
346 22ME ONJLNCÂTA

ELEVENTH MASONIO DISTRICT,
ON~TARIO.

In the Oct. ,let issue of Thte LLon-
dIon) FreenlaQn, there is a deservedly
laudatory editorial regarding B.. W.
]3ro. J. rZoss r1obertson aud. bis labore
iuxing the past yenr as D. D. G. M.
of the Eleventh District. This ie

folwe y a critique, comparing ana
oontrasting the supervisory work of
",Canadian" D. D. G. M's 'with those
of the corresponding offleers, the
Provincial Grand Maters,-under
-the Grand Loage of England, and
d&awing conclusions therefrem Mu
lavor cf the latter.

In these articles, the editor cf Thte
.Frccmnason uses thea word «'Canada,,
eigaht timee, and ,,canadian" four
limes, and lu almoBt avery instance
in a sense grossiy misleaing to the
English and foreign reader. In
neither article docs lie use the name
"O8ntario"! Toronto ie "Torento,
Canada,"-not "Toronto, Ontario,
Canaa"! To conmplete the 4ot in-
frequent Englieli letter superseription
"burlesque,' '-the writer should have
aa, - "Toronto, Canada, united
States, America72!! The writer aIse,
lile many others in England, epeake
correctly eneugli cf -"the Grand.
Liodges cf hlie Uinited states" but lie
deoes mot appear te thinli. there is any
pVropriety or necessity te speah- cf
"the GrandLodgee cf Canada," which
ire courteously beg te inform hMm
aàre:-",The Grand itoage cf Prince
Edlward Islan,"-"-ýthe Grand Iioage
o! Nova Scoia,"-"the Grand Lodge
cl New Brunswick,,"-"«te Grand
Isodge cf Quebec,"-'the Grand
Iiodge cf 'Canaa ln ontario,"-«,ti
Grand Lodge cf Manitoba," and -tho

JGrand Lodge cf 'Britishi' Columbia"!
These at present are the Grand
Lodgea cf Canada. Othere wiIl be
added thereto ere long. * *"

In another issue cf Tte Fre>nason1
the saine writer honestly confesses
that,-

" We in England are so apt to beengross-
cd 'vwith our ovqn business that but little
time is allowed us for making ourselves
acquaintedl -%ith the doings o! our Colonial
lodges and brethiren."

Truer words werc neyer speken,
andl yet who are often more dogmatie
or indulge morein superior snperiority
utteranees anent -Colonial" Masonéi
and "Colonial" Masonic matters than.
-«We ir* England"'? Let us, how-
ever, remember that aven if we are
"«Canadiens," we are lu the estima-
tion cf our "English" brethren, but
«"Coloniets"! and furt.her, we must
net be, over fastid joue as te their use,
or rather mieuse cf words-becanse
the words "«Britain,"s "cBritieli," asud
"Great Britain" even, are fast be-
coming "obeelete" and "Erngland",
ana"nlih are the proper terms
te be used by "lus lu England',"
"don'ty yen know"?

But, let -as be juet te ourselves ana:
generous zoe eur goodl ",Engliali"'
brethren. Let us desist from the
mis-use cf the words,-"£Canada" and
",Canadians,", ana then -we imay ex-
peut our "Britieli" brethren te cesse
deeignating us s ",Colnistia" snd
"Colonial Ilasons," which Be fat as.
we are concerned, are termes applica-
ble te a condition of thinge, 'which
'ie trust Masonioally anud otherwise,
bias happily aud forever passedl sway.

"1Wr are wcaring, awa te the ILana:
e' the Leal!" (Biune.)


