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advccating at the proper place the cause cf
'the GrandL Lodge cf Quebec, and novi te
beap sucli blame apcn Our Grand Ledge is,
te say the least, an unjuet and unwarrant
*ed. accusation.

But apart from ail this, vihat in reality
eau reaseuably be expected from the Grand
Lodge cf Canada in regard te that difficulty?
This is a question I have frequently asked
inyself, for I have n- hesitation in saying
that 1 deeply sympithize with, cur Ques
brethren, and should be gladly wiillig te
help them and te see the Grand Ledge cf
Clanada help them, were it possible te deo
se viithont either sacrificing our honor or
preoipitating a rupture cf the friendly in
tereeuise 80 happily existing between the
,Grnd Lodge cf Englaud and the Grand
Lodge cf Canada, vihich. the circumetances
do net warrant.

Let us again briefiy examine Our position
from, the time the Grand Lcdge cf Eng-
land recognized our Grand Ledge under
the conditions above stated.

We fmd that the Grand Lodge cf Canada
had dleclared the St. Lavireuce Ledge te
be an irregular body, and that the Grand
Lcdge cf England had dect«ed it te be in
gced standing; and that after some corres
pendence upon the subject, Grand Master
Harington on the l8th October, 1862,
issued a manifesto te ail the Masous around
the globe, viherein he openly regrets having
omitted te inform himself sufficieutly upon
that subjeet, and cencedes that the Grand
Iiodge cf England vias in the right; and in
-a subsequent document, dlated 19th Decem-
ber, 1862, Grand Master Harington de-
elares that there is ne donbt that lodges
St. Panl, No. 514, and St. Lawirence, No.
923, i Moutreal, are bona fide EnglIish
lodges, and as such are recognized byý the
.Grand Lodgeof Canada.

On the 3lst October, 1862, Grand Master
Haringtcn issnes a sixuilar manifeste te
al-the Masens axouudl the globe, inwvhich
he admits that St. John's Ledge, No. 299,
Registry cf Ireland, holden at London, C.
W., is in good standing with the Grand
Lodge cf Irelaud, and as sucht eutitled te
recognition by the Grand Ledge cf Canada.

The comnmittee on the Grand Master's
address state in their report that the cor-
respendence and the action taken by the
"M. W. Grand ?ilster %viith reference te
ledges claiming affiliation viith the Grand
Ledgeeof England, is mest cordially ap-
proved,," and Grand Lodge received and
nnanimously adiopted that report.

Iu Grand Master Harngton's address,
13th Jnly, 1864, that high officer refera te
the existing difflculty viith refereuce te St
George Lodge, Ne. 543, B. R., and leaves
if for Gzand Lodge te decide the rn.iter.
And then adds: «,It was a gres inistace
ve made in net determining a fixed date
-when there must be exclusive juriedliction

throughont Canada, and serving a formal
notice te that effeot on the Grand Loages
having subordinates here, that these IAst
might be numbered axud registered andl
receive warrants fromn the Grand Lodge of
Canada, or choose the alternative of dis.
sclving. It was the natural sequence to
the events occurring in and since 1855, and
no compromise ahoula have been entereil
iute by us except as te tirn."1 And subse.
quently adds, «II believe ne dishonor could
attaoh te the Grand Ledge cf Canada if,
ccnsidering the practical trouble we have
hadl to enceunter, we were even now te
issue a notification 'with respect te these
lcdges, suoh as we abould have done when
we teck our place amengst the other Grand
Lodges cf Freemasenry."

The ccmmittee on the Grand Master's
address reports te Grand Lodge, '-That the
Board is cf opinion that this Grand Lodge
must now most cheerfully recognize St.
George Ledge, notwithstanding the grounds
they had previcusly understeod as existing
againat sucli recegnition." .And further on
they say: " IMindful as we are that the re-
cognition cf this Grand Lcdge by the
Grand Led ge cf Englaud was accepted on
terms providng for the centinuance cf this
autbority in certain specified cases, and
netwithstandining the objections inherent
te that system, we canuot at presenit see
any curse which, wiih houer, is now open
te this Grand Lodge te change the viel
understccd arrangement."

And Grand Lcdge received and unani-
niously approved, cf that report.

Thus vie see that the same threo lodges
in Montreal, about vihicli the difflculty now
exisa between Quebec and Eugland, viere
as late as 1864 (nine years after the forma-
tion cf our Grand Lodge) again reccgnized
by the Grand Lcdge cf Canada, and re-
mained te be se wheu the Grand Lcdge cf
Quebec in 1874 vias recognized by the
Grand Loidga of Cannda, and 'when those,
three lodges viere eut, off from the terri-
torial jurisdiction cf the latter.

A.nd, vihen again I ask myseif the ques-
tion, What in reality can reasouably be
exiieoted from the Grand Lodge cf Canada
in regard te that difficulty? I must coufess
that under existing circumsatances ncthing
but an expression cf sympathy; but ne
active interfereuce can reasonably be ex-
pected.

And if vie, in addition te the ieil under-
stood arrangement betweeu the Grand
Lodge cf Englaud and the Grand Lodge cf
Canada, take inte consideration the resolu-
tien cf the Grana Lodge ef Quéec, adept.
ed upen the solemu advice cf lier Grand
Master, J. H. Graham, in his valedictery
address, 11net te take afhy special legisia-
tive action on this subject at the pressent
communication, (ist February, 183>, but
in the stiil further exercise ef the true


