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Remit 1 – Age and other qualifications of candidates 

Rule 52. 

The President of the Board (or his Representative) will move the 

following: 

That in Rule 52, Clauses a. and c. shall be deleted (and b. to 

remain) and a new Clause a. be inserted to read that:- ‘52a. Any 

man may be made a Freemason from the age of 18 years.’ 

The Grand Registrar to make any consequential amendments 

to Book of Constitution as and if required.  

 

Explanation: 

We have successfully trialled using social media to raise the profile of 

Freemasonry, and attracted a number of keen, well-qualified men 

interested in joining our organisation. Some of these men are under 

21 years of age and do not qualify as ‘sons of Freemasons’. 

We considered giving the Grand Master a power to grant 

dispensation to allow suitable men to join under 21 years of age, but 

felt that would be both cumbersome and unnecessary – any Lodge 

seeking to have a candidate join, will inquire into the suitability of 

that person to join our organisation and if the Lodge is satisfied with 

the man’s credentials, then he ought to be able to join without 

seeking dispensation. 

We want to keep it simple and available to any Lodge to initiate a 

man aged over 18 years, provided the Lodge carries out due 

diligence into the man’s background, motivation and circumstances. 



We looked overseas, and noted that many Grand Lodges allow men 

to join after 18 years of age – particularly the Australian Grand 

Lodges and the United Kingdom. We will be bringing ourselves into 

line with their approach to younger members. 

We have considered the position of a Lewis – and it is not intended 

to change that status – he will always have priority for initiation, and 

his distinction is not that he was initiated early but the fact he is (and 

always will be) the son of a Freemason at the time he entered the 

Craft. This change will not affect the precedence of a Lewis being the 

son of a Master Mason in being initiated. 

Extending the age as proposed will enable any Lodge to attract 

younger men whether using the social media, or though University 

Lodges, or through personal contact. It is important to note that the 

power of investigation and due diligence sits with the Lodge, as will 

the decision whether or not any particular candidate is accepted by a 

Lodge. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Remit 2 – Divisional Conferences 

Rule 139 a. 

The President of the Board (or his Representative) will move the 

following: 

That Rule 139 a. be amended to read:- 

‘Rule 139 a. At least once between Grand Installations and at 

an interval not exceeding 18 months from that preceding Grand 

Installation, a Divisional Grand Master shall by notice in writing, 

summon a Divisional Conference of Lodges under his 

jurisdiction at such time and place as he shall determine’. 

Explanation: 

Our current system of considering and resolving remits is clumsy, 

slow and attracts criticism. There are long time frames between 

remits being proposed, then going to Divisional Conferences, voted 

on by all three Divisional Conferences with votes being gathered but 

not counted until the last meeting is concluded. We would like to 

introduce a form of postal/electronic voting – to speed up the 

process and simplify the rules. 

Under the current arrangement, the timeframes for National Remits 

for Grand Communication and the Divisional Conferences 

immediately before and after that event overlap and interfere with 

each other and don’t allow sufficient time for the effective 

development and discussion of National remits by Lodges.  

Holiday periods further exacerbate these timelines. 

 

 



Additionally: - 

1. Our Grand Installation is held every third year, and it makes sense 

for each Division to hold one formal Conference around the 18- 

month period, midway between Grand Installations. 

 

2. Divisional Grand Masters will be encouraged however to 

supplement these Conferences with such additional meetings, 

seminars, workshops, etc. as they and their District GMs consider 

desirable. The Divisions will receive resources from National Office 

to assist in covering the costs of these additional meetings, which 

will be designed to involve younger members of Lodges, focus on 

aspects of special interest, and generally be more relevant to the 

brethren in their knowledge and experience of Freemasonry. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Remit 3 – Maximum Term of Office 

Rule 129 b. 

The President of the Board (or his Representative) will move the 

following: 

That Rule 129 b. be amended to read:- 

‘Rule 129 b. A Divisional Grand Master may hold his office for a 

maximum of three consecutive years and is not eligible for 

immediate re-appointment with the exception that any Divisional 

Grand Master appointed in November 2015, may hold his office for a 

maximum term of four consecutive years’. 

Explanation: RWBro Rob Angelo - Southern Divisional Grand Master 
was appointed in November 2015 to replace the previous Divisional 
Grand Master who had retired a year early. The Divisional Grand 
Masters for Northern and Central Divisions were both appointed in 
November 2016 (so their three-year term expires in November 
2019). 
 
It is considered desirable to have the three Divisional Grand Masters 
commence their terms together, and serve their three-year terms 
concurrently. 
 
Having the Southern Division Grand Master appointed in the current 
fashion means he is out of sync with all other Officers in his Division, 
who are currently appointed a year after him. 
 
While it is generally often desirable to stagger changes in senior 
management roles, the practical impact for Divisional Grand Masters 
make this impracticable. 
 
The Divisional Grand Masters support this remit. 
 



Remit 4 – Remits to Amend of Book of Constitution 
 
The President of the Board (or his Representative) will move the 
following: 
 
‘To delete Rule 265 in its entirety and substitute the following:- 
 

a. These Rules may be amended at any Communication or in the 
manner following. 
 

b.  All amendments shall be by way of Remit. 
 

c. Amendments to be dealt with at any Communication shall be 
dealt with as provided under Part IV of these Rules 

 
d. Any Lodge proposing any Remit to amend or vary any provision 

of the Constitution shall adopt the following procedure. 
 

e. A Remit shall be first submitted to the District Grand Master of 
the District in which the Lodge is situated. 
 

f. Upon receiving the Remit, the District Grand Master shall 
promptly summons a meeting of Lodges within his District to 
consider the proposed Remit and vote on whether the remit in 
its then current form or any variation of the Remit should 
proceed further. 
 

g. Should Lodges in the District agree to support the Remit, the 
District Grand Master of that District shall submit that Remit to 
the Divisional Grand Master of his Division for submission to 
the Board of General Purposes who shall consider the remit at 
the meeting of the Board following the submission of the remit 
to it. 
 



h. The Board following consideration shall forthwith submit the 
Remit to all Lodges for consideration. The remit shall be 
accompanied by any explanation which may have accompanied 
the remit from the submitting District (whether from the Lodge 
or the submitting District Grand Master), an explanation from 
the Board (which shall state whether the Board shall support 
the remit or not) and instructions as to the method for voting 
on the Remit. Voting may be postal or electronic as the Board 
shall determine. Only a Lodge may vote on the Remit.  
 

i. Once voting is concluded, the Grand Secretary will announce 
whether the Remit is adopted or lost. If the Remit is adopted, 
the variation or amendment to these Rules, unless otherwise 
provided in the Remit, shall come into force following the 
announcement by the Grand Secretary. 
 

j. The Board shall when considering such remit submitted to it as 
aforesaid, consider without limitation the wording and 
appropriateness of the draft submitted and to ensure that the 
Remit complies in all ways with the provisions of the Book of 
Constitution, is appropriately drafted and is not offensive, and 
where appropriate the Board may make suitable changes 
without altering the intent of the Remit. 
 

k. Where the Board proposes any Remit to amend or vary any 
provision of the Constitution, it shall with suitable variations 
follow the procedures set out in Sub Clause h. above. 
 

l. Except as otherwise provided, this method shall be the sole 
means of amending these Rules. 
 

 



m. Notwithstanding the foregoing, there shall be reserved the 
right in any year in which a Grand Installation shall be 
scheduled and not later than the period of four (4) months 
prior to this meeting for any Lodge or the Board to propose a 
Remit for consideration at this meeting and the provisions of 
these Rules for such a remit shall apply to that matter as if the 
foregoing provisions has not applied. 

 
n. The Grand Registrar is empowered to make such other 

incidental and consequential amendments to the Book of 
Constitution to facilitate the introduction of the intent of this 
Rule and to facilitate its implementation and to generally make 
such amendments to typographical or semantic errors as may 
arise from time to time. 
 

The following Rules shall be revoked following the adoption of these 
amendments – Rule 139 b.,c., and d. Rule 197 c. and d’. 
 
Explanation: 
 
The current system of amending our rules is to say the least 
somewhat clumsy, slow and does attract criticism. The proposal is 
designed to make that procedure much easier. It is hoped that the 
new procedure outlined here will see the majority if not all Remits 
dealt with through the fast track procedure proposed. Voting would 
be either postal or electronic as the Board may determine to speed 
up and simply the rules. 
 
If a Remit is more fundamental requiring debate, the Board could 
refer the issue to Divisional Conference or Grand Installation for 
verbal debate – however the majority of proposals should be dealt 
with on the papers. 
 



We seek to have Remits considered in a more business-like manner, 

to copy what several larger corporates do with constitutional 

changes which is to introduce postal/electronic voting. 

Essentially, if a District considers a remit is worthy of support then 

the remit should proceed as simply and efficiently as possible – no 

movers or seconders – but through to the Board which will make 

sure the remit meets proper standards (so we don’t waste time 

voting on something that simply won’t work!) and then puts into 

motion a quick procedure to have the remit considered by all Lodges 

throughout the country. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



REMIT 5 - Divisional Conferences 
 
Lodge Waverley No 226 through its Representative will move and  
The United Lodge of Otago No 448 through its Representative will 
second: 
 
Rule 139 h. 
Rule to read; 
  “All members of Grand Lodge together with any member 
of the Board of General Purposes or Executive Officer shall be 
entitled to attend a Divisional Conference and speak in relation to 
any matter on the agenda or raised during that Conference.  
 
Explanation Notes: 
 
As the Rule stands at present, a member of another Division cannot 
speak at any of the other two Divisions if he is not a member. 
On the few occasions where this has happened the Rule is being 
broken. The Rules should reflect current practice. 
This was highlighted at the last Southern Conference when a Brother 
from another Division gave a Presentation at the Conference which 
was highly instructive. The Conference would have been much 
poorer if he had not been able to speak. However technically this 
was in breach of this Rule. 
In practical terms, few brethren from other Divisions attend other 
than their own Divisional Conference, so it would only be those 
Brethren who have a particular reason to be at the Conference who 
would want to speak. 
The Divisional Grand Master is tasked with organising the Agenda 
and speakers for his Conference. He should be able to invite any 
other Brethren to speak if he thinks this will assist in making the 
Conference rewarding and profitable. 
 

 
 



Comment:  
 
A Divisional Conference is a Conference of the particular Division and 
accordingly the current Rule entitles those members in the Division 
to attend. It does not prevent other members from outside the 
Division attending a Conference – however those outside members 
do not have the automatic right to speak at that Conference. The 
Divisional Grand Master controls the procedure, and can give any 
person present the right to speak (but not to vote). The proposed 
amendment would make no practical difference to the current 
procedures which have worked well for years. 
 
Divisional Grand Masters have always been inclusive. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



REMIT 6 – Divisional Conferences 
 
Lodge Waverley No 226 through its Representative will move and  
The United Lodge of Otago No 448 through its Representative will 
second: 
 
Rule 139 i. 
Rule to read; 
  “A Lodge moving a Motion shall be entitled to request 
that a representative move the Lodges Remit at all Divisional 
Conferences as detailed in Collected Ruling 25. 
The Lodge shall meet the costs of its representative attending the 
Divisional Conference in which the Lodge is domiciled. 
Where the Lodge representative moves the Motion at the other 
Divisional Conferences the following conditions shall apply; 
 a The Lodge moving the Remit must advise the hosting  

Divisional Grand Master 30 days prior to the Divisional 
Conference, that a representative of their Lodge wishes to 
move the Motion at the Divisional Conference.   

 b     Grand Lodge and the hosting Divisional Grand Master  
shall decide the process and mechanism by which the 
Mover shall speak to the Divisional Conference. 

c All costs in relation to the Lodge representative speaking 
to the Divisional Conference shall be borne by Grand 
Lodge, including any travel and accommodation costs. 

 
Explanation Notes: 
 
Only at Triennial Communications is any Remit debated and 
discussed by the accepted standard procedures. Points raised, 
questions answered, clarification given, are not available at the three 
separate Divisional Conferences.  The way in which Divisional 
Conferences are run at present is that they are effectively three parts 
of one Conference, yet two thirds of those present do not hear from 



the mover of a particular remit. As well the Moving Lodge does not 
get to refute or clarify points, some of which could be incorrect. 
In this electronic age, it is possible to use a number of variations on 
the Tele-Conferencing concept. Video-Conferencing is regularly used 
by many businesses and educational institutions. Grand Lodge have, 
for several years, used an internet visual facility for some meetings. 
There are also other options, and with the continued advances in 
technology there possibly will be more variations in the future. 
Therefore, the process of allowing a Lodge representative to move a 
Motion should be relatively easy, with little cost, and with limited 
time involvement and inconvenience on the part of the Lodges 
representative. Especially as generally they should not have to travel 
outside their home town. 
 
Allowing a Mover of a remit to speak directly to a Conference will 
allow for; 

• Better presentation of the points relating to the Remit. 

• The regular Rules of Debate would be used so all points, for and 
against, could be fairly considered by those voting 

• Opportunity for points of clarification can be properly made. 

• There would be the opportunity in the ‘Right of Reply’ to 
counter or clarify points. 

• Overall a more informative presentation to the benefit of 
everyone. 

 
Under the present rules only Executive Grand Lodge Officers attend 
all three Conferences. If Grand Lodge does not agree with a 
particular remit they are the only Brethren who are privy to the 
arguments for and against at all three Divisional Conferences. Is that 
proper? 
 
This Remit allows for fair debate similar to that at the triennial 
Communication. 
 
 



Comment:  
 
Given the Board’s proposal under Remit 4 to amend the manner in 
which our Rules are amended this proposed Remit may be 
superfluous. Notwithstanding the Board does not support this remit. 
 
A Lodge proposing a Remit must ensure that its remit can stand 
alone on its own merits without necessarily requiring further input. 
In proposing the remit, a Lodge can supply background information 
and explanations to explain the purpose behind the proposed 
change. 
 
A Lodge that puts up a Remit is able to attend any Divisional 
Conference at its own expense or to have other brethren speak on 
the remit. 
 
If any Lodge was unable to attend a Conference to speak to their 
Remit then their Divisional Grand Master who is in attendance at 
each of the Divisional Conferences could speak to the remit on their 
behalf. 
 
In practice Remits that are on the Agenda are usually considered by 
Lodges at Standing Committee meetings well prior to the actual 
Conference, and are based upon the material that is circulated with 
the Remits. Oral arguments at Conference do not usually sway the 
way most Lodges will cast their vote. 
 
It is difficult to justify spending national funds on having a Lodge 
representative travelling around the country to speak to their remits, 
when there are opportunities to have their arguments aired and 
considered. The Lodge itself may wish to spend its funds on the 
exercise, or their District might wish to contribute if it considers the 
issue has merit, or the Division itself might consider a contribution 
worthwhile. However, reality suggests if there was such strong 



support for a particular remit, then it would attract similar support 
nationwide without spending resources on the process. 
 
The Board does not support this Remit. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



REMIT 7 – Disposal of Land         
 
Lodge Waverley No 226 through its Representative will move and  
The United Lodge of Otago No 448 through its Representative will 
second: 
 
Rule 119 
 
Add Clause e. to rule 119 
 

“In relation to this Rule 119, if the parties (Grand Lodge and the 
Craft Lodge) are unable to agree on the wording of the By-Laws or 
other agreements as outlined in this Rule then either party may 
request mediation or arbitration.  

It is first requisite that both parties shall make every effort to 
reach an agreement and resolve any disputes as amicably as 
possible. 

An unresolved dispute must first be referred to mediation. 
If after 60 days of the dispute going to mediation and if the dispute 
has not been resolved, either party can then request in writing that 
the dispute be taken to arbitration.” 
 
That present Clauses e. and f. be changed to f. and g. 
 
Explanation Notes: 
 
At the Triennial Communications in November 2016 Lodge Waverley 
withdrew its Remit relating to Rule 119 in order that the Rule in the 
Book of Constitution was operable and legal. 
However, we advised the Communication that we did not agree with 
some portions of the new Rule and would consider submitting an 
amendment. 
 
Lodge Waverley believes that the inclusion in a Lodges By-laws of the 
details concerning its “Landed Interest”, and how the Lodge wishes 
to have those funds used is sensible. In these By-Laws, a Lodge can 



stipulate how the funds are used to the Lodges advantage and that 
of the local community. As well, in those By-laws, the Lodge can 
stipulate how it wishes those funds to be used if the Lodge were to 
hand in its Charter.  The Rule provides that some form of Masonic 
Entity must control those funds and that the funds remain a separate 
accounting entity. This is perfectly as it should be. 
 
Under the present Rules of Grand Lodge all By-laws must be 
approved by The Board of General Purposes (Generally on the advice 
of the Grand Register). 
 
This is covered in Clause d. of Rule 119 as applies to “Landed 
Interest”. 
 
However technically, under the present rules, if the Board of General 
Purposes does not approve the amended By-laws the changes would 
not become legally binding. Hypothetically this impasse could never 
be resolved ultimately to the disadvantage of the Lodge. 
So that any impasse can be fairly resolved there should be a 
mechanism whereby either party, Grand Lodge and/or the Lodge, 
can go first to mediation and then if need be to independent 
arbitration. 
The intent of the By-law should be that the Lodges wishes are 
adhered to, but also from grand Lodges side that the By-Law is legal 
and reasonable. However, if there is some aspect which cannot be 
reasonably agreed (or compromised) there needs to be an avenue 
for the differences to be properly resolved within a reasonable 
timeframe. 
There are many independent qualified adjudicators available. 
 

Comment:  
 
Our Rules provide for the manner in which By-Laws are enacted. No 
law can be enacted unless it first receives the approval of the Board. 
That has been the position for a long time and is necessary in order 



for those By-Laws to be consistent with and in accordance with the 
Laws of Grand Lodge. The Board is assisted in the process by the 
Grand Registrar who is to provide counsel and advice to the Board 
and to ensure that the Constitution is complied with. 
 
To now propose that there be a system whereby By-Law matters, in 
particular those to be enacted pursuant to a particular provision or 
rule is to be the subject of a mediation process cuts directly across 
the very basis of our constitutional requirements and obligations. 
 
It proposes to take away from the Board our governing body the 
constitutional obligation to approve By-Laws. It is both highly 
inappropriate and provides a legal difficulty to have our legal 
processes subject to mediation or arbitration. No other Grand Lodge 
provides in its rules for such a process. 
 
To approve this remit will ultimately lead to the undermining of our 
legal basis for dealing with matters strictly within the Constitution. 
 
The Board does not support this remit. 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 



REMIT 8 – Disposal of Land 
 
Lodge Waverley No 226 through its Representative will move and  
The United Lodge of Otago No 448 through its Representative will 
second: 
 

Rule 119; 
 
 That Rule f. be amended by the removal of the words “have no 
application” and be replaced by the word “apply”. 
 
The Clause will now read; 

“The provisions of this Rule shall apply to any Landed Interest 
of a Craft Lodge where that Craft Lodge is being dissolved.” 

 
 
Explanation Notes; 
 
The change in wording of this Clause makes sure that when a Lodge 
is being dissolved that the Clauses of Rule 119 apply to “Landed 
Interest”.  
Because this Rule 119 was altered in 2016 making allowance that the 
wishes of a Lodge, as express in the By-Laws, will apply presuming, 
the Lodge has amended its By-Laws with regards ‘Landed Interest’. 
If it has not amended its By-Laws then the net proceeds will be 
transferred to the Masonic Building Fund, as per the wording of Rule 
119. 
 
Comment:  
 
The Board does not support this remit as it confuses the distinction 
between what occurs when a Lodge is going out of existence and one 
which is still active. 
 



The sole reason that Rule 119 f. provided that these provisions under 
that rule did not apply to a Lodge going out of existence was that 
there were separate and distinct rules that applied in those 
circumstances.  
 
To now provide that the rules that covering a continuing Lodge 
should also apply to one that is going out of existence is to cut across 
those very rules that cover those situations. To approve this remit 
would leave us with a system that may not only be contradictory but 
also extremely confusing. 
 
Whatever is contained in the By-Laws of a Lodge do not have any 
application when a Lodge is going out of existence. This remit is 
proposing to over-ride that very principle and the ability of the 
Divisional Grand Master to approve a Scheme of Distribution. 
 
The Board does not support this Remit. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



REMIT 9 – Disposal of Land 
 
Lodge Waverley No 226 through its Representative will move and  
The United Lodge of Otago No 448 through its Representative will 
second: 
 
Rule 119 
 
 “That Clause c. be amended with the addition of the following 
words at the end of the Clause which will read; 
 ‘…shall be transferred to the Masonic Building Fund or an 
approved Masonic Charitable Trust or Fund.’ 
 
 
Explanation Notes; 
 
The addition of these words allows Lodges to direct that any funds 
committed to a Trust or legal entity which then ceases to operate, or 
cannot continue to administer the funds, that another Trust or Legal 
entity can be substituted. 
An example could be when a Lodge building in which the Lodge has 
shares is sold and not replaced, then the Lodges share of the funds in 
that building could go the local Masonic Charitable Trust, and so 
keep the Lodges funds working within its local community. 
This change in wording allows the Lodge to decide if the funds are 
retained in the District or go to the Masonic Building Fund, 
depending if the Lodge has amended its By-Laws. 
 
Comment:  
 
This Remit shows a lack of understanding of the purpose of Rule 119. 
In its current format Rule 119 proposes that the Lodge By-Laws 
provide for what is to happen to the funds from the sale of land. Sub 
Clause c. of the Rule provides that if the By-Laws do not cover what 
is to happen to those funds then the default provision is that they 



must be transferred to the Building Fund. It should be noted this is 
the default position – it is over to Lodges to provide for appropriate 
By -Laws to cover what is to occur. 
 
To now attempt to put into the default provision various alternatives 
is to defeat the very purpose of having appropriate By-Laws in the 
first instance. 
 
The Trustee Act governing our procedures is quite clear that it must 
be the Lodges By-Laws that stipulate how funds are to be dealt with 
– the default provision was placed in the Rule to cover the situation 
where no By-Law existed and to extend the default provision is 
merely a means to cover a Lodges default in not passing and 
adopting appropriate By-Laws. 
 
The Building Fund has been restructured so that the Divisional Grand 
Masters have a decision-making role in determining which projects 
receive funding. Furthermore, the idea that funds generated within a 
region get set aside to projects within the same region (as far as 
possible) is also an important criteria for the Building Fund. 
Consequently, the Rules encourage Lodges with Landed interests 
build up over years by our masonic ancestors to apply those funds, 
through the Building Fund, to continue the masonic heritage. 
 
The Board is totally opposed to this Remit 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



REMIT 10 – Dissolution of Lodge 
 
Lodge Waverley No 226 through its Representative will move and  
The United Lodge of Otago No 448 through its Representative will 
second: 
 
Rule 117 
 
 That Rule 117 be amended as follows; 

f    If a Lodge’s assets include any estate or interest in land 
or the proceeds of sale thereof (such estate, interest 
or proceeds being collectively referred to as “landed 
interests”), the Scheme of Distribution shall include 
any or all of the following provisions; 

    i    Subject to the subsequent provisions of this 
paragraph f. the landed interests shall be either 
transferred to the Trustees of Grand Lodge to form 
part of the Masonic Building Fund, or to a Trust, 
company or other legal entity as stated in the 
provisions of the Lodges By-Laws as per the 
provisions of Rule 119. 

   ii   If the Lodges By-Laws make no provision regarding 
proceeds from landed interest and if the members 
of the Lodge are or will become members of 
another Craft Lodge, or other Craft Lodges, and the 
majority of the Lodge members so resolve, that the 
landed interests or part thereof are needed for 
Masonic buildings in which that other Craft Lodge 
has … 

         etc, etc - as detailed in the present Rule. 
 
That Sub Clause 117 i. be deleted, and sub Clause j. become sub 
Clause i. 
 
 



Explanation Notes: 
 
The changes to Rule 119 passed at the 2016 Triennial 
Communications set out the procedure regarding how any ‘Landed 
Interest’ should be dealt with by a Lodge within its By-Laws. 
However, at present Rule 117 overrides the By-Laws when a Lodge is 
handing in its Charter. This Remit amends the Rule to be brought in 
line with the Lodge By-Laws. 
If the Lodge has not amended its By-Laws then the Scheme of 
Distribution process will take precedence and the Rule states that 
the ‘Landed interest’ and / or funds from any ‘Landed interest’ will 
pass to the Grand Lodge Masonic Building Fund as at present. 
Clause f. ii. (above) still makes provision for members of the Lodge 
who are joining another Lodge(s) to use the ‘Landed interest’ for 
premises associated with their new Lodge(s) as per the Rule. 
However, if the Lodge has amended its By-Laws as per Rule 119, then 
the ‘Landed interest’ or proceeds of any ‘Landed interest’ will be 
actioned as per the wishes of the Lodge as set out in its By-Laws. 

 

Comment:  

 

This remit again shows a misunderstanding between that occurs 
when a Lodge is going out of existence and one remaining in being. 
 
On a Lodge going out of existence whatever is contained in the By-
Laws is of no relevance when a Divisional Grand Master is approving 
a Scheme of Distribution. 
 
The Lodge may very well put forward a proposal to the Divisional 
Grand Master for approval but to make it mandatory that the 
proposal should be approved because it is contained in the By-Laws 
is to over-ride the absolute discretion of the Divisional Grand Master. 
 
What the remit is proposing is to over-ride the discretion absolutely. 
The discretion of approving a Scheme of Distribution should always 



remain with the Divisional Grand Master and should not be fettered 
or over-ridden by other legal constraints. 
 
The Board does not support this Remit 


