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The Board find ne evidence of any trial nor any recom:aendation by the Lodge for
expulsion. Ifu trial was held, and the brother suspended by the Lodge, the matter
cannot further be dealt with by the Board, except on appeal.

9. King Hiram Lodge, No. %8 vs. W. Bro. A. II, Bromn,

This is & request by King Hiram Lodge, No. 78, for the expulsion of a Past Master
fcr alleged unmasonic conduct.

The Board have thought the D. D (¢ M of the Distiict sought information from the
Lodge as to their proceedure which the Lodge have failed to supply.  The proceed-
ings, therefore, must be considered us stayed,

10. Bro. Williem Huttou, vs, Bro. C. I' Scott.

Bro. C. T, Seott, appealed against the action of Forest Lodge, No. 162, in sus-
pending hiw for unmasonic conduct ou charges of perjury and fraud preferred against
him by Bro. Wm. Hutton, in 1873,

Thia mattec has been Lefore two successive District Deputy Grand Masters and a
Jarge amount of contradictory tesiimony has been furnished

Having carefully gone over all the very voluminous papers laid before them, the
Board have coucluded that they cannot at present see their way ¢ ear to recommend
the removal of the suspicion of Bro. Scott.

11. Wing Solomon Ladye, No. 43, und Oxford Lodye, No. 76 vs Stevenson Lodye, No. 218.

Comp'aint by the Lodges in Woodstock against Stevenson Lodge for not refunding
certain monies expended by the Lodges in Woodstock in the relief of a member of
Stevenson Lodge who met with an aceident in Woodstock in December, 1874.

The Board, while ackuowledging the very creditabie conduct of the Lodges in
}\\fogdstocx,caunut admit that Lodges have a right to be recouped in cases of this
sind .

And they recommend that this matter be referred to the Turonto Central Board
of Relief for consideration,

12, Puithenon Lodyge, No. 26%, vs. Bro. 4. W. Browne.

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

He has been summoned to attend at the meeting to show cause why he should not
be expelled, and in auswer to this to summons he states that he is unable to come as
he cannot afford 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 investigate the circumstances and report thereon at the next
meeting of the Board.

13. Dominion Lodye, No. 213, vs, Liro. Wm. Aikinson,

This is an appeal from a suspensicn by Dominion Lodge. Bro. Wn. Atkinson was
charged with unmspnic conduct comprised in e¢ight specifications. On the trial he
was found guilty on all the charges except the seventh, and excluded from membership
in the Lodge. The principal charg:s +.re for revealing the secreis improperlyand for
violating the secrecy of the ballot,

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

Tpor :rading and considering the charzes, the evidence, the sentence and the ap-
peal and the grounds stated therein, the Board ar: of opinion that the charges were
sustaine 1 by the evidence and that the grounds of appeal are not sufficient to reverse
the sentence.

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

14. 8t Jokn's Lodge, No. 284, vs. Bro. W, Fevguson,

Bro, Wm. Ferguson has been suspended by St John’s Lodge, No. 284, for gross and
immoral condu:t,and recommended to Grand Lodge for expulsion.

The Board recommend that Bro. William Ferguson, be summoned by the Grand
Secretary to aftend the next Annual Communication of Grand Lodge,and show

ause why he should not be expelled from the Craft.



