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unfortunate bre4,hren who, from some
unioreseen calamity, without their
own fauît, have been placed in dis-
tress, and thereby disabied from pay-
ing their montbly dues. These are
entitled to our warmest sympathy, and
flot only to that, but to ail the aid at
our disposai. Weý" know tbem to have
been industrious, economnic, ,and hon-
orable citizens, fiLithful bretliren, ever
willing and ready to act the true
Brother Mason. They never spent
foolishly, or squandered their own or
their creditor's money ; it, was mis-
fortune through sickiness or otherwise
that hadl so severely -, isited thein that
they were deprived of the necessaries
of life. On behialf of such a Brother,
no Lodge would refuse to vote for a
reinission of dues; gladly and unani
mously would the Lodge not, only dIo
that, but add something tangible for
his relief. Those cases of real distrelss
hiowever, are fortuuatelv 50 extreme-
ly rare, that a suspension for non-
payment, of dues of such a Brother,
if ever it does occur, is 50 exceptional,
that it is inadmissible as a general
plea against punishinent for non-pav-
ment of dues ; and it is not improb-
able that where such a case does oc-
cur, it, did so either tbroughi unpar-
dorable carelessness of the Lodge in
neglecting to enquire into the circum-
stances of the Brother bofore sus-
pending him : or, in consequence of
an unnecessary mnodesty or misapplied
pride of the Brother, who forgot that
in speaking openly to an intimate
friend, or a Brother, ho had a right
to expeot to flnd a warm, a feeling
heart, and that hoe was not revealing
his cir3numstances to ii stranger,

We now corne to enquire:
Is SUSPENSION THE PR0PIFR EIND 0F

PUNISHMNENT FOR N.%ON-PAIENT OF DUES?

On the face of it, no doubt,the pun-
ishment appears severe, especially
when it is taken into consideration
that it is the same as thiat iuflicteà ini
the flrst instance upon grossly im-
moral conduct, and upon other mason-
ic crimes. If it real]y were a fact

that a brother who is flot guilty of any
other offence than that of having re-
fused or neglected to pay a few dollars
for monthly dues, is punished in the
same manner and to the same extent
as he who has been proved guilty of
an abominable crime, then there
would certainly be strong; ground for
condemning th at mode of punishment,
but there is only an apparent analogy
between the two punishments, and
for the following reason s, -Suspension
for nou-puyment of dues is in itself
the fifli measurc of puniAh>ent, which.
cannot be iucreased by expulsion or
otherwise, and which may be retnoved.
at, any time, at the option of the Bro-
ther so suspended, by payment of bis
arrears Suspension for the other
offences is in itself not itejtli measure
vi puiýshi»ù»zit; on the contrary, it is
only an intermediate stop to the real
uunishment of expulsion, unless the
saine is arrested eiLlher by the vote of
the Lodge in the first instance by de-
claring whlen that suspension shall
terminate, or by resolution of Grana
Lodge, which possesses tlue preroga-
tive of removing any suspension, nor
can sucli a suspended Brother remove
by bis own act, that suspension. We
therefore see that while chere is an
analogy in the name and in some of
the effects of the two 'Punishments,
there is a vast difference in ail other
respects, and that there-fore wve cannot
consider them identical. Masonic
Lodges cannot impose and collect fines
by process of law,uor can they punish
either by imprisoumient as Law
Courts can do. Lodges can only pun-
isli eiuber by temporarily depriving a
defaulting or offending member of
flic rights and privileges of meinher-
ship, or by making the samie perma-
nent. It differs not o-nly in degree,
but also in its nature; it does in rens
case bring, neither odium :nor dis-roce
in itls train, wvhile in other cases it in-,

*flicts an indellible stain upon the
character of the party thus suspended.

The resuit of the investigation of
this subjsct leads uts te the logical
conclusion that we cnnot dispense


