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nications convened by notices, specially stat-
mye the businiess to be transacted.  Many of
theae Landges, andeed, went funther, and
adopted resolutivns instructing their delegates
to + uso theit inluence for the immediate for-
mation of a Grand Lodeze,”

On the 10th duy of October, 1855, the de-
legates thus appointed met in the city of
Hamilton, ane, atter very mature deliberation,
careful exammination of masonic law, usages
and precedents, wud the most solewa wud
vaniest  discussion, poceeded o oiganize
Grand  Lodge, adopted 2 Constitution, amd
elecled a Grand Master amld other Grand Ofli-
cers,  On the second day of the lollowing
month, November, the Grand Master  aud
vther Graud Officers were mstalled, and the
Grand Lodge duly constituled :ind consecrated
by a Past Grand Master of the Granl Lodee
of Michigan.

Such was the manner 1 which the Grad
Ladge of Canada was tonned,  We do nat
stop heredo caguite,mote paticudaly < into the
peliminasy proceedings, or the cattses which
inote immediately condueed o this esufty
wihouglht they way have proper weight in de-
termlining upon the neeessity, propnety, or
duty of the procedue, they have nothine to
do with the question ol its fegality.  Was
the Graud Lodge of i, legally tormed
aceording to the haws, usiges, pinciples and
tandmarks of wmasonury 2 1 sa, it is o < suictly
legal and constitutional body of masons,” and
oaght to be  aniversally recognized aud
treated as:uch, It not, it 1s an < regular®
and nucoustitutional body  of masons, and
ought to be discountenineed and « put down,™
and down 1t 1l go. the sooner the better.
But to prove its illegality 1equires something
more thau the wmere apse dicerant of its op-
ponents.

We have presented du this series of anti-
eles an acconntof the arigin of Grand Lodges
~—the faw apphicable to their Jormation, s to
both elements and mode—we have particu-
Jurly deseribed the manner in which a luige
number of the most respectable Grand Lodyes
u the world were foned at different periods,
and it various countries—and we have stated
plainly and truthfully by whom and in what
wanner the Grand Todge of Canada was or-
ganized.  And, we think we have now a
right to demand from our opponents, some-
thing more than sneers and denunciations,
Let them tell us what Jaws, usages, princi-
ples or landmarks have been violated, Lot
them point out to uz, in what particulars, if
any, the material of which our Grand Lodge
18 composed, or the manner of its organization
«0 widely differs from others, as to justify,
cither the harsh cpithets sofrequently applied
to us, or our exclusion from fraternal inter-
course with any and all pirts of the mosonic
world.  Our columns are open. We have
invited, and we sull invite discussion. Ifwe
are wrong, let those who differ from us act
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liko masons—show w< ow error aud set us
vight,  Let plain faels, open ho sost arcaments,
soumd reasonma, and enhigitened pudament
tahe the place ot inoeuce, prejadice, policy?
and selfishoess, aud the result will e, uli-
mate union and perfeet harmony.,

The neeessity for an independent Grand
Lodge in Canada 1~ among Canadian M-
sons, at least, ahnost wniversally adnutted,
and those who oppose the one \\'hich now e\ -
1sts o1t the giound of itlegality, shonld be able
and ready to point ow i maore oper and Je-
wal mode of formation than that whiel ¢ liar-
acterized its orwanization. Thesgthey have as
yot failed to do. The only answer whiels ean
be obtamed 1o the quetion, < What should
that wore proper wned lewd mode be?™ s,
» Don’t hnow,™ e ol prepired tasay >y on
are wrong at iy rate? &en &es Fven the
strongr 1man, Mowve, of the Boston Mawazige,
firds Hinsells aod Jeaves heoieadess o a per-
feet maze upon this peint. ¢ Confusion worse
contornded,® = the result of o pesnsal of has
“ b laboured™ wticles. Now we mitin-
it 1t the p'-\\'«-z/lvl distinetion betweaen the
vight end the wionz, should take precedence
of disapprovel, volent apposttion sl hittes
denuneiation. .

We are told that the ¢ movement was pre-
matie,” the s action too precipitate.”™  Bat
this, even if 3 were uue, which is aol the
case, would be 1o argtanen agamst the le-
wality of onr position. I the necessity for a
Giand Ladge evisted, and a <aflicient.number
of Canwdian masons had the reght to torm
one, the tune of doing ity and e degree of
decision and promptuess with which it was
done. ean in no way atlect the question at js-
sue,

But, say our opponents, you shoukd have pe-
titioned ad obtined the consent of the Grand
Lodge « f England to establish an independent
Grand Yodae,  The Grud Lodee of Eng-
land 2zus petitioned 1o allow her Provineial
Grand Lodees to oleet their own Grand Mas-
tets—issue witrants for new Lodges—and to
retain and us2 i the country. the funds, con-
tributed thercin, for masonic purposes—and
with what result 2 ‘I'he petitions were never no-
ticed. The Grand Master of England has Iate-
ly declared that he considered the prayerof the
pelitioners so preposterous, that he would nei-
ther notice it umself, nor allow it to appear be-
fore the Grand Lodge. From 1852 10 1855, a
period of three yearsthe petitioneis waited pa-
tiently, but in vain, fora reply. Nor have
they vet received one.  What more than this,
did due respect and proper conrtesy require ?

The imperative daty, or legal obligation of
the Canadian masors, to petition the Grand
Lodge of Enuland, or any other Grand Lodge,
to be permitied to form an independent Grand
Lodge, we wholly deny.  If the right todo so
existed at all, it was inherent in theinselves,
as reyrularly warranted private Lodges. Nei-
ther the Grand Lodge of England, nor any
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other Grand Lodge, possesses the authority to
estublish  an independent  Grand  Lodge.
They may appoint Provinesd Grand Musters,
and, by warrat establish Provineinl Grand
Lodues, witle pnwers of greater o less extent’
- but these must ever remain subordinate to,
and depemdent upon, the authoity by which
they ate ereated.  “They possess, and can pos-
sess, ttone of the bue elements and high pre-
togatives of independent Grud Lodges,  So
that if the Geand Lodge of Eogland had beea
petitioned vatil « doom®s day,” to fonn an -
dependent Grond Lodge o Canada, and had
linadly beot willing and 1eady 1o do so, she
ccould note She had notihe power, Masoury
has net, wany age, or iany country, or by
;au..\ usizes, imvested Grand Lodges, with the
pverol creating their equals.—So e is this,
that there does ot exist upon carth, an inde-
pendent Grimd Ludge, which was ereated and
mirde such, by the action ov antlority of auy
other simitar body.

o Bul there seems o be asad of confused no-
toy 2 the muds of come few peisons, amongs
whent we tid o friend Mooie, ot the Bos-
i Mazasiue, that becawse Canada 1s not an
tinlependent political State, but & Proviuce of
the Bugish EKwmpne, she cannot have an inde-
pendent Masouic Gund Lodge wt all,  She
nuste therelore, first throw ot her political
allegianees achieve national independence,
amd then sho may promote, as best she can,
the interests and advancement of our purely
non-political and non-national society. The
sowce from which thie, peculiarly unmasonic
idea cmanates, ix ecavily discovered, 1t is
found in the fact, that the achievement ot po-
litical mdepeudence o the several United
States, by the American tevolution, was fol-
lowed by a renunciation, on the part of Amer~
iean Masons, of theiv masonic allegiance to
the Grand Lodges of England and Scotland,
and the organization of independent Grand
Lodges in their several States.  And, lere
we cannot refrain from expressing the opin-
ion, that in view of the eminently moral, so-
cial and philanthropie—as well as universal
charaeter of our institution; higher,uobler,more
appropriate and commendable reasons might
have been assigned by our American brethe
ren, and have been assigned by Cunadiun
Masons for their severance from the European
Grand Lodges, by whicli they created, than a
mere dissolotion of political union. But leav~
ing this for the present weé observe, that if the
argument attempted to be drawn from political
connection azainst the Grand Lodge of Can~
ada, proves anything at all, it provestoo much.
It proves that at least, {100 of the thvee Grand
Lodges which have so kng existed in the Bri-
tish Islands, ave illegal and unconstitutional.
For who will pet-~d that Canada, is not as
separate, distincs - sndependent” a portion of
the British empire, as either Ireland- or Scot-
fand? Nay isshe not moe s0? She has ber
own local elective Legislature. She oun-




