
CORRESPONDENOL. 3

ýWe do mot hold ourselveg responsible for the
opinions of our'Correspondenta.

_Editor of Tnn CàNàADuN Cnigzsm!Am.

eaving for some years been a con-
-stant- reader of TEE CRFT5MN, aud

Iiaving with but few exceptions, a
.complete fle of its twenty.one years
of life, 1, and I thinir that I but echo
the. sentimients of many others, wieh
to thauk you for your continuai and
,effective advocacy of the claims of the
erand Bodies of Quebea for sover-
.,eignty.

1. arn particularly well pleasedl with
the ma.ny good points given in yonr
Noveniber issue.

Your replies te TDe (London) Frea-
miason and Pif Freernasons' Chroidcle
are exceedingly well taken, and I
wsih that they-night be read. by every
English Mason and their friende;
perhaps. it might open their eyee te,
the faot that their two leading peri-
odicals do net always represent thinge
as they are.

It je very amueing te, us, who
,while making no pretemriens te " vast
mental calibre" have and do nphold
a lave that bas been proven a correct
one, to be 80 roundly abnsedl by the
quiil drivers of sheets that even "Iwe
aboriginies" would consider,"penny a
liners" were they publiehedl with us;
however, we can staud. it, aud while
it maires us laugh, we feel sorry for
their ignorance.

If the editors of these periodicals
would se for themeelves, Masonry as
it ii in this continent--if they would
stndy and watch the effeets of our
dogma of Grand Lodge Sovereignty,
1 amn qtnite conifident that their views
would undergo a material change;
but when they quote as authority
Parties ini Montreal who are what
ýthey are, and pazticularly one who Ws
nt present under the bau of suspen*
Sion for disobedience to his superior
efficer,, they must expeot te be M n*Iee.

'Would those editorB look more.
closely into affaire, they might fintd.."
that the intellectual, aocial and po-
litical statue of the 4resdiat and paat-
Gr'and Officers of the Grandl Bodiea
of Quebec are on a par with any-
mÉkny of them have what soine of our
Engiieli office brandi have not, viz:
common sense. They tee might finit,
that the Masonry of *the preseut day
is mot confinedl within the emalI;
islandl of England; they might slso
discover the fact that the Masons of
the Britishi Colonies are -the peers o!
those "1at home."

The spirit of Masonie indepen-
dence bas made rapid strides withia
the past two decades!1 Our Englieli
brothere may as well make np thei.
minds one time as another, that the
Masone ol the Colonies propose te
goveru themeelves; they dieilike te, be
governed. by, and. payý tribute te, a
governing body bundrede o! miles
from them; they rightly think that
they know enough te, goveru theru-
selves. The Grand Lodge of Englandl
may forbid discussionin their Lodges,
as they have* in New South Wales;
they may threaten as they have ùý.
Quebec; they may remonstrate, expel
and use ail the forces they ean, but.
lier colonies will be, sooner or later,
independent (Ma 3onically), and the
sooner that Englishi Masons aco-ept
the inevitable, the better for the
whole Masonie world.

«We in tie United States, with our

00000 Masons, have faithfally tried,
the dogma of Grand Lodge Sever.
eignty; our increased proeperity fally
demonstrates that the dogma is a
pol one, yet we do net wieh te, force
that dogma on soil notourown, as dost
the.GramdBodies of Englaud endeavor
te forcé their dogma of concurrent
juriediction on soil not their own.

If our Grand Lodges live up te their
oft repeated deolarationa on Grandt
Lodge Sovereignty they. must coïncide
with Quebso; but -if tiey are false to
those delaraions-if they do 'not
practice what they preaci, tien they
muet sy- tirI Eng1iah, theory isr!gh1c


