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. TRE QUEBEC DIFFICULTY.

Our correspondent Verax whose communication appeared in tle last
numhber of 1 CRAFTs.rAN again addresses us, and in lieu of repl' inig to
our remarks on his former communication, send, u.s an article r om
Pomeroy's .Denocrat which he says fairly statos the case of tho so-
called Grand Lodge of Quebec. We miglt fairly refuse insertion to
this article, first on the ground that it ignores the real point in dispute
betveen ourselves and our correspondent, and secopd by because it
is written by one for whon we have already in a former i.suo ex-
pressed our great contempt, a breeder of strife and illwill, tho common
assailant of better men than himself, the ingrate wlosc first vigorous
movenients were employed to traducC the character of the brother to
whose goodiess of heart he owed his own retoration, un 01lwhat vas
supposed to bu his death bed, to the privileges of Freemasonry fron
which he had before been most righteoubly expelled. But vo ask our
readers to forget for a moment thiat he to whon we refer is the wr ter of
the article, to forget for .a moment that it is to bis bad counsels and
those of another representative of a forcign Grand Lodge that the n·i-
settlement of the unfortunate dicrcences between tle crauft in the
Province of Qucbec is due, and to look at the article as a simple argu-
ment in favor of the case of the so-called Grand Lodge of Quebee.

First it wid be seen that the argument is based entirely upon the
extreme righits of: the Quebec brethrcn, assuming their Grand Lodge to
have been correctly formed, and thcir control of Uie territory of tie
Province to be undoubted. That unifrtuînately is nlot the
point in dispute betwecn J"crax and ourselves. What is ig-
nored in this defcnce is that in the appointing of a committee to meet the
comnittec of the lodges hailing from the Grand Lodge of Canada, ex-
treme rights were supposed t-) be given up on both :ides. There
was no iececssity for tie appointment of a conmmittec of conference, if
it was intended to ignore its proceedings and fitl back upon a.Fumed
extreme rights. \Were such tie intention of Bro. Gralan, his accept-
ance of a proposal for conference, and his appoint mint of a coiniti tee
-was insulting alike to the gentlemen appointed and to thiose thicy 'werc
to mecet. What wc pointed out i n the first article on tlis unfor t umnate
business was that assuming concession and conipromise to be nece»ary
in order to bring about harmony, and thîis assumption was implied in
the appointncnt of a conmittec of conference, tiei notiing could be
more reasonable, more fair, more conciliatory than was tIe position
taken by the representatives of the Canadian lodges. They simply said,

take us as we are; " and the reply was, "'We Will not take you as you
« are; we will take youî only ou ternis humiliating to you. Acknow-

C ledge tiat you have been wrong throughout; acknowledge tiat the
«Grand Lodge which you acknowledge as your mother Grand Lodge,
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