
e ",rafbsman's" Opiion ut klat.

THE " CRAFTSMAN'S" OPINION AT LAST.

Iii our coninients ont the artile which appenred in the Criftsman on1
our Quebec Brethren," we alluded to the univillingness of that Journal to

discuss the legality of the Grand Lodge of Quebee. We find, however. on
perusing its reniarks on the action of th(e G. L. of i\1aine. eoncerning rhat
question, that it has u nimistakably laid down its vieivs, though perhaps in a
rather informal manner.

The following is the part of it to whiieh we wish to draw especial
attention :

Into the question of the legality of the proposed recoenition we netd
* not enter, further than to recomnîîîvîd to tiose wl cunsel it a careful con-

sideration of the address of' M. W. Bro. Richard Vaux, delivered at the
lnst Annual Connunication of the Grand Lodge of Pennsylvania, in
whiclh the whole subject is reviewed with nasterly perspicuity, and in which
the principle for which we have consistentlv contended is thus tersely laid
down: " .ie consent of the original jurisdiction inaut be Jirst obtaincd
" efore recognition is 31asonically layt/id."

So the last two lines are the only clue we have of our contemporary's
opinion on this point. We certainly iight have expected to have been
favored with its reasons for witholding to us its support a little earlier in the
day, as it seems to us that this savors of locking the -table door when the
horse is gone.

WIe would like to a-k a few quest-ions of our conitemirary in relation to
this its stand point.

- When aceording to the judgnent of the great majority, and most emi-
nent of the Masons of a separate territorial jurisdietionî, every efftert has heen
made to secure a reognition of their rights, and sne etborts have heen
unifornylv unsucetssiil, is it not perfectly within their province to take stepI
to sceure such result, notwithstandinîg the opposition of the parent Grand
B1ody ?

Is it not a fact that the G. L. of Canada, and in truth a majority of the
G. L's. of the United States have been formed, and in some cases almost tin-
animously recognised by the Grand Lodges of the world before "the consren
if the original jurisdiction" had been first obtained ?

)oes the filet that a G. L. is first recognised lby G. Bodies other than)
the parent authority in any way atY-et the status of such Grand Lodige?

These questions we respectfully shmit, naturally cone up when perusing
the " terselv laid udown" opinion of our contemporary, nd we trust thlat our
brethren of tihis Prv:nee may bu enlie btened to this extent, if no farthier.

hlie whole thing. in our mind, resolves itsltf in a nut-blell. Does the
'ibstract righit exis. for ihe Masons in this Provine., to fhrn a Graini Lodge ?
If so anid we thiink there ean be littl doubt on it then we sav thiat sueb
formîîatto caniot require the permission of thie parent Grand l ody or anv
ther, but that it simply d mmnds, as of justice, recognition froin all alike.

atnd v seriouyIv caution our contemîîîporarv not to allow w1hat mav nowr seei
to) he the int-rests of the G. L. it so well advocates to int'rfere with % veil
settled law of Masonie comnity and jurisprudence.


