. THE CANADIAN MASONIC PIONEER.

The follov.ing extract from an article in the
last number of the American Freemason,
« departmont of R, W, Bro. Finlay M. King,”
Senior Grand Warden of the Grand Lodgo of
New York, shows how little is known of the
true state of masonic affairs in this Province,
by even the most intelligent of those who un-
dertake to write down the Grand Lodge of Ca-
nada,

¢'Tho claims of the now body of Masens
in Canada, claiming to be an independent
Grand Lodge, were elaborately discussed by
the Committee on Foretgn Correspondence in
their report, who submitted a resolution that
was adopted, asserting that: ¢«The Grand
Lodge of New York caunot, as at present ad-
vised, recogmze the body of Masons in Cana-
da clmimmg to be an mdependent Grand
Lodge,” which was adopted as the views of
the Grand Lodge. ‘There is much sympathy
expressed in the report above referred to for
the brethren in Canada, and a fervent hope
entertained that the Grand Lodge of England
will deal charitably towards them; Lut the
Grand Lodge of New York is the last body to
look to for countenance in a plain infraction of
well-recognized Masome law,—such as has
been mamifest 1n the action of our ii-advised
brethren in the Canadian Provinces. It would
appear from an official paper received by the
Grand Lodgo of New York from the Provin-
cial Grand Lodge of Canada West, that the
delegates who united in the attempted forma-
tion of an lnlependent Grand Ludge were nut
all authorized by their Lodges to take the stop
which was taken by them,” Tocopy from the
paper itself, it appears, ¢that in a great
many instances the delegates, who voted in
favor of the movement, on returning to their
Lodges, were not sustained in the action they
had taken.” It was not, however, upon this
ground that the Grand Lodge of New York
declined to receive the new body into fellow-
shiy;, although that of itself migKt have been
sufficient to have produced hesitation in so
important a step. It was upon the broad
ground that two independant Grand Lodges in
Ancient Craft Masonry cannot co-exist in the
same territory ; nor can subordinate Lodges
rebel against the authority of their superior,
while the relations of that superior remain un-
changed towards them.”?

¢ The Grand Lodge of New Yorkis the
last body 10 look to _for countenance in @ plain
infraction of well-recognised masonic {aw,—
such as has been manifestin the action of our
ili-advised brethren in the Canadian Pro-
vinces.’

High sounding words these; and a very
serious charge. But where is therr force and
“tuth?  What well recognized masonic Jaw—
written or unwritten, universal or particular,
has been 50 manifestly violated by the Cana-
dian brethren in forming a Grand Lodge?
This is THE question, which it is mamifestly
unfairin brother King to beg. et the pro-
ceedings of the Canadian masons be shown
to be an infraction of well recognized ma-
snnic law 5 and they will be found ready, toa
man, to retrace their steps and commence
their work anew. )
Norisit truethatin ¢a greal many instances,
the delegates who voted in faver of the for-
mation of a Grand Lodge, on returning to their
Lodges, were not sustained in the action thoy
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had taken.”” The instances are very few. And
we beligve in every case, the Lodges are
merely awaitiig the decisive action of the
Grand Lodge of England before surrendering
their warrants and atlilrating with the Grand
Lodge of Canada. « It was not, however, on
this ground, that the Grand Lodge ui New
York, declined 10 recerve the new body mto
fellowship.”” Of course not, for so long as the
requisite number (three only) of Lodges
were united, it was no legal ground of objec-
tion. g

« It was upon the broad ground that {wo in-
dependent Grand Lodges, in ancient craft nia-
sonry, cannot co-exist in the same territory.”

Did the Casadian muasvus ever say they
could? Did they cver attempt tv establish
second independant Grand Lodge in Canada ?
What independant Grand Lodge existed in
Canada, previous to October 18552 Was it
the Frovincial Graid Lodge of Canada West,
of Moutreal and Wuham Henry, or ot Que-
bee? They were the mere creatures of Pro-
vincial grand masters—the nununees of the
grand master of England, holding othee duning
his pleazure. Possessing none of the attri-
butes of independant Grand Lodges, and sink-
ing into abeyance, the moment the Provincial
Grand Master miglt happen to die, resygn, or
be removed. Was itthe Grand Lodge of Eng-
land? She wasa joint tenant with Ireland and
Scotland, and nothing more. But ¢Zw0,” then
certzinly three, < independant Grard Lodges
cannot co-exist in the same territory.”?
Which of the three, then, wus the Grand
Lodge? England? What, then, has New
York been about, that she did not long ago,
refuse to fratemize with Irish and Scotch Ca-
nadian masons? The only Grand Lodge in
Canada making any pretensions to independ-
ance is the one formed in October 1855. And
the ¢ broad ground” upon which New York
declines to receive this body into fellowship,
proves, after all, to be exceedingly namnw,
so narrow, indeed, as to be just no ground at
all,

¢« Nor can subordinate Lodges rebel against
the authority of their superior, while the rela-
tions of that superior remain unchanged to-
wards them.”

This, no one denies. Nor did the Cana-
dian Lodges in forming a Grand Lodge, any
more rebel against the authority of the several
Grand Lodges from which they originally de-
rived their charters, than did the Lodges of
New York, in 17873 of Connecticut, in 1789 ;
of Vermont, in 1794 ; of Missours, 1n 1812;
of Kansas, in 1856; and of many others
states and ferritories, at different periods,
rebel agamst the awthomty of the Grand
Lodges by which they were chartered, m
forming their respective Grand Lodges. They
exerctssed an mherent nght, which has
never, in any other case, been called in ques-
tion, Dr. Mackey says, that « three or more
Lodges m any territory where a Grand Lodge

docs not already cxist, may unite n conven-
tion and organize a Grand Lodge.” This has
always Leen considered soumd masonte law,
and acted upon as such, in the formation of at
least une=half of the Amencan Grand Lodges.
Aro wo told that Canada must be preciuded
from the benefit of this law, because she
forms an ategral portion of the Bntish Em-
pire? So does Ireland,—so does Scotland.
And yet who denies to them the right to have
each a Grand Lodge? On what ground can
an equal right be denied to Canada ?

We had supposedl that freemasonry was ex-
empt from national and political tramels ; and
soshe is. Neither England, Ireland, nor Scot-
land have pronvunced their Canadsan-brethren
ruls, or violators of masoniclaw, Ttisonly
more inlerested parties, the petty Provincial
authorities of Canada, and the Grand Lodge of
New York, 'vho have been found capable of
this.  And the motves and policy by which
they are influenced are well understood,  Ire-
land, just and generous Ircland, has pronoun-
ced a very different veidict. Su hius the brght
and leamed Z'ucker, and Vermont. So has
the great author of the principles of masonic
Jaw, Dr. Mackey. So has Charles Moore of
Circinnatti, and a host of other distinguished
masuiiic authuritis, as well as several Grand
Lodges, whuse motives of action were above
suspicion,

A Temnple,

We seldom take up any of our American
exchanges without being gratified with the
news that somewhere 1n the Umted States a
new masonic Temple is being erected, That
at Philadelphia is a superb structure crected
at a cost which, when mentioned to Cana-
dians, appears almost incredible. Our New
York brethren too, are at work, and will soon
hold their ledges in a building creditable both
to their city and to the name in which we all
rejoice.

The question which invatably arises in our
mind when reading of thesc achievements,is—
When shall we have a masonic Temple in
Montreal? We have put it to many of our
brethren, and although we find some who
think we shall never have one, and others
who throw the realization of the wlea away for-
waxd to the futunty of <« some day or other;”
still there are, we think, a majority o’ Mon-
treal masons of opiniun, that were the matter
taken in hand by a few energetic brethren a
very short time would put the craft in the pos-
session of a building, which might with pro-
priety be called a Temple. One which would
be at once 2 monument to the euterprise of
Canadian masons anil an architectural embel-
lishment to our city.

We moy be asked where are the means to
come from? A lot of land of proper extent
and situation would cost at least £800 oy £300,
and a building such as masons should vwi



