla«
able, and that -Ashmole, the gra anti- great characteristics of the old Order, ana
queaan, was ats foundler. Notî, we know j utherwvise changing it iute a modern seni-
thet Asirmole was mnade a Mason in 1646, jmilltary Society attachel te, Freemasoary.
and beang ef good social position, and not a la conclusion, we can recommerid 'The
h&adicreft, marSt have been a sçpecuc.tive Concise Historv - as a mest interestin;4
MaSon (net operative), and therefore specu- historie record, which should lie in th i
Iatrre Masonry must have existcd lonïg bce- possession of every meniber ef the Orde,
!ore hie time, consequentlv the argument ana can be procured from Bro. Goo. Ken-

o=à n the modexn engin o!01 jmoi nlng, Editor of tiré Freernaon, 19& Fleet
llou-y, tg'that there could have beexa ne Street, London, Eng]and, price 216.
ceetion, ietweon iF'reensaonxy ana _______

thre Templar Order fall te the ground Il
The auther's opinion of the obsolete Ottavra Correspofldelca.
Lk(hfjje du Temple," of F:rance, le witheut
dloubt correct; ho h=n proved the pretended Our new Lodge-Prince of Walez-hna

cater of "ýLnrmenius" te be a forgery, ha ita firat comm0unication under dispon-_
&aho liea alsa corrc in repudiating the ation, hchwas weil attended by bo1J4

i V0h as trae Toinpluiy neo -Ka- its own racrbers =nd visiting brethon.
ableà meruly a mode= ldnsonic appen- Thre officers ara as fo]lows W. TX., V Ve.

dzge t'- Tempty auit ail Matonic vzriters Bro. Samruel R~ogers; S. W., Bro. A. K.
ft, ia, uigarn in the year 17413, Tlien 15 was Tttylor, 3.W Èo W. J. Whitefend; Trezs>j
Lxnt In M~ced at Lyurs, ina France_-but Bra. John Stcesrt, Scc.retur3, Bru. Joenc3


