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0
if;?fs of Grang Lodge, before the 15th day of November follow-

{ .
ate ?:gtlon 76 declares that the representative of each subordin-
ar ge to Grand Lodge ‘“‘shall be elected annually at a regu-
moeting in December,’’ ete.
tion 5,08 the scheme of the Order provided by the ¢‘Constitu-
to tl,le ‘Yf' ereby any alterations or amendments may be .made
amey, d-mv Onstitution’’ is as follows: The proposed alteration or
before tﬁnt must be forwarded to the Grand Recorder on or
nit o coe 31st October, in_order to enable that officer to trans-
er 'therep}j; to each subordinate lodge before the 15th Novem-
i S abter. Thgs ef%ch subordmatg lodge before electing at
ave bef;n € meeting its representative to Grand Lodge Wl.H
Dositi(mre 1t the proposed alteration or amendment, and be in
sen'ﬁative ftO consider the same, :fmd to elgct a sulj;able repre-
at th b (21' the purpose of voicing the views of its members
lesday ‘OfeMmg of Grand Lodge to be held on the third Wed-
On t arch, thereafter.
Grang (?dzlst of June, 1912, at its adjourned annual meeting,
Stitutiop » ge Purported to pass an amendment to the *‘Con-
0 rates“esltn?)k.lng material changes in the graded plan of table
s?itution,, ablished and set forth in section 63 of the ‘‘Con-
tiffg 55 jthatas abovfi referred to, and one contention of the plain-
0dgey o 10 notice of this change was given to the subordinate
that thapes L2ired by section 169 of the ‘Constitution,”” and
Meng, €tore Grang Lodge had no power to pass such amend-
It § ¢
of (cali’egd‘fﬁltted that no notice of the amendment complained
IOdges, but 'te' Mills Amendment) was given to the subordinate
of a0t 18 contended that notice having been given to them
mPI'Oposed amendment (ecalled the Executive Com-
Pasy the Miﬁmdment% it was competent for Grand Lodge to
COInmittee,s S Amendment as an amendment of the executive
Tefer 4, sect:proposal» and in support of this view the defendants
8 ag followgn‘ ‘171, subsection 16, of the *‘ Constitution’’ which
anaénual sha]] _'goven};(:il IlC;trl_Otherwise provifled ‘for, Bourinot’s
, Subo inate IOdges_R lamentary questions in Grand Lodge
oes not in m Ly A . 4
e Sect; ) Y opinlon, qualify the plain mean-
tion o ;59, that before Grand Lodge shall have jurisdie-
Partiey], . g’m&mendment to the ‘‘Constitution,’” notice of
nlenn ¢ lodges. Pi;?’ment must have been given to the sub-
eve tto 5 Main meg; AHiEniary Practice permits an amend-
“Ven 5 lon substantially differing therefrom, while

amendment may, as a matter of parliamentary



