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QUEBEC vs. ENGLAND,

BY P, G« 3. BRO, J. He GRAHAM,

No.
England alone of all the regalar
Grand Lodges of the world, now ex-
presses non-conourrence in the claims
-of Quebeo, hereinbefore sat forth; and
bases her objections on the gronnd
$hat there exist three private lodges
i her institution in the eity of Mon-
treal, within the territorial jurisdic-
tion of the Grand Lodge of Quebec;
and she ¢laims for them, by priority
"of existence to our said Grand Lodge,
"the right of ecntinuance at will, as
lodges of her obedience, and thus
parpetuate a Masonic imperium in im-
perio with all its actualities and pos-
sibilities. N
Now, since the provisions of the
British Conpstitations exclude from
recognition, and debar from all Ma-
sonic privileg- 3, every lodge (and the
individual members thereof) within
their respective territories, because
not on their “Registries,”—how can
England or Scotland Masonically
meintain that the same law should
not also epply fo all private and
Grand Lodges in the “self guverning”
Colenies and National Dependencies
of the Empire? Is that which is

Masonically right in Epgland wrong

ie the Colonies? Snonld that which

1,

does not accord with ancient consti-
tutional enactments thereanent, be
suffered by mere repetition to become
s courss of procedure, until some

 good brother may be of the opinion

that it can be “‘sheltered” under tke
sacred name of “land-mark,” and

"hence seck to justify its continusnce

irrespective of aonsequences ?
Quebee, on the contrary, affirms
¢that it is the duty of every private
lodge situated within the territorial
jurisdiction of a regularly formed
Grand Lodge, but which through any
cause was not represented at its or-
¢ anization, to become at an early
day thereafter, of allegiance to the
new Grand Body, and be enrolled on
its registry; or upon its refusal, it
may be deemed and declared (as in

Great Bnmm even) to be an irregular
lodge in not submitting to the law-
fully consututea Masonic soveremnty
of the country.”

The case of “*Quebec vs. Fingland”
appears therefore to be narrowed
dovm to the foregoing, and hence in
what follows, I shall fraterrally re-
quest the candid consideration by oar
English brethren, of some of the

Quebec views and contentions i 7e.
Richraond, Quebee.
Canada, May 9, 1888 %



