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‘do’ ouir readers think of the following
sentiments of ‘Bro. Diehl: «On this
point we stand and fall' with Bro.
Robbins; and it is'g'great quéstion in
our mind whether Bro.' Robbins' be-
Hieves in ‘the resurrection of the body’
atall. We Fknow that we don’t—Iland-
mark or no lendmark—and we don't
Told bacl: in telling them either; and we
do not think that our Masonic standing
Will be tmpaired by owr disbelief, at least
#tos i Utah. We have read and
studied, in our eatly days, too much
the works of our great German phil-
050j hers, more especially Humboldt’s
Cdsiwos, and we will never betray
them in our manhood. Humboldt's
portrait hangs in our room, and, his
-eyes look upon us while we write
them; and he need not now, nor ever
shall he, be ashamed of his humble
countryman. Furthermore, we advo-
«cate crematfion, and do believe that
when-cremation of the dead Lody shall
become the univérsal custom—and it
will, sooner or later-—the belief in the
resurrection of the body will fall to
the ground as a natural consequence.”
(The italica are ours.)

‘We do not know that the editor of
the Masonic Jewel holds these unma-
gonic doctrines—we trust noft—butin
publishing them it would have been
better had he signified, in no doubtful
terms, his disapproval of such views;
and e regret to find that, instead of
pursuing'such & course, he has admit-
ted into the Adgust number of his
journal, without comment, 8 commu-
nicationr under the heading, ¢ Pro-
grensive Masonic Enlightenment,”
from & correspondent who signs him-
self “fraternally yours, Jacob Norton,”
in which the writer declares thet these
excéipts (which we have quoted) de-
monstrate the progress of coramon
sehre among the hitherto most obdu-

- rate sticklers for all kinids of ronsenze
—by which he mssng Grand Lodge
dignitatics: ‘'And this Bro. *Jacob
Norton,” who evidéntly should be
3&‘2’?‘2‘% hig ‘bréthre 'fﬁ'théai?d

ot of France, to whom we have

‘éférred) rémarks thiut 49 Tonkus Ma-

68

gonig. luminazies (the aforesaid @. L.
dignitaries) “fnonopolized the Magonis
press with rant and cant about Mason-
ry being Christianity, and vice versa,
the minister of religion had reason to
be jealous of Masonry, as & kind of
rival establishment to the church.”
He thinks: moreover that the
thanks of the Craft are due to those
brethren who have boldly come o6uf
with the true and honest Masonic doe-
trines, and hopes that the example
will be followed by others, and thus
put an end to all kinds of Masonic in-
consistencies by which we have been
humbugged.

Now Masonry, we are aware, and
quite ready to admit, is not Christi-
anity, nor is it a religious organiza-
tion: but it sheuld be made,and, is the
“handmeid of religion,” as it has been
called by many befter Masons than
Bro. Norton—and the more it becomes
80, the more will it attract to its ranks
the ministers of religion, who will not
look upon it as “a rival establishment
to the church,” but as & means o an
end. The principles of Masonry are
those of the Christian religion; and
an organization which will assist in
ingtilling those primciples into the
undergtanding and heazis of Dieu—as
the ritual and ceremonies of our Order
are calenluted to do—cannot but be
looked upon with favor by everyone
who desires the future and eternal
welfare of man; and we believe that
it is this opiniozn which leads so many
ministers.of all denominations to enrol
themselves as members of our great
Brotherhood. .

Freemssonry hes been in the past,
and sfill is, most actively and virulent-
1y opposed by those who are ignorant
ofits aim gnd principles. Itischarged
thet it is—not & religions body but—
an irreligious one, and for this reason
are to be fyund, among ifs opponents,
many honest and sincere men, who
would be brnaments to the Order, but
who, 1aboring under this delusion, fite
déte'rféd*ﬁqm%oi,nm itg ranlts,

Novw, if ¥p Were to allow the ubfer-

0F* theisd’ heretical masons, to



