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Ibis Fa productive of endless confusion
md diversity ini the' rik, greatly
,mnarring the boauty and eymn6.try of
our ritual."

The work of Misori has been se-
ieoted as the standard u'ork of New
Mexico. ________

IMACONIC ITERA 'tIRE

B. W. Bro. Frank- W. Baxter, of
Bighgate, Vt., sets forth his viewe on
«9Masonie Literature" at considera'ble
length in the Keyston, and forcibly
poiýnts out the necessity of brethren
giving more attention to the literary
features of Masonry. Re say:-

[t is a lamentable fact, that the
m3nmbers -of the Masonie Institution,
as a whole, do not patronize Masonjp
]iterature. Why it is so is more than,
-1 can explain. It certainly cannothe
Iliat Masonry has not a literature that
is worth perusal, for it has, and one,
too, that ie worth the perusal and
hearty support of every Mason.

It in also a deplorable fact that
hure is so littie pecuniary remunera-
tion i Masonie literature, thgt aý
great, portion of oui best talqnt is de-
Jbarred from entering theïfeid. Bread
ana butter must be liad; if oui Breth-
zen wil notl give Masonie literature
adequate support, oui students enter
other fields that will. They have the
:right to expeet that Masons wiil pa-
Ironize their ownm literature; but
xr7hen they fmd, that they do not, or
vii not, they 'retire from it.

Yet in spite of the many drawbacks,
Llasonic literature has made rapiada-
vancement within the past haif cen-
itury. If lt WMi continue as it com-
imenced, what now appears obscure
and mysterious wil be mnade plain,
a.na light wiIl àtýwn from darkness.
New fields have been explored; ol&
Iibraries ransacked âad old mianu-

» rîts found, that have thrown muoh
liht on the paet history of Ma.
coiir.

Yeare ag,,o, Oui brethien were con-
2ent with the traditional tales that oui

ritual gave them; they accepted 4,hem
as literai fftcts, tvithout inyea$-,aution
as to their reality. Not no, howcever,.
nt the present day. They non want
and wil have something besidles tira-
daitional stories; they 1%Will not accepfr
as facts the nnsubstantiated etate-
ments that corne £roui the imaginni-
tive brain of 'many of the Masonie
wvriters of the eighteenth century.

There je a vaet field that remains
unexplored; there, is plenty of room.
for study ana plenty of themes to
write about.

A few have penetrated fài into these
unkçnown fields and have given the
resuits of their researches tQ their
Brethren; but it has been done out of,
pure love for Masünry; not from any
hopes of pecuniary reward.

Maokey, Hughan, Morris, Macoy,
and othere have made it the study of
their lives. To them. are wye indebted.
for much light in Maeonry..

The negleot on the part of t1r9 Oraft,
to patronize âÀeir own publications is
ail wrong; theire ie ne vaLid excuse for
it. The old, 'worn-out excuses of
bihaven't time" ana ,caw't agfora- it,ý
have time ana again been proven as
nonsensical in the majority of in-
stances; there are individual excep-
tions, where these excuses mzy holil
good; but they are rare; they must
hunt up something new. The grêat.
trouble lies in the want of inclina-
tion.

In a literary sense, the Craft seema
to be in a perfect lethgrgy. 'Would
that it lay in my power to wakle theni
np. i would gladly do so, ana in such
a manner that they would not want
the dose repeated.

Oui Grand Masters, authors .and.
lecturers have urged the Craft in vain
to give more attention to the literary
features of Masonry. Those that do
heair or rend these addresses think
that they are net meant for them, but
for some other brother.

The Worsbipful MastAers cf oui
Lodges could, if they would, do more
than anyone else towards bringing.
about an interest in Masonie literatur..


