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The Board find ne evidence of any trial nor any recommiendation by the Lodge for
expulsion. If a trial was held, and the brother suspended by the Lodge, the matter
cannot further bu dealt with by the Board, except on appeal.

o. KIing Hiramn Lodye, No. 78 v.s. W. Bro. A. I. lroin.
This is a request by King airam Lodge, No. 78, for the expuhion of a Past Master

fcr alleged uimiasonic conduct.
The Board have thought the D. D 0 M of the Disti ict souglt information from the

Lodge as to their proceedure which the Lodge have failed to supply. The proceed.-
ings, therefore, imiust he considered as stayed.

10. Bro. lilliam Hultou, v?. Bro. C. T1 Scott.
Bro. C. T. Scott, appealed against the action of Forest Lodge, No. 162. in sus-

pending himu for unnasonic conduct on charges of perjury and fraud preferred against
him by Bro. Wn. Hutton, in 1873.

This mattec has been before two successive District Deputy Grand Masters and a
large ainount of contradictory tes.imon 'y has been furnished

Javing carefully gone over ail the very voluminous papers laid before thein, the
Board have coicluded that they canuot at present sec their way c ear to recomnend
the removal of the suspjicion of Bro. Scott.

11. King Solonon Lodge. No. -1, and O.'fo.d Lode, No. 7 vs Stevenson Lodyc, No. 218.

Comp'aint by flic Lodges in Woodstock against Stevenson Lodge for not refunding
certain monies expended by the Lodges in Woodstock in the relief of a nember of
Stevenson Lodge who me with an ace!dent in Woodstock in December, 1874.

'he Board, while acknowledging the very creaitabSe conduct of the Lodges in
Woodstoct, caunot admit that Lodges have a right to be recouped in cases of this
kind.

And they recomnend that this matter be referred to the Toronto Central Board
of Relief for consideration.

12. Paithenon Lody", No. 267, vs. J3ro. A. V. Broune.

On the charge of embezzlement, Bro. Browne was tried by the Lodge, suspended,
and reeetumenuvd for expulsion.

He has beei snmoned to attend at the meeting to show cause why he should not
be expelled, and in auswer to this to summnions he states that he is unable to comne as
he cannotatiord it.

He also shows sufficient cause, in the opinion of the Board, to warrant a delay in
inflicting so severe a penalty as expu'sion.

The Board, therefore, recommend that this matter be referred to the D. D. G. M. of
the :-t. Clair District. to investigatc the circuistances and report thereon at the neit
meeting of the Board.

13. Dominion Lody, No. 213, vs. Jro. Wm. Atkinson.

This is an appeal from a suspension by Dominion Lodge. Bro. Wm. Atkinson was
charged vitl unn isonie conduct comprised in eight specifications. On the trial he
was found guilty on all the charges except the seventh, and excluded fromi membership
in the Lodgc. The principal charge s ,.re for revealing the secrets improperly,and for
violating the secrecy of the ballot.

Neither party appears before the Board, and the case must consequently be decided
upon the pasers presented

Upur o ading and considering the charizes, the evidence, the sentence and the ap-
peal and the grounds stated therein, the Board ar. of opinion that the charges were
sustaine i by the evidence and that the grounds of appeal are not sufficient to reverse
the sentence.

The Board recommend that the appeal of .Bro. Wm. Atkinson be dismissed.

14. St. John's Lodgp, No. 284, vs. Bio. Wm. Ee--guton.
Bro, Wm. Ferguson has been suspended by St John's Lodge, No. 284, for gross and

immoral codndu;tand recomnmended to Grand Lodge for expulsion.
The Board recommend that Bro. William Ferguson, be summoned by the Grand

Secretary to attend the next Annual Communication of Grand Lodge, and show
ause why he should not be expelled from the Craft.


