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pletely out of shape on that question. That they are as indefinite in re; to the |
number of Landmarks and Masonic goinu oovered thereby, as they are in regard to
inherent rights or powers. That eao! appears to have a power and Landmark mill of
his own, and grinds them out to suit the circumstances surrounding each case or
claim, no matter how nonsensical or absurd the same may be, and uce no law or
evidence to back up such claims except the few that are admitted to be nuine by

. All this, and these, and more are the reasons why Masons have investigated and
are standing by what is hn?lbla and discarding the intangible at having no place in
Masonry, figuratively speaking. When Masons ory for Masonry bread, they do not ask
for stones of assertion without.any law, evidence or ®ood sound reason to support’'the
latter. The yoke of absurd claims is what has created the mischief and cau it.to be
thrown off because its burden is contrary to reason and common sense views.”

Canada for 1890 is well notfced.

M.W. Bro. Emile A. Abry (Che:{enne), G.M. .

R.W. Bro. William L. Kuykendall (Cheyenne), G.8.

PROCEHEDINGS RECEIVED.

The following is a list of the Grand Lodge proceedings reviewed in
this report :—

890 | New Brunswick....... ..
New Jersey
New Mexico...
New South Wales
890 | New Zealand ...
North Carolina .
North Dakota
Nova Scotia .
Ohio ...
..
Penasylva
Prince Edward Island
Rhode Island........ .....
Kai South Australia
Kentucky Sou

Wisconasin ...

Wyoming .... 3

Florida, New Mexico and Quebec meet in Jan: ; Indiana and
hire in May, and Iowa and New York, in June. Some

ma; come to hand before the printer has
, but if not th ml.vowlhomnntﬂmxty;r.
All which is fra ly submitted.

HENRY ROBERTSON,
Chairman.

Collingwood, Ontario, Canada,
June 5th, 1801.




