THE CANKDIAN MASONIC'.PIONEER.

I have great caued, I think, to regret the
course I then took, for I cannot but feel row
that our Gr. Lodge has, under the existing
facts, ignoredits action on the New Yoyk case,
violated tho comity due tho Gr. Lodgo of Eng-
Tand, and thus committed two faults from the
offéets of which it should endeavour toeacape ;
and that I did not adhere to my first viows and
express them, is 1o me au source of great mor-
tification.

I see it stated in the * Mirror and Key-
stone,” that in Canada West, there are 51
Eﬁflish and 14 Irish Lodges—that 14 Eng-
lish'and 14 Insh Lodﬁes were represented in
the Convention winch ultimately resuited in
the formation cf the new Graud Lodgem €
nad#, ahd 'that, since the latter event 4 « - ~8*
English Lodges and 1 Irish have o+ ot'8aid
their allegiance: That, in Montp- -umed to
Henry ¢ thete were 12 Engle _<al and Wm,
1 Sootoh Lodge—10 Englie” -oh, L Iisti) and
sented in Convention, anﬁl ‘g’ Efx ({'l'l:]l: roprg-
abandoned the ConY’ rtion party and returmod

otheir allogianc , ““upy, "N T d
Three Rivers -, X C an
1 Irish, » there were 3 English Lodges
Lodm.l’ ~nd 1 Seotch, the Irisﬁ and Scoteh
0"8%. belng the only ones represented in the
o U ey B e
1t would thus a

ppear, that, instead of beiny
A movement of unanimity among the masons
of Canada, one 1n which' the Private Lodges
witll_scatcely an exception participated and
o which the three Provincial Grand Lodwes
offered rio obstacle, it was the movement of
the brefhren of bu€ 41 Lodges out of 84, and
t}.ﬁ.’ﬁﬂf the 41 nine have since refused to ac-
knjWledge the new Gr. Lodge, thus showing,
thgt! if the petgons professing to represen;
them, dcted in tliat respect by authority, the,
went t60 far when they attempted fo bzéﬁ
ﬂ@m o this forcible separation, | was dd-
ceivéd, dhd I think the brethren acting upon
;ho matter, dvtzerd eq})z}xllly mistaken, l:hc,
anguage and terms of the manifesto ;
:pg%s?wh(;;and lLodge, and agki roagdb
ton. of their authority. 1 believed that 4
Lodges referred to by them, com'pris}:e?i ztzl;? l}tﬂe
Lodges within the jurisdictior of the threb
Prp. Gr. Lodges, or 8o near =] ag to make it
-quivalent to a unanimous degire on their part
for the change, and that, asthough porfect !:m"-
2nimity  would, of itself, have been ng just

graund for the recoxnition of rebellj is
et evime (] » lo =
%«;H’}q@e to lawful ot that oo i

4 recogni~

d to authority, yet that

have, sanctioned a se amt%nyma%:t l}o;vmt’xlg
pokes 6f harmony, without feelings of hostilit;
to the parent body, and with sych ohvioug ang
?al.pab e evils, stowing out of ;L’e pravious re-

ations,. It had been also stated, in a
semi-official form, that the Gr. Lodse of Ire-
land had assented to the Lodges under hor ju-
risdiction assuming the independent character
referred, to, and it was not-supposed that the
Gr. Lodge of England would interpose ah ob-
{:chon to a like couwe. on the part of the

odges, under her jurisdiction, when they un-
antiously présented themselves iy that atti-
?!d",; R .Yoﬁ}d, however,}l Now appear that it

s a meye. schism. amony the brefhray, ik,
Sfa,te'g?}{gw York, differing frox;éx:ixel%itttlgg
.‘?P.Y.BF, in ,havxpg been peacefully made, byt
f m‘cansesofx_nerexnconveniehcemthe w,orlt-
ing of the details, while the latter alleged dé-
pnvation of rights securetl by conpact,

. As you were Chairman of the Committee to
whom the subject referred at our last commyj-
urcation, I have referred the encloseqd Paper
to you, and now request, that you wil] soq {7@0
other :two meémbers of that Committee, Bro
Heath andPage, and jointly givathe ma’tt‘e'r :fs
itnow stands, your serious considerition, ang

Y | the matter was due 10 its arave and important
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prepare such repart thereon in writing, as will | plain far* 4104 « yhe Freemason’s, of Canada
. . . l_ ot ol Y
aunable you to present it tothaGrandLodgo at its }o t” o number of 41 Lod es, having umtec{

nextspeocial communication on the 24th inst.
I intend to make the call for that assemb}:

of the cralt subservient, as well to t* . o
poses of our proposed celebration u;loplh o
consideration “of this subject, » -

: : d intend offi-
cially referring tho latter -4t h
to the old Committce. _ ~alter althaitime,

L, and hence my desire

:?,;:, y&“&:&": d l..ave the advantage of the

to wive jter  this date and the 24th inst.,
Twe . “me consideration,

the . »wid respectfully dircct your attention to

. fast No. of Bro. Moore’s Masonic Maga-

his vlews, and to the Jast No. of the Mirror
and Keystone for an extract from the address
of Gr. Master Evsns of New York, on the
same subject.

With considerations of fraternal regard.

(Signed) CHAS. S. FRAILEY.
: Gr. Master.
To B. B. Frevcu, Exq.,
M. W. Past Gr. Muster.

This letter, the circular accompanying the
same, and an article in the June number of
Bro. Moore’s Freemason’s Magaziue, induced
the Chairman of your Committee to believe
that the Commiittee had acted without that
deep consideration that a subject of such im-

rtance demanded, and in a letter to Bro.

oorg, dated June 30th, and published in the
Magazine, he (the chatrman of your Comnit-
tee) amongst otherthings, usedthe following
language :—¢I do not hesitate o say that, had
I known what I now know, I should not have
reported as I did, without very much more con-
sideration.”

Your Chairman, it will be seen, expressed
no opinion contrary to the one expressed in
the resolutions reported by him, but he thought
that a more careful aund fnll examination” of

character.

. At a meeting of the Graud Lodge, ou the
2th of June, the Grand Master brought the sub-
jectagain beforeit, and it was again referred tc
your Committee, ¢that * to use the language
of the Grand Secretary, ¢ they might fully re-

examime the subject.’

- Your Committec have taken great pains to
procure all the information they, could rela-
tive to the subject, and hav¢ entered upon the
duty of re-exatuming it with the full purpose of
doing masome justice toall the parties con-
cerned ; and afler reading every paper beforo
them, and weighing the whole malter as care-
fully as it was in their power to do, they can
now only reigrate the conclusion 1o which
they came in May last.

They will now proceed to give the reasons
that have.led them to the conclusion above
expressed, and as the subject is of so much im-
portance the Grand Lodge must pardon them
if they occupy considerable time in so doing.

Upon a careful re-perusal of the ewcular of
the “ Grand Lodge of Canada,’® your Com-
mittee have not been able fo find what the
circular of the Grand Secjetary of the Provin-
cial Grand Lodge denominates ¢ statements
which are not borne out by facts,”” Nor do
they find ansthing in the former circular,
which would lead” them to suppose that the
action of the 41 Lodges assembled at Hamil-
ton on the 10th day of October, 1855, was the
unanimous action of the craft in Cauada.

gine for e long editorial ; expressive of [P

an the establishment of o Grand Lodge of Ca-
nada,”” &, your Committee do not find tha
any one denies this stateruent.

The circular proceeds, b gtzi:/ing‘ the. rea-
sons why tius assemblage of 41 Lodges,thought
themselves justified i forming an independ-
eut Grand Lodge in Canads, and, so far from
attempting to controvert those reasons, the
Proviucia? Grand Secretary, in his citoular,
admits the force of them, by saying, ¢ nearly
the entire craft agree 1t the belief that an
independent organization Is essential to the
ropor and effectual working of the craft in
this Province.’

The reasons thus given we will briefly
state.

1. The absence of that ]lno tess in the-ma-
gontc art which has invariably attended. the
existence of duly constituted Lodges in other
countries. :

2. Want of harmony consequent upon the
establishment of Lodges hailing from Grand
Lodges of different countries.

3. The injustice bf thy lefuirement of the
Grand Lodges of Great Britamn, that the Cana-
dian Lodges should contribute to their funds,
in addatiun to having to support three Provingial
Grand Ludges, aud to aid aud assist brethfen
emigrating from thé Mothet Couhtry—tfnus
doubly taxing the Canadian Fraternity.

4. The inconvenience, fully and cleatly set
forth at length, o1 thedistance bettveen the
Provincial Lodges .ud the controlling power.

3. ‘Fhe appomtinent of the Provincial Grand
Master by the Piovincial Grand Master of
England, and the nomination by him of all
the other Provincial Grand Ofiicers tp the
Grand Master of England for his confirma-
tion,® thus dvpuiving the Canadian Lodges
of any voice ot cuntrol in the selections of their
Grand Officers.

The circular of the Independont Grand
Lodge then goes on to state, what your Com-
mittee believe tu be fully sustained by other
evidence befure ihem, that «« ‘The foregoing
sentinents were participated in by the whole
of the Musonic Fratermty, with scarcely an
individual exception.”

Following this a clear and concise stato-
ment is made ofthe several steps taken by the
“Provincial Grand Lodge,” from 1852 on-
ward, 10 induce ¢ The Grand Lodge of Eng-
land,” to authonze the cstabhshing of an. In-
dependent Grand Lodge in Canada—10 induce
that Grand Lodge to suffer the Proviucial
Grand Lodge 10 retain all fees arising from
the working of the eraft, and to permit_them,
at least the poor boon of electing their own.
Provincial Grand Master. .

To these reasonable requests the Grand
Lodge of England made no reply, and further
efforts were made, first througg the Grand Se-
cretary, and then through the Grand Reg‘ib-
trar, « respecttully calling attention to the pe-
titions. and beggiug that ﬁley mightbe favor-
ed with cunsideration and some reply.?

¢ Thes: applications,” say they, «g r
to have been ilike unavailng iriv ’procﬁlr)iena
from the Grand Lodge of England any consid-
eration of the claims of the masons Canada,
for, at a mecuny of the Provincial- Grand
Lodge, on the L.ih of July last, (1855} it was
officially announced that no reply had besn re-
ceived from the Grand Lodge ofgng]a'nd/to any
of these communications. ’

*The P. G. M. does not Hominales “hat ap-
poinis.—FEp. P1oNExRR.

‘That ciicglar commences by staung the



