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MASONIC JURISPRUDENCE.

QuesTIoN—If one Lodge initiates & pers;n from the jurisdiction of another lodge,
and after the mistake has been discovered and he is returned to his own jurisdiction,
ig it neccessary to ballot for him & sccond time?

ANswER.—A person initiated into a lodge becomes a member of it,
and can only join any other through the medium of the ballot. The
case put by our correspondent does not alter this position in any way.
‘We scarcely understand what is meant by the member being ¢ returned
to his own jurisdiction.” The lodge initiating him while he lived in
a different jurizdiction, without permission first obtained, was guilty of
a masonic offence ; but having admitted him, it has no power to dis-
possess bim of his member:hip, or return him to his proper jurisdiction,
merely on the ground of the error.

QuesTioN.~—A man, whose ordinary residence has been in Quebec, is cngaged by a
person, as a permanent employee, whose residence is in Ontario. His duties however,
reguire him to spend a portion of the year near bis former residence. Can a lodge in
Ontario, in whose jurisdiction hir employer resides, initinte him into Freemasonry
without the consent of the Quebec Lodge having jurisgiction where he formerly lived,
and still is engaged for & portion of the year?

AnswreR.—If be is & married man and his family continue to reside
in Quebec, that must be regarded as bis place of residence, and the
consent of the lodge there would, we thin{{, be necessary to his initia-
tion in Ontario. But if a single man, then the piace where his em-
ployer lives, and where, therefore, his employment rests, would be his
residence, and the lodge would be quita right in so regarding it. His
presence in Quebec during part of the year is a mere incident of his
Ontario engagement, and does not affect the question of residence.

QuesTioNn—Attheinstallation of the W. M. of a Lodge, can the election be reviewed
on the confirmation of the minutes, and must the brother objecting to the clection,
state the ground of his objection?

AnsweR.—The election of the W. M. cannot be reviewed on the con-
firmation of minates. Grand Lodge has distinctly declared that the
only point which ean arise on the question “shall the minutes be con-
firmed ?”" is whether they are a correct record of what took place at the
meeting to which they relate. Iun the case of the election of a W. M,
however, there is the confirmation of the election as well as the con-
firmation of the minutes. The Constitution, under the head, "« Of Mas-
ters and Wardens of Lodges,” referring to this subject says: “Itis
necessary, previous to the installation of the Master, that the election be
confirmed,” and it is important to bear in mind that this is entirely
different and apart from the confirmation of minutes. It arises, as our
readers who are familiar with the ritnal are aware, when the installing
officer enquires whether the brethren are satisfied with their choice?
Should a majority not be satisfied, they can so declare without giving
any reasons, and a new election must be ordered, to take place at the
following regular meoting of the lodge.

QuesTion.—A Lodge applies to anotherLodge for permission to initiate a candidate
who resides within the jurisdiction of the latter, and the permission is refused. Can
the Lodge go on notwithstanding and ballot for and accept such candidate?

ANsSWER.—Yes, the lodge may ballot for and accept the candidate,
but it cannot initiate him so long as the lodge to whose .jurisdiction he
belongs, withholds its consent. The lodge which, having asked per-



