INTOLERANCE EXTRAORDINARY.

we

INTILERANCEEXTRAORDINTARY,

Xt appoaxs thet the good old Grand
TLodge of Massechusetts at its quar-
terly commaunieation, Juza 18, 1888,
‘Wrersasep, That ib “revognizes no
-degres of Masonry except those con-
forred under the regulations of Grand
Xodges * ™ If it had stopped
‘there, cll would be well enough; but
when it puts in as Masonic bodies the
Grend and Snbordinats Chapters,
Counilz of R. & 3. M., Qommand-
<ries, and Encampment, and specifies
pertioular jurisdictions of the A. and
A. 8. R., declaring: “that any Mason
who is hereafter sdmitted in this
jurisdiction, into any other orders, as
Magonie * * ig acting unmeasonically,
and, for such conduot, shall be lisble
£> be expelled * * and shall be ineli-
gible to membership or offics in
Grand Lodge,” it does seem to us
that it has undertaken to legislate on
matters that, as a lodge of Master
Masons, it does not know anything
about. Can it not, with equal pro-
priety, prohibit membership with any
pertienlar church or political party?
So long as & Mason is a good man
and true, and obedient to the laws of
the country in which he resides, what
“husiness is it of the Grand Liodge
whether he joins the Knights of
Honor or Red Men and ealls it Ma-
sonry; or peddles the degrees, if he
50 desires, provided he does mnot
operate in a lodge of E. A., F. C., or

The Grand Liodge of Massachusetts
scems to have hurled its bulls against
thoso “*who shall hawk and sell any
of the degrees, 8o oalled, hereinbefore
forbidden, calling them degrees in
Mesonry.”

. Well, we stand in fear and tremb-
ling, becanse we have taken the
Bestern Star, and other ¢gide de-
grees,” about which we know little
and care loss; but if our Grand Lodge
andertakes to intarfere with our pre-
vozatives in this direction we susll
‘give & most vigoroms kick—so wo

will. It is one of our inalionobla
rights, o “landmark” probably.

The Grand Lodgo of Kontucky onee
ordered certain bobks, purporting o
bo Masonio, to ba gent to the Grand
Seoretary and by him destroyed.
Wo happened to have such & bosk
end hed never used or read it, yet wo
rigLt loyally obeyed, and ever aftce-
wards esteemed tLs act one of childisk
woakness.

It was a daty to ourself to maintein
our right to personel properfy, and
in this country we thirk we have &
moral and a political right to joim
any ordor, ochurch or party theb iz
moral and true to the State, whethexr
it be called Masonry or by any other
nome a3 sweet.—iasonic Home Jouns
nal,

MASONIC BENEVOLENCE IN
ENCGLAWD,

The results of Masonio charity in respces
of our great metropolitan institutions fox
7883 become very remarkable facis im
themselves and deserve a little more com-
sideretion than a brief paregrepk in the
Freemason can necessarily supply. Yet we
mush remark, in dealing with the subjeeh
metter, that these results, large as thoy
seem to be, when summed up only repre-
sent, 83 w9 lately observed, a poxtion off
Englich Masonic benevolence. e £5G,
080 odd only concern the three greal
chsarities which Masonio zeal has foundod
and Masonio beneficence has anpgmented®
and developéd in awonderfal measure, Xe-
deed they form alike & very wonderfoX
reality, & gratifying recollection, these ki~
gonic charitis o1 ours, when we como 82
look into them, to . \easure out; thair worls,
to analyze their r.‘urns, and to roalize
their balance sheets, Assuming that there
are 100,000 Freemasons in Englend,—o2
whet other eociety can it be alleged o2
similar numbers, that they are raising the
amount whick English Freemasons collech
and devote to the support of these threo
charities? IXf the whole of Masonic chaxily

' in England and Wales was totalied ap, G

would, we apprehend, fali not far shord 62
£100,000 annually—as pound per hesd

For we have to sdd to the amount raised
for our great charities, sur ledge of bsnevo-
lence grauts, our provimeinl volss, cz=
private lodgo votes, omr provineizl exd
colonisl Mazonic charitics, and theze wany
ways in which anxuslly Mesonio beacte
cenco in intensificd and exhibited. AnR



