3

4 MASONIO SHAME, 262

clcoholio liguors. We venture to say
there is not & single Masonio lodge in
tko country which will not disccurage,
Py every means in its power, the
prosence at its meotings of any
‘brother who may indulge in drinking
to excess. If Bro.Dr. Richevdson and
his brother teetotalors of the lodge of
King Solomon have made up their
minds to fight the demon of drink,
they must do so, not as Freemesons,
but as individual members or & sec-
tion of the great British Common-
wealth., Their purpose is laudable
enough, but their proposed plan of
campeign is most objectionable, and
wholly incompatible with the tolerant
prinoiples of Fregmasonry. They
proceed on the assumption that there
18 only one way of conquoring the de-
mon, that is, by total abstinence from
all intoxicating liquors—which, by
the way, sre only intoxieating when
they are taken to excess. In other
words, these brethren—who it must
be remembered are quite a8 intem-
porate by reason of their abstinence
o8 their opponents are by reason of
their excess, only their intemperance
manifests itself differently and unob-
Jjectionably—we say, these brethren
have the bad taste to place the tem-
perate use and the intemperate abuse
of drink on precisely the same foo-
ing. This idea of temperance and
this mode of combating a particular
form of intemperance are not provid.
od for, either in the Ancient Charges
or the modern (onstitutions of Free-
masonry, and we shall deeply regret
if ever the day arrives when the per-
faction of those Ancient Charges and
modern Constitutions is destroyed by
the intrusion into the provisions of
either of the teetotaler’s creed. We
bave, as in duty bound, aseribed fo
these good brethren & most praise-
worthy Jesire to promote the well-
being of the communrity, but we are
fully persuaded they have made a
capital mistake in mizing up the pur-
suits of teetotalism and Freemasonry
together, and the sooner they eet
about rectifying their mistake the

botter it will bo for teototalism and
}?‘;::masonry, but espeoially for tho
etter.
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It is assuredly harrowing fo tho
feolings of & pure and eensitive Meson
to peruse the lest official report of
our board of relief to the Grand Mos-
ter, and to ponder upon the deplor-
able condition of the widows and
orphans of deceazsed brethren. Wa
quote from its text:—

¢Could you, Most Worshipiul Sir,
see such cases of hardship and pov-
erty of widows who are past the al-
lotted three score years and tem, &3
have come to the notice of this board,
wo believe that you would at once ses
the necessity of present action.
Many who are now suffering, will go
to their silent home long before the
income from this Temple can be ap-
plied to such purposes. If the corner
gtone of our iastitution is charity,
should these helpless sufferers bo
mads fo want until relief can be
granted on a large soale?”

The board thus suggests the estab-
lishment of an asylum to be creatsd
by voluntary contributions, and main-
tained by a small annual assessment
upon each member of the Craft.
Now, when a man opens his mouth
in denunciation of the shortcomings
and abuses of our Order, and ven-
tures to advocate roformation, he is
at once set upon by a pack of baying
hounds and stigmatized as an enemy
to, Measonry. Should he venture to
insinuate that our fraternity has s
canker at its heart, and practically
belies its implied pretentions, he is
forthwith taunted with a desire to do
irjury to the “most vemerable and
charitable of humen institutions.”
In this way is stifled all investigation,
and the acts of our fraternity exist
merely in the creation of imagination,
claiming and receiving eredit for thab
which has no basis in reality. Im
this century benevolence must haves
living existence founded upon right




