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THE QUATUOR CORONATI LODGE No. 2076, LONDON,
was warranied on the 28th November, 1884, in order

1.—To provid® a centre and bond of tzion for Masonic Students.

g.f%‘g :&%‘;clt itrlxltelili_gent M_asons to iti eetings, in order to imbue them with a love for Masonic research.
— € discoveries or conclusions of students to the jud itici i

means .of papers read i Lodge. . ; the judgment and c1:1tlclsm of tHeir fqllows by
4.—To submit these communications and the discussions arising therefrom to the general body of the Craft by

publishing, at proper intervals, the Transactions of the Lodge in their entirety,

-WorldS.—To tabulate concisely, in the printed "Transactions of the Lodge, the progress of the Craft throughout the

. 6.—To make the English-speaking Craft acquainted with the progress of Masonic study abroad, by translations
{in whole or part) of foreign works -

7.—To reprint scarce and valuable works on Freemasonry, and to publish Manuscripts, &ec.
8.—To form a Masonic Library and Museum. ’

9.—To acquire permanent London premises, and opén a reading-room for the members. -

The membership is limited to forty, in order to prevent the Lodge from becoming unwieldy,

No members ar@qdmitted without a high literary, artistic, or scientific qualification.

) The annu_al subscription is two guineas, and the fees for initiatiorr and joining are twenty guineas and five
guineas respectively. g - o -

The funds are wholly devoted to Lodge and literary plirposes,; and no portion is spent in refreshment. The
members usqally dine together’ after the meetings, but at-their own individual cost. Visitors, who are cordially
welcome, enjoy the option of parjaking—on the same terms—of a meal at the common table. )

The stated meetings are the first Friday in January, March, May, and October, St. John’s Day (in Harvest),
and the 8th November (Feast of the Quatuor Goronati). :

At every meetin_g an original paper is read, which is followed by a discussion.

The Transactions of the Lodge, Ars Quatuor Coronatorym, contain a summary of the business’ of the Lodge,
the full text of the papers read in Lodge together with the discussions, many essays communicated by the brethren
but for which no time can be found at the meetings, biographies, historical notes, reviews of Masonic publicatiofts,
notes and queries, obituary, and other matter.- )

The Antiquarian Reprints of the Lgdge, Quatuor Coronatorum Antigrapha, appear at undefined intervals,
and consist of facsimiles of documents of Masonic {nterest with commentaries or introductions by brothers well
informed on the subjgcts treated of. o

The Library has been arranged at No. 27, Great Queen Street, * Kingsway, . London, where Members
of both Circles may consult the books on application to the Sécretary. )

To the Lodge is attached an outer or

CORRESPONDENCE CIRCLE.

This was inaugurated in January, 1887, and now numbers about 2,000 members, comprising many of the
most distinguished brethren of the Craft, such as Masonic Students and Writers, Grand Masters, Grand
Secretaries, and nearly 300 Grand -Lodges, Supreme: Councils, Private Lodges, 'Libraries and other corporate
bodies. . .

The members of our Correspondence Circle are placed on the following fogting — )

1.—The summonses convoking the meetings are posted tQ them regularly. They are entifled to attend all
the meetings of the Lodge whenever. convenient to themselves; but, unlike the members of the Inner Circle, their
attendance is not even morally obligatory. ‘“When present they are -entitled to take part in the discussions on the
papers read before the Lodge, and to introduce thefr pprsonal friends. They are not visitors at our Lodge
meetings, but rather associates of the Lodge. Co.

2.—The printed Transactions of the Lodge are posted to them as issued. _

3.—They are, equally with the full members, entitled to subscribe for the other publications of the TLodge,
such as those mentioned under No. 7 above. ' _

4—Papers from Correspondence Nembers are gratefully accepted, and so far as possible. recorded in the
Transactions. _ . ]

5—They are accorded -free admittance to our Librafy and Reading Room. . o o

A Candidate for Membership of the Correspondence Circle is sulgeet to no literary, artistic, or scientific
qualification. His election takes place at the Lodge-meeting following the rececipt of his. application.

The annual subscription -s only £1 1s, and is renewable each December fdr .the following year. Brethren
joining us late in the year suffer no disadvantage, as they receive all the Transactions previously issued in the
same i]tea\:/.ill thus be seen that the members of the Correspondc_ance Circle enjoy ab¥l the ac}vantages of the full
members, except the right of voting on Lodge matters and holding office. o ) .

Members of both Circles are requested to favour'the chretary with communications to be _read in lLodg.e and
subsequently printed. Members of foreign juri_vsdictxons will, we trust, keep gs posted Q‘om time to time in the
current Masonic history of their districts. Fo_relgn members.can render still further .assmtance py furmshmg us
at intervals with, the names of new Masonic Works published afroad, together with any printed reviews of

i ic s. g « s .
such %‘fg;%itrfnshomd also bear in mind that every additional member increases pur power of doing good by
publishi'ng matter of interest to them., Those, there.fqre, who havg already expe_rlenced the adva'm.tage of association
with us, are urged to advocate our cause to their personal friends, and to induce them to join us. Were each
member, annually to send us one new member, we s_hould soon be in a position to of’fer' them many more adyantages
ti)an we already provide. Those who can 'help us in no gther way, ean do so in this, '

Every Master Mason in- good standing throughout the Universe, and all Lodges, Chapters, and Masonic
Fibraries or other corporate bodies are eligible as Members of the Correspondencg Circle.

-
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No. 2076.

VOLUME LV.

FRIDAY, 2nd JANUARY, 1942

THIE Lodge met at Freemasons' Hall at 2.30 p.n. Present:—-DBros.

Lewis Edwards, M.1.,, PAGR., W.M.; Rev. H. Poole, B4,
& \" P.AG.Ch, P as S.W.; IP. R Radice, as J.Wi; Rev. Cunon
o W, W, Covey-Crump, M.l P.A.G.Ch., P2, Chap.; J. Heron
Lepper, B, BL, PAGR., P.M., Treas.; and ('of. 1¥. M.
Rickard, ”.G.8.B., Sccrctary.

Also the following mewbers of the Correspondence Circle: -~
Bro~. J. O, Dewey; G. 1. Davys, P.G.D; Fo A Greene, AG.Supt.Wks.; (lapf,
[ 11 Thomas, PoAS. B, H. Johnson, P.A.G.St.B.; A. L. Logette; . D. Rotch,
PG 0 M. Giveen; T GO Wearing; A, W. Lane, P.G.St.B.; C. H. Lovell;
1. Carre; 1 Bladon, PLA.G.D.Co; Wi, Smalley; B, Foskett; J. 8. Ballunce; T.
Lidstone Found, PAGSt.B., A, E. Evans; W. T. Mellors; T. H. Mutfett; W. J.
Mean: Eric Alven and 1" C. Ruddle. .
Mso the following Visitors:- -Bros. A, Beveridge, P, Knole Lodge No. 14143

and M. WL Beastall, Holmsdale Lodge No. 874,

Lelters ol apology [or non-attendance were reported from Bros. A. (. Powell,
P.GD, P RO HD Baxter, PAG.D.C, P M ; W J, Williams, P.AM.; D. Flather,
. PGD, PAM Do Knoop, M.k, PAGDC, PM.; Wy-Comdr. W, I;
Grantham, M. 1. P.Pr.GW. Sussex, S W.; F. W. Golby, P.A.G.D.C., PM.; S.J.
Fentow, PPr.GW. Warwicks,, P.M.; Lt-Col. C. C. Adams, M.C.) P.G.D., P
B Ivanott, P.M W Jenkinson, Pr.G.Sec., Armagh; J. A, Grantham, P.Pr.G.W..
Derbysoy 180 Lo Pick, F.OTN J W, Ho C. Bristowe, PAGD.C; G. Y. Johns()n‘
P.AGDC S R K. Parkinson: Geo. 8. Knocker, P.AGSupt. Whks.;  and W, J‘],j
Hheaton, P.AG.D.CY
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One Lodge and six Brethren were admitted to membership of the Correspondence
Circle, )

The Report of the Audit Committee, as follows, was received, adopted and
vrdered to be entered upon the Minutes: —

PERMANENT AND AUDIT COMMITTEE.

The Committee met at the Offices, No. 27, Great Queen Street, London, on
IFriday, January 2nd, 1942,

Present: —Bro. Lewis Edwards in the Chair, with Bros. J. H. Lepper, W. W.
Covey-Crump, H. Poole, F. M. Rickard, F. R. Radice, W. E. Heaton.

The Secretary produced his Books, and the Treasurer’s Accounts and Vouchers,
which had been examined by the Auditor and certified as being correct.

The Committee agreed upon the following

REPORT FOR THE YEAR 1941.

DBRETIREN,

During the year we have had to record the provisional resignation of member-
ship of Bro. 3. Telepneff, who has been abroad for several vears past. The membership
of the Lodge is now 24.

Unfortunately a further large number of resignations from the Correspondence
Circle has occurred, resulting principally from the influences of the War.

Volume lii. of the Transactions for 1939 has been issued, but our hope to issuc
two Volumes during the past yvear has been prevented by stress of circumstances.
However, efforts will continue to be made to bring the publication of 4.Q.C. up to
date.

In the accounts now presented to the Lodge, approximately £1.200 remains
in reserve for each of Vols. liii. and liv. Subscriptions amounting to over £670 are
still outstanding. At the beginning of the year a special appeal was made to all
members for prompt attention to payment of subscriptions, especially arrears; but
the response generally has not been equal to the hope that Brethren wounld meet
tlfeir obligations.

A brief statement of the activities of the Londge during the year has again been
drawn up, but owing to the cost of printing has not been circulated generally as in
former years.

We desire to convey the thanks of the Lodge to the Brethren who continue ko
do much good work as Local Secretaries.

A few changes during the past year have occurred amongst Local Secretaries,
but under present circumstances it has not been found possible to make definite
re-arrangements.

The Committee wish to express their deep appreciation of the services of the
Secretary in managing the affairs of the Lodge so successfully and courageously during

a period of great difficulty and stress.
For the Committee,
LEWIS EDWARDS,

in the Chair.
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RECEIPTS AND PAYMENTS ACCOUNT

for the Year ending 30th November, 1941.

REecenrs. EXPENDITURE.
£ s od. £ osod
Cash m Hand 464 17 10 | Lodge L2012 11
Lodge 58 16 0 | Salaries, Rent, Rates and
subseriptions L1682 401 Taxes 662 0D
Cash in Advance and  un- Lighting, Heating, Cleaning,
appropriated 98 3 9 Telephone, Insurance, Car-
Medals 414 0 riage and Sundries 204 Y 3
Binding 29 12 5 | Printing, Stationery, etc. 281 14 0
Sundey Publications ... 28 16 2 | Medals 713 4
Interests and  Discounts 36 15 4| Binding ... 3515 4
Publication fund . 15 12 10 | Sundry Publications 4 710
Library 6 0 6
Postages 158 4 8
Local Expenses 512 9
Foss on Exchange 512 0
(fash at Bank ... 317 7 5
£2419 12 5 £2419 12 5

The Seererary drew attention to the following

LEXHIBITS: —

French MM, Apron, 12§ inches wide and 12 inches deep, white satin, lined
with pale blue silk, edged with thin biue satin slightly gophered, false
flap, decorated with braid and spangles.  Date uncertain.  Similar to
the apron illustrated in A.Q.C., volume v, plate & No. 52.

Apron, printed with ““ Cole 77 design.

large home-made Apron, edged with three colours, blue, red and black. Irish
Kuight Templar Apron of early nincteenth century.

Private Lodge Certificate, issued by Lodge No. 99 in 1804.

Clearance Certilicate issued in 1808 by Todge No. 184 at Brest. The peculiarity
of this certificate is that, though issued to a Frenchman at a time
of war hetween England and France and by a Lodge in France, the

Certificate is in Knglish.

A cordial vote of thanks was unanimously passed to the Brother who had kindly
lent the objects for Exhibition.

The following paper was read: —
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THE GENESIS OF SPECULATIVE MASONRY.

BY BRO. DOUGLAS KXNOOP, M.1. P.M.

b

n g . . . . .
he Mecthod of Approach.  Karly Masonic Ceremonies. Conditions in Scotland,

England  and 1Ireland. The Nature of the Changes: 1. The History and the
Charges; 2. The Charge to new admitted Brethren; 3. The Tnstallation Ceremony :
4. Elimination of Horseplay; 5. Drawing the Lodge; 6. The Opening Prayer; 7:
The Trigradal System.  The Place of the Changes.  The Places and Dates of the
Changes.  The Originators of the Changes.  Conclusion.

HE Method of Approach. Tn this paper! no attempt is made
to discuss the origin of freemasonry: I take for granted that
it developed out of the customs and practices of operative
masons. Nor have I any fresh facts to lay before the Brethren;
the most that I can claim is that I approach the established
facts from an angle somewhat different from that which is
customary. It has been usual to treat the history of masonry
in England, Scotland and Ireland as a separate development

i each country; but I am convinced that these developments cannot be rightly

or fully understood in isolation. It 1s indeed convenient and desirable to

have distinet accounts of the rise and extension of local and central masonic
organization in each ccuntry; but it is necessary to guard against the error
of thinking that in the later seventeenth and earlier eighteenth centuries, when
accepted or speculative masoury was evolving from operative institutions, an
entirely independent process was in operation in each of the three kingdoms.

Had that been the case, we should have had mnot cne, but three systems of

speculative masonry. It is necessary, therefore, to consider as a whole the

evolution of masonic working in that period, and to co-ordinate the ascertained
facts, regardless of whether they relate in the first instance to England, Scotland
or Ireland.

EARLY MASONIC CEREMONIES

In my Prestouian Lecture on The Mason Word, in my paper on Pure
Antient Masonry (4.¢.("., L), and in L Short History of Frecmasonry to
1730 (in collaboration with G. P. Jones), 1 have briefly discussed the available
evidence ccncerning early masonic ceremonies. Here, therefore, I mneed only
summarize the information. (i) In England, certainly from 1560, a version
of the MS. Counstitutions of Masonry was read to the candidate, who had to
swear to keep the Charges. As the latter were addressed to masters and fellows,
I presume that the candidate was being admitted to the Fraternity as a fellow
or member of the Masons’ Fellowship. (ii) In Scotland, certainly from 1598,
the Mason Word, with all that it implied, was imparted to candidates in two
instalments. By the first the candidate was admitted as an entered apprentice,

1 In the preparation of this paper, which is to be communicated very shortly
to the Quatuor Coronati Lodge, T have had the bencfit of very helpful suggestions
and criticism trom my colleagues, G. P. Jones and Douglax Hamer. I am also indebted
to Mr. H. M. McKechnie, Secretary of the Manchester University Press, ts)r very
kindly arranging for the printing. T have also to thank my colleague, A. G. Pool,
for reading the proofs, and Bro. J. Heron Lepper for very kindly sending me various
comments. As. i general, he is in agreement with my conclusions, T do not attempl
to incorporate his remarks, but leave him to place his views before the Brethren

when the puper is read in Lodge.
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after serving seven years as a handicraft apprentice; by the sccond he was
admitted a fellowcraft, after serving for a period as an entered apprentice.
(iii) In Scotland, ccmmencing in the second half of the seventeenth (:(31.1tury,
a version of the MS. Constitutions of Masonry, copied directly or indirectly
from some English original, was read to the candidate at the same time as 'the
entered-apprentice secrets associated with the Mason Word were imparted to him.
(iv) Tn Scotland, where non-operative or gentleman masons were admitted to
operative lodges as early as 1600, the two admission ceremonies were not
infrequently combined for the bencfit of such candidates, who might thus be
admitted entercd apprentices and fellowcrafts on one and the same occasion.
(v) There is no evidence, so far as I am aware, that English operative masons
made use of scceret methods of recognition, and there are even some grounds
for thinking that no such system, comparable with the Scottish institution of
{he Mason Word, existed in this country gencrally. Tt is possible, however,
that the Scottish Mason Word was in use among operative masons in the
cxtreme north of England. (vi) There is evidence to suggest that, in the late
seventeenth and early cighteenth centuries, IEnglish non-ovperative or speculative
masons, meeting in lodges of accepted masons, made use of signs and tokens,
and other methods of recognition, which were probably the same as those
assoelated in Scotland with the Mason Word. The likelihood is that the English
non-operative or accepted masons derived their masonry (directly or indirectly)
from Scotland. (vii) The Charges Genceral and Singular of the MS. (‘onstitu-
tions of Musonry contained varicus moral precepts, in addition to numerous
trade regulations, but there does not appear to have been any attempt to veil
the morality in allegory, or to illustrate it by symbols.  Furthermore, such
information as is available regarding the phrases ard practices associated with
the mmparting of the Mason Word, suggests that, apart from the morality
implied by the sanctity of an ocath, the Mason Word was not concerned with
morals, and that symbolism played little or no part in any ceremony associated
with it.

CONDITTIONS 1IN SCOTLAND, ENGILAND AND IRELAND

The main object of this paper is to consider the first steps by which the
somewhat confused history of the building industry, the trade regulations and
the moral precepts of the MS. Constitutions of Masonry, together with the
rather crude usages and phrases associated with the imparting of the Mason
Word, were so modified and elaborated as ultimately to justify the claim of
freemasonry to be a peculiar system of morality, veiled in allegory and illus-
trated hy symbols.  In order to form an opinion as to when and where the
fundamental changes in masonic practices were introduced which ultimately
transformed the whole character of masonic ceremonies, the masonic conditions
prevailing in England, Scotland and Ireland in the late seventeenth and early
cighteenth centuries must be briefly examined. We may commence with Scotland,
as 1t is from that country that accepted or speculative masonry apparently
obtained the foundations on which the speculative superstructure was ultimately
erected.

Neotland.  Tn Scotland in the seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries,
non-operative or gentleman masons joined the old-established operative lodges,
which regulated the masons’ local affairs, in so far as they were not governed
hy trade incorporations. The authority of each particular lodge, apart from
any limitations imposed by the existence of a local incorporation of the building
trades, was subject in some cases to the supervision of a more important
ncighbouring lodge, and in all cases to the central control exercised by u royal
official known as the Warden General and Principal Master of Work. Although
the ncn-operative members might outnumber the operative members, as was the
case in the Lodge of Aberdeen in 1670, nevertheless they would not appear to
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havo.bcen m a position materially to transform the character of the practices
assoclated with the imparting of the Mason Word, which was an operative
institution widespread in Scotland. It may be that in the course of years the
Mason Word was modified, and that additions were made to it, though whether
as a result of mnon-operative influence it is impossible to say, but such
modifications and accretions, so far as one can tell, left the character of the
practices fundamentally unchanged. That these old-established practices had
been adopted by English accepted masons, and had been subject to little change
as late as 1721; is strongly suggested by the fact that when Dr. Desaguiliers,
the former English Grand Muster, desired to visit the operative Lodge of
Edinburgh in 1721, he was found ““duly qualified in all points of masdhry v
and received as a brother. )

Murray Lyon, referring to this visit, states that he has ‘““no hesitation
In ascribing Scotland’s acquaintance with, and subsequent adoption of, Euglish
Symbolical Masonry to the conference which the co-fabricator and pioneer of
the system held with the Lodge of Edinburgh in August, 1721.”7 That at a
somewhat later date Scotland imported its speculative or symbolical masonry
from England is probably true, but to what extent, if any, Desaguiliers was
respousible for the establishment of that system, and for the introduction of
the various changes, is another matter, which I shall examine shortly. Here
I may remind the Brethren that it was not until 1736, fifteen years after the
visit of Desaguiliers to the Lodge of Edinburgh, that the Grand Lodge of
Scotland was formed on the English model. Thereby non-operative masonry
in Scotland became subject to a new central control, which, however, was not
universally accepted there until nearly the end of the nineteenth century. It
1s possible, of course, that English speculative working, as distinet from English
speculative organization, had been introduced into Scotland before 1736, though
I am not aware of any lodge minutes which suggest that this was so. More
probably, it was not until after the formation of the Grand Lodge of Scotland
in 1736 that such modifications as had been made by that date in English
masonic ceremonies, were introduced into Scottish lodges. This probably explains
why Scotland did not adopt the ceremony of installing the Master of the Lodge,
that ceremony having been dropped by lodges under the Grand Lodge of
England before 1736. It formed part of the working of the Grand Lodge of
the Antients, but did not become the general practice in England until after
the unicn of the two Grand Lodges in 1813. It was not adopted in Scotland
until the eighteen-seventies. In the light of the available evidence, it seems
practically certain that the transformation of operative into speculative working
did not originate in Scotland, and it is probably true to say that Scottish
influence counted for little or nothing in this development.

Fngland. In England in the seventeenth and early eighteenth centuries
non-operative or gentleman masons apparently did not join operative lodges, as
in Scotland; in the records of the old operative lodges at Swalwell and Alnwfi .
there is no evidence of the admission of non-operative members before 1732 and
1748 respectively. On the other hand, some working masons were members' of
lodges of accepted masons in London and at Chester and York; and, according
to the New Articles of those versions of the MS. Constitutions which belong
to the Roberts family, at least one workman of the trade of freemasonry was to
be present when a freemason was accepted.

There is evidence to show that some men who were masons by trade were
also accepted masons; but it may be presugled that the ceremony by which
they were admitted as accepted masons was dlf‘f.erent from' any which may hayo
Leen used upon their admission to an Enghs}‘l 9perat1ve lodge. There is,
moreover, no evidence at all to suggest that societies of accept.ed Masons were
in any respect subject to control by any qrganlsatlon of operative mascns. In
so far as any control existed, 1t was exercised by accepted masons, both before
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and after 1717, in which year Grand Lodge was established. It follows that
accepted masons in England, being freer from operative control than were
non-operative masons in Scotland, had greater power to introduce innovations
and elaboration of the traditional working. Further, since the essential condition
of freedom from operative control may be presumed to have existed before 1717,
it, follows that innovations might as easily have been introduced into English
accepted masonry in 1707, or in 1697, as i 1727.

Ireland. A consideration of Irish conditions in the late seventeenth and
carly eighteenth centuries adds to the existing uncertainty regarding the date
or dates of the fundamental changes in masonry, a further uncertainty regarding
the place or places where such changes originated. The facts known about
freemasonry in Ireland prior to 1730 are unfortunately very few; most of what
is known is due to the researches of Chetwode Crawley in the 1890’s, supple-
mented by the mcre recent investigations of Bros. Lepper and Crossle. Irish
operative masons do not appear to have associated in ‘‘territorial’’ lodges, as
Scottish masons did; but from time to time English masons worked in Ireland
and may have introduced a knowledge of their customs and practices amongst
Trish stoneworkers, from whom, in due course, Irish gentleman masons may
have obtained their knowledge of the Craft. Bro. Lepper certainly stresses the
fact that for some years before 1688, when a lodge of accepted masons can first
be traced at Trinity College, Dublin, a good many building operations had
been in progress at the College. If non-operative or accepted masons in Ireland
had belonged to lodges of operative masons, as in Scotland, it would be
reasonable to assume that they had obtained their knowledge of masonry from
Irish operative masons, but in fact they do not appear to have belonged to
lodges of operative masons. The meagre evidence available points to non-
operative or accepted masons in Ireland meeting in lodges of accepted masons,
as in England. The Lodge of Freemasons at Trinity College, Dublin, referred
to in the tripos of 1688, and the Lodge held at Doneraile House in 1712
(assuming that the episode of the Hon. Elizabeth St. Leger and the lodge whose
working she is supposed to have overheard, is not purely mythical, in any case
so far as the lodge is concerned) were both, so far as one can tell, lodges of
accepted masons on the English model. 1t seems to me, therefore, more likely,
in view of the close literary, intellectual and social connections between Dublin
and England at that period, that the adopted or accepted masonry which Dr.
Robert Plot, writing in 1686, stated was more or less spread over the nation,
had reached Ireland in a manner similar to that in which it had reached various
parts of England. In that case, it was under even less effective central control
than any which may have existed in England prior to 1717, and afforded,
consequently, even greater opportunities for the introduction of fundamental
changes 1n the working.

We now approach the central problem of this paper, namely, an examina-
_tign of what changes were introduced into masonic working circa 1700, in so
far as those changes can bhe traced, together with the three closely associated
problems of when such changes were made, where such changes were made, and
by whom such changes were made.

THE NATURE OF THE CHANGES

1. According to the old operative practice, the legend or history of the
building dustry, together with the charges or regulations governing the
masons’ trade, as contained in the MS. Constitutions of Masonry, was read to
practice three modifications were introduced. (i) The history of masonry was
the candidate, who had to swear on the Bible to keep the charges. Into this
edited and largely revised by Anderson for his Constitutions of 1723, where it
was laid down that this new version of the history was ‘“to be read at the
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admission of a New Brother,”’ presumably in place of the old version. (ii) The
charges were ““ digested "’ by Aunderson for his (onstitutions of 1723, the Charges
General and Singular of the MS. Constitutions being replaced by “‘ The Charges
of a Free-Mason,”” which were ““to be read at the making of New Brethren,”
presumably instead of the Charges General and Singular. (iii) The old instruct-
lon in the WS, Constitutions of Masonry regarding the administration to the
candidate of the oath to observe the charges was omitted from the (‘onstitutions
of 1723.

Anderson’s (onstitutions of 1723 contained an Approbation of Grand
Lodge, and also an Order, signed by the Grand Master and the Deputy Grand
Master, for the publication of the book. Nevertheless, the question of the
confirmation of the General Regulations, ““so far as they are consistent with
the Ancient Rules of Masonry,”” was raised at the Annual Meeting of Grand
Licdge on 24th June, 1723, doubtless on the technical ground that the
Approbation and the Order to publish had been approved only at Quarterly
Communications. Whether it was the (onstitutions as a whole, or the General
Regulations in a narrow sense, for which confirmation was sought, 1s not clear
from the minutes of. Grand Lodge.  Actually, no confirmation was granted ;
instead a resolution was passed ‘“that it is not in the Power of any person or
Body of men to make any Alteration or Innovation in the Body of Masonry
withcut the consent first obtained of the Annual Grand Lodge,”” a resolution,
it may be noted, claiming for Grand Lodge powers wider than those claimed
now. From the proceedings at the Annual Grand T.odge it would appecar that
Anderson’s Constitutions did not meet with entire approval even in Grand
Ledge.  Outside they encountered a good deal of hostility. Anderson’s version
of the history was attacked in the Briscoe pamphlet of 1724, and was made fun
of m A»n Ode 1o the Grand Khaibar of 1726; and the author was derided in
the writings of the Gormogons. The stress laid in Grand Lodge upon ' the
Ancient Rules of Masonry’ has sometimes been held to imply that it was
primarily the working masons in the Craft who were opposed to Anderson’s
innovations, but the warmth with which many present-day freemasons resist
attempts to depart from old-established practices or ritual inclines me to think
that the cpposition to Anderson need not necessarily be sought among those who
were masons by trade.

2. Within a few years of the publication of Anderson’s (‘onstitutions of
1723 a different revision of the charges of the A/S. Constitutions of Masonry
made its appearance; it can first be found in Smith’s Pocket Companion for
Free-Masons, published in London in December, 1734. The Poclket Companion
contains what is described as ‘“ A Short Charge to be given to new admitted
Brethren.”” This bears no relationship to the Apprentice Charge contained in
certain versions of the AS. Constitutions, a charge of a definitely operative
character. It agrees in a good many respects with Anderson’s ‘‘Charges of a
Free-Mason,”” but it also embodies entirely different matter. To show this
relationship, I print the ‘“Short Charge to new admitted Brethren’ in full,
side by side with parallel passages from Anderson’s Charges of a Free-Mason.

Charge to new admitted Brethren ("harges of a Free-Mason

You are now admitted by the unani-
mous Consent of onr Lodge, a Fellowr
of our most Antient and Honourable
Society; Antient, as having subsisted
from Times immemorial, and Honour-
able. as tending in every Particular to
render a Man so that will be but con-
formable to its glorious Precepts. The
greatest Monarchs in all Ages, as well
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Clicrge to wew admitted Brethrea

of Asic and Africa as of FKurope, have
been cencouragers of the Rogal Art; and
many of them have presided as (Hrand-
Masters over the Masons in their respec-
tive Territories, not thinking it any
fessening to their Tmperial Dignities to
lovel themselves with their Brethren in
Masoxry, and to act as they did.

The World's great Asehitect is our
Supreme Master, and the unerring Rule
he has given ns, is that by which we
Work.

Religious Disputes are never suffered
in the Lodge; for as Masons, we only

Religion, or the
This is the Cement
which unites Men of the most different

pursue the universal
Religion of Nature.

Prineiples  in one  sacred  Band, and
brings together those who were the most

distant from one another.

There are three general Heads of Duty
which Masoxs ought alwavs Lo inculeate,
piz. to God, our Neighbowrs, and Owy-
selves,

To  God, in mnever mentioning  his
Name but with that Reverentinl Awe
which  becomes a  Creature to bear to
his Creator, and to look npon him always
Boniwm  which  we

World to

according Lo that View to regnlate all

as  the ,\’um[m]um
cnme  Into  the enjoy; and
our Puarsuits,

To our Neighbowrs, in acting upon
the Square, or doing as we would be
done by,

To Ourselves, in avoiding all Intem-
perances and TFxcesses, whereby we may
e rendered incapable of following our
Work, or led into Behaviour unbecoming
our laudable Profession, and, in alwavs
keeping  within due Dounds, and free
from all Pollution.

Tn the State a Mason is to behave
peaceable  and  dutiful  Subjecet,
conforming chearfully to the Government
under which he lives.

as a

He is to pay a due Deference to his
Superiors, and from his Inferiors he is

rather to receive Honour with some

Charges of o Iree-Muason

{P. 54.] No
Quarrels must be brought within the

private Piquer or
Door of the Lodge, far less any Quarrels
about Religion, or XNations, or State
[P. 50.] A Mason is obliged,
by his Tenure, to obey the moral Law

Policy.

vet ’tis now thought more expe-
dient. only to oblige them to that Religion
in  which all Men agree whereby
Masonry becomes the Center of TTnion,
Means of

and  the conciliating  true

Friendship among Persons that must

have remain’d at a perpetual Distance.

[P. 54.] You may enjov vourselves
with innocent  Mirth, treating one
another according to Ability, but avoid-
g all Excess.

[P. 50.] A Muason is a peaceable
Subject to the Civil Powers, whercver
he resides or works,

-
[D. 52.] These Rulers and Gover-
nors, swpreme and subordinate, . . | ave

to be obey’d in their respective Stations
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Charge to new admnitted Bretlliven

Reluctance, than to extort 1t.

He is to be a Man of Benevolence
and Charity, not sitting down contented
while his  Fellow Creatures, but much
more his Brethren, are in Want, when
it is in his Power (without prejudicing
himself or Family) to relieve them.

In the Lodge, he is to behave with
all due Decorum, lest the Beauty and
Harmony thereof should be disturbed or
broke.

He is to be obedient to the Master
Officers, and to apply
closely  to the DBusiness of
Magsoxry, that he may sooner become a
Proficient therein, both for his own
Credit. aund for that of the Todge.

and  presiding
himself

He 15 not to neglect his own necessary
Avoeations for the sake of Masoxry, nor
to involve himself in Quarrels with those
who through Ignorance may speak evil
of. or ridicule it.

He i1s to be a Tover of the Arts and
Sciences, and to take all Opportunitics
of improving himself therein.

if he recommends a Friend to be
made a Mason, he must vouch him to
be such as he really believes will conform
to the aforesaid Duties, lest by his
Misconduct at any Time the Lodge
should pass under some evil Tmputa-
tions. Nothing can prove more shocking
to all faithful Masons, than to see any
of their Brethren brealk
throngh the sacred Rules of their Order,
and such as can do it they wish had

profane or

never been admitted.

Charges of o Free-Muson

- with all  Humility,
Love, and Alacrity.

Reverence,

[P. :35.] If you discover him to be
a true and genuine Brother, you are to
respect him accordingly; and if he is
in want, you must relieve him if you
can, . . . But you are not charged to
do beyond your Ability.

[P. 53.] You are not to hold private
Committees, or separate Conversation,
without Teave from the Master, nor to
talk of

seemly, nor

anything impertinent or un-

interupt the Master or
Wurdens, or anv Brother speaking to
the  Master: Nor behave

ludicrously or jestingly while the Lodye

vourself

is engaged in what is serious and solemn ;
nor use any unbecoming Language upon
any Pretence whatsoever; but to pay
due Reverence to your Master, Wardens.
and Fellyiws, and put them to worship.

3. A Postscript to Anderson’s Constitutions of 1723 contains the manner
of constituting a new lodge, including the installation of the new Maste_r. .So
far as I am aware, it is the earliest known reference to the mann.er.of con_stltutmg
a new lodge, or to the installing of a Master of a ]odge, and it is possible .thﬂt
this double ceremony, which is described in some detail, represented a consider-
able elaboration of any existing practice, and may h.ave been entirely new.
As it is the only official account we possess ojf a masonic ceremony as przjmcplsed
in the year 1722, I print it in full, with italics and capitals as in the original.

A New Lodge, for avoiding many Irregularities, should be solemnly constituted
by the Grand-Master, with his Deputy and Wardens; or in the Grand-Master’s Absence,
tl.m Deputy shall act for his Worship, and shall chuse some Master of a Lodge to

assist him;

or in case the Deputy is absent, the Grand-Master shall call forth some

Master of a Lodge to act as Deputy pro fempore.
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The (andidates, or the new Master and Wardens, being yet wmong the Fellowr-
('raft, the Granp-Master shall ask his Depufy if he has examin'd them, and finds
the Candidate Master well skilld in the noble Science and the royal Art, and duly
instructed in our Mysteries, &e.

And the Deputy answering in the affirmative, he shall (by the Grand-Master's
Order) take the Candidate from among his Fellows, and present him to the (orand-
iaster; saving, Right worshipful Granp-MisTer, fhe Brethren lere desive to be
Jorn’d tnte a new Lodge; and I present this my worthy Brother fo be their Master,
whom | know to be of good Morals and great Skill, true and trusty, and a Lover
of the whole Fraternity, wheresoever dispers’d over the Faee of the Earth.

Then the Guann-Master, placing the Candidate on his left Hand, having ask'd
and obtain’d the unanimous Consent of all the Brethren, shall say; I constitute and
form these good Brethren into a new Lodge, and appoint you the Master of 1t, not
daubitong of your Capacity and Care to preserve the Cement of the Lopcr, &e. with
some other Kxpressions that are proper and usual on that Ocecasion, but not proper
to bhe written.

Upon this the Deputy shall rehearse the Charges of a Master, and the Gravp-
Master shall ask the Candidate, saying, Do you sulbmit to these Charges, os Masters
have done in all 1ges? And the Caxpipate signifyving his cordial Subuniission thereunto,
the Grand-Master shall, by certain significant Cercmonies and ancient Usages, install
him, and present him with the Constitutions, the Todye-Book, and the Instronents
of his Office, not all together, but one after another; and after cach of them, the
Grand-Master, or his Deputy, shall rehearse the short and pithy (Targe that ix
stuitable to the thing presented.

After this, the Members of this new Lodge, bowing all together to the (rand-
Master, shall return his TWorship Thanks, and immediately do their Homage to their
new Master, and signify their Promise of Subjection and Obedience to him by the
usual Congratulation.

The Deputy and the (rand-Wardens. and any other Brethren present, that are
not Members of this new Lodge, shall next congratulate the new Master; and he
shall veturn his becoming Acknowledgements to the GranpAlasTtrr first, and to the
rest i their Order.

Thrx the (frand-Master desires the new Master to enter immediately upon the
Exercise of his Office, in chusing his Wardens:  And the New Mastir calling forth
two Ieflow-Craft, presents thewn to the (rand-Master for his Approbation, and to
the new Lodge for their Consent. And that being granted,

The senior or qunior GraxD-WarpeEN, or some Brother for him, shall rchearse
the Charges of Wardens; and the Candidates being solemnly ask’d by the new Muaster
shall signify their Submission thercunto.

Upon which the New MisTer, presenting them with the Instruments of their
Office, shall, in due Form. install them in their proper Places; and the Brethren of
that new Lodye shall signify their Obedience to the new Iardens by the usual
Congratulation.

This description of the Installation Ceremony contains the first allusion
known to me to ‘‘the Charges of a Master’’ (possibly the prototype of the
Charges now printed at the beginuing of the Book of (‘onstitutions), to *the
Charges of Wardens”” (possibly the prototype of what is now called the Address
to the Wurdens), and to ¢ the short and pithy Charge that is suitable to the
thing presented,” which was to accompany the presentation of each of the
instruments of office (the forerunner, possibly, of the practice of moralizing upon
the working tools on the occasions when they are presented to Candidates).

4. The general impression left on the mind of the reader of Anderson's
description of the Imstallation Ceremony is that of the dignity of the proceed-
ings, something so very different from the ceremonies depicted in the early
masonic catechisms, with their ‘ thousand ridiculous postures and grimaces *’
to frighten the candidate. The effort to eliminate horseplay and to maintain the
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dignity of the procecdings was probably. one of the changes introduced by the
recently formed Grand liodge, and is reflected in one of the by-laws adopted
(on the recommendation of Dr. Desaguiliers) by the lodge constituted at the
Maid’s Head, Norwich, in May, 1724, which reads: ‘‘6. That no ridiculous
trick be played with any person when he is admitted.”

5. A mnewspaper advertisement of 1726, quoted by Henry Sadler, refers
to the ““ Innovations”’ lately introduced ‘‘by the Doctor [probably Desaguiliers]
and some other of the Moderns,”” which apparently consisted mainly in replacing
the old method of ““drawing the lodge’ with chalk and charcoal by a system
of tape and nails, which in its turn was superseded by the floor cloth and the
tracing board.

6. An early example of the modification of masonic ritual is afforded
by ““A Prayer to be said at the opening of a Lodgye, or making of a Brother,”
printed in Pennell’s (‘onstitutions, published in Dublin in 1730, which is not
in Anderson’s (‘oustitutions of 1723, though in other respects this was closely
followed by Pennell. To shew the elaboration in the ritual, T print Pennell’s
Prayer side by side with ‘““A Prayer befor the Meeting’' embodied in the
Mason Charter of the Lodge of Aberdeen, 1670.

Pennell’'s Constitutions of 1730

MOST Holy and Glorious LORD GOD,
Arehiteet  of Heaven and
Farth, awho art the Giver of oll good

thow great

(ifts and Graces; and hast promis’d that

Aberdeen MS of 1670
The: Might of the father of heaven
with the wisdom of the glovious son, and
the grace and goudnes of the holy ghost
thes three persones in one god head, be

wheve tico or three are gathered together with s in owr begininge and give us
in thy Name, thow aweilt be in the Midst grace to governe our selves that wee may
af them; in thy Name we ussemble and Live in that bless which shall never have
meet tagether, most humbly besceclhing ane ending: Amen:
tHeee to Dless us in all our Undertakings,

to give us thy Ioly Spirit, to enlighten

owr Minds with Wisdom and Under-
standing, that e may know, and serve
thee aright, that a«ll our Doings may
tend to thy Glory, and the Salvation of
owr Nouls.

And e beseech thee, O LORD GOD,

to Uless this our present
To be added
when any
Man is made,

"adertaking and  grant
that this, our new Brother,
may dedicate his Life to thy Serviee,
and be a trie and faithful Brother among
us, endue lim with Divine Wisdom, that
he may, with the Secrets of Masonry,
Le able to wnfold the Muysteries of
(rodliness and Christianity.

This we humbly beg in the Nume and
for the sake of JESUS CHRIST oawr
LORD and SAVIOUR.

AMEN

7. Another matter on which Pennell did not follow Anderson raises an
even more interesting point, namely, the introduction of the trigradal system.
The difference in the wording of the first paragraph of the Fourth Charge of a
Free-Mason, which is headed, ‘“ Of Masters, Wardens. Fellows and Apprentices,”’
is very suggestive. I print the relevant passages from Pennell and Anderson

side by side.




The Genesis of Speculative Masonry. 13

Pennell’'s Constitutions of 1730

And no Master should take an
Apprentice unless he has sufficient Em-
plovment for him, and unless he be a
perfect Youth, having no Maim or Defect
in his Body, that may render him un-
capable of learning the Art, of serving
his Lord, of being made a Brother, and
a Fellyw-Craft, and in due time a Master;
and when qualify’d he may arrive to the
1onour of being Warden, then Master of

Anderson’s Constitutions of 1723

that no Master should take an
Apprentice, unless he has suflicient
Imployment for him, and unless he be
a perfect Youth, having no Maim or
Defect in his Body, that may render
him uncapable of learning the .drt, of
serving his Master’s Lord, and of being
made a Brother, and then a Fellow-Craft
in due time, even after he has served

such a Term of Years as the Custom of

the Country directs: and that he should

be descended of honest Parents; that so,

a Lodye

when otherwise qualify’d, he may arrive
to the Honour of being the WarbpEN,
and then the Master of the Lodge

But for the comma, Pennell’s phrase, “made a Brother, and a Fellow-
(raft,” might imply that ““a Brother’ and ‘“a Fellow-Craft’ were one and
the same thing. That possible interpretation, however, is eliminated by the
succeeding paragraph, which reads:—

No Brother can be a Master, Warden ov Deacon of a Lodye,
until he has pass’d the Part of a Fellow-Craft:

which clearly shows that Pennell regarded ‘““a Zirother’ and ““a Fellow-Craft”’
as two distinet categories. It follows, therefore, that Pennell had three degrees
in mind, namely, those of (i) Brother [/.r., Entered Apprentice}, (ii) Fellow-
Craft and (iii) Master, whilst Anderson refers only to the two degrees of Scottish
operative practice, viz., (i) Brother [/.¢., Entered Apprentice] and (i) IFellow-
Craft. This suggests the possibility that a change had been introduced between
the publication of Anderson’s (‘onstifutions in 1723 and Peunell’s edition of
1730, and the further possibility that the change originated in Ireland, two
matters to which I shall refer more fully shortly.

THE PLACE OF THE CHANGES

Having endcavoured to show that England and Ireland offered greater
opportunities for a fundamental transformation of operative into speculative
masonry than did Scotland, T have now to examine more closely the available
information about what may be called the masonic atmosphere of those countries.
It may be possible thereby to decide what kind of changes, if any, might be
expected to have been made in either country. For this analysis I rely very
largely on the pioneer work of Henry Sadler and Chetwode Crawley.

In England accepted or speculative masonry from 1717 onwards appears
tc have developed as a relatively well-to-do, if not aristocratic institution,
attaching more weight to sociability and to the banquet than to the working
of cerentonies.  The stress laid on the Aunnual Feast in the General Regulationé
of Grand Lodge, and the allegation of Laurence Dermott, that ‘“about the
year 1717 some joyous companions who had passed the degree of a craft (though
very r}lsty) resolved to form a Lodge for themselves,”” may perhaps be accepted
as Indications of these tendencies. If this summing up is correct, private lodges
under the premier Grand Lodge were probably little more than convivial societies
in the early days after 1717. Two indications of their neglect of the ceremonies
are alforded by the difficulty, mentioned by Dr. William Stukeley, of finding
mewbers enough to perform the ceremony in 1721, when he was made a mason,
and by the undoubted fact that lodges under the premier Grand Lodge ceased
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from an ear]y‘ date to work the ceremony of installing the Master, if ever they
had worked it. Two of the changes which 1 have previously enwmerated,
namely, the attempt to suppress horseplay and the substitution of the use of
tape and nails for the old practice of drawing the lodge with chalk and
charcoal, would seem to agree with what is known of the development of free-
wasonry under the premier Grand Lodge. The presence of an aristocratic and
wealthy element would tend to develop a certain formality and dignity in the
proceedings; the wuse of chalk and charcoal to draw the lodge, and its
subsequent removal by the youngest entered apprentice with nlop and pail,
would no longer be suitable when the floor of the lodge room was no longer of
stcne, but covered with carpet, as was probably the case with the more well-to-do
lodges.

In Treland, in the early eighteenth century, freemasonry was apparently
a less aristocratic institution than in England, more importance being attached
to the work and to the universality of the Craft, and less to refreshment and
to the social standing of the members. Possibly it would be true to say that
there was a greater intellectual interest in masonry in Ireland than under the
premier Grand Lodge in England. It is certainly noteworthy that the two
replies to T'he Grand Mystery of Free-Masonry Discovered (London, 1724), the
one by way of skit—d Letter from the Grand Mistress of the Female Free-
Masons (Dublin, 1724)-—and the other by way of defence—The Free-Ilasons
indication—Dboth emanated from TIreland. All the available evidence in the
cighteenth century points to Irish masons, and to masons in England belonging
to lodges under the Grand Lodge of the Antients, with its close association
with Irish masonry, being firm upholders of old-established masonic practices
and strong opponents of changes and innovations in the ritual.

Until 1730, or even somewhat later, English and TIrish masonry would
appear to have been practically identical. In 1725-26 Sir Thomas Prendergast,
Bart., was simultaneously Junior Grand Warden of England and Senior Grand
Warden of Ireland; other prominent Irish masons, suchk us the Hon. James
O'Brien and Springett Penn, Grand Master and Deputy Grand Master of the
Grand Lodge of Munster in 1726-27 and 1727-28, were members of London
ledges; Lord Kingston, a distinguished Irish mason, was Grand Master of
England in 1729 and Grand Master of Ireland in 1730. The year 1730 also
saw the publication in Dublin of Peunnell’'s Coustitutions of the Free-Masons,
which was very closely modelled on Anderson’s Constitutions of 1723.  After
1730 the position is less clear. In 1735 an TIrish edition of Smith’'s Focket
C'om panion for Free-Masons (published in London i 1734) made its appearance
in Dublin, and even contained an Approbation of the Grand Lodge of Treland,
which seems to imply that English and Irish masonry were very much the same
as late as 1735. Some minutes of 1730 of the premier Grand Lodge, however,
lend themselves to the interpretation that certain changes in ritual were made
in that year, though ut the time when the changes were rescinded, and the
old practices restored, in 1809, the minute of Grand Lodge refers to changes
introduced in or about the year 1739. Thus the exact date of the innovations
which ultimately led to the severance of relations for a long period between
the -premier Grand Lodge and the Grand Lodge of Ireland, remains uncertain,
but we are probably safe in saying that these changes originated in the 17307s.
With those particular changes, however, we are not concerned in this paper.

Tn the light of what I have called the masonic atmosphere in England
and Ireland in the early eighteenth century, we have now to ask ourselvgs w}.1e1'(s
the various changes which can be traced in the evolution of operative imto
speculative masonry originated. Of the seven.chunges Fev1ewe§ above, thr.ec,
so far as one can tell, would appear to be definitely associated with the premier
Grand lLodge in London, viz., the revision of the ﬂistgl'y and Charges, as
printed In Anderson’s (onstitutions of 1723; the substitution of tape and naitls
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for the old method of drawing the lodge with chalk and charcoal, al}d the:
endeavour to enhance the dignity of the proceedings by the eliminatlou.of
horseplay. Tt may be noted that none of these changes had to do directly _w1th
ritual, in the working of which the premier Grand Lodge and 1its suborohngte
lodges were apparently scmewhat lukewarm, and to the preservation of which
unaltered the Ivish craft attached such great importance. The other four
changes or claborations very definitely concerned ritual. Nevertheless, they
were undoubtedly accepted by the Grand Lodge of Ireland, and in three of the
four cases there are even some grounds for thinking that they may possibly
have originated in Ireland.

The new Opening Prayer was first printed, so far as is known, in John
Pennell’s Constitutions of 1730, and this certainly suggests that it originated
in Ireland. The Charge to new admitted Brethren, so far as I am aware, was
first printed in Smith’s London edition of A Pocket Companion for Free-Masons,
which was published in December, 1734, but the Irish edition of the following
spring contuins an Approbation of the Grand Lodge of Ireland, which immed-
iately follows the particular Charge, and might be considered as applying to
it more cspecially., Further, it has been held by some that William Smith was
an Irish mason, and by others that he was possibly the writer of the Charge
in question. If both hypotheses are sound, the Irish origin of the Charge to
new admitted Brethren is clearly indicated. The earliest known reference to
three distinct grades of masons, each with its own secrets, is found in the
Trenity College, Dublin, MS. of 1711, a document forming part of the collected
papers of Sir Thomas Molyneux (1661-1733), a famous Dublin doctor and
scientist, and, in the opinion of Dr. J. Gilbart Smyly, Librarian of Trinity
College, Dublin, possibly written by Molyneux. Thus until rebutting evidence
can be produced, there would appear to be a prima facie case for attributing
the development of the trigradal system to Irish masons. The remaining
innovation, as compared with operative practice—the ceremony of constituting
a new lodge and of installing the master of a lodge—was first described in
Aunderson’s C'onstitutions of 1723, so that it is not unreasonable to attribute the
origin of the new ceremony to masons associated with the premier Grand Lodge,
if not to Anderson himself.

Thus we are left with the somewhat surprising tentative conclusion that
Ivish masons, who abhorred innovations, were possibly responsible for three
mportant changes in ritual, and that English masons associated with the
premier Grand Lodge, who strove after the curtailment and simplification of
masonic ceremonies, were possibly responsible for the construction of a new and
claborate ceremony. These tentative conclusions appear quite incompatible with
the estimates formed by Henry Sadler and Chetwode Crawley as to the character
of English and lIrish masonry in the eighteenth century. If we accept those
estimates, and 1 know no grounds for refuting them, then we must re-examine
the position regarding the crigin of these particular changes to see whether we
cannot find explanations more in harmony with the established character of
contemporary English and Irish masonry. In seeking such explanatious, the
question of the dates at which these changes were introduced will immediately
arise.  The problem of where the changes were first made is inextricably mixed
up with the problem as to when these changes were first made, and I propose
to examine these two problems together.

THE PLACES AND DATES OF THE CHANGES

The Installation Ceremony.  Anderson states in his Constifutions of 17929
that the Manner of Constituting a New Todge, including the installation of
the Muster, is ‘“according to the ancient usages of masons,”” a statement which
has been received with considerable doubt ; Vibert, for example, refers to the
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B 111.9v1tf"tble tag . . . which is here even more inappropriate than usnal.

In justice to Anderson it must be remembered that the Lodge of Kilwinning
had undoubtedly constituted daughter lodges in the last quarter of the seven-
toent.h century, so that it is always pessible that there existed ‘‘ ancient usages’’
assoclated with such proceedings. It is, however, to the ceremony of installing
the Master of a lodge that I wish to refer more particularly, as new Masters
must have been more frequent occurrences than new lodges. TIf Anderson and
his friends, such as Dr. Desaguiliers and George Payne, had been responsible
for constructing the ceremony, 1t would seem unlikely that they would allow
it pr_omptly to be dropped out of use by the subordinate lodges under the
premier Grand Lodge. But it would seem even more unlikely that Laurence
Dermott and the Grand Lodge of the Antients, who prided themselves on their
adlhierence to old-established usages, would have been so enthusiastic about a
ceremony invented by those whom they scornfully designated as the Moderns.
They doubtless adopted it because it was approved by the Grand Lodge of
Ireland, which, having been established within a couple of years of the public-
ation of Anderson’s (‘oustitutions of 1723, would hardly have been misled by
Anderson’s claim for the ‘“ancient usages,”’ unless there were some groundds
for believing that the ceremony had existed before Anderson’s time.

(51

In what concerns the ‘‘short and pithy charge’’ which was to accompany
the presentation of each of’ the instruments of the office of Master, it is not
impossible that the practice of moralizing upon the mason’s werking tools had
been introduced by accepted masons at an earlier date, as the use of tools bv
Freemasons is referred to by Randle Holme the third in a well-known passaglc
in his Aeademic of Adrmory published in 1688: “T cannot but honour the
Fellowship of the Masons because of its antiquity, and the more as being a
member of that society called Free-Masons; in being conversant amongst them
1 have observed the use of these several tools following,! some whereof I have
scen borne in coats of arms.”” Unfortunately he does not explain ‘‘the use "’
made of the ‘‘tools’” by the freemasons.

Anderson’s expression, ‘‘according to the ancient usages of masons,”
need not necessarily imply “ derived from the operatives’’; the practice might
have originated amongst seventeenth-century accepted masons aund yet not unfairly
be described as ‘‘according to ancient usages.”’

The Charge to new admitted Brethren.  The fairly close relationship
between this Charge, as printed in the Pocket Companion, and Anderson’s
Charges of a Free-Mason has already been pointed out. If this Charge was
based on Anderson, it could not have been prepared until after 1723, and in
that case Irish masons must have accepted it, notwithstanding its very recent
origin.  There 1s, however, nothing definitely to show that this Charge was
based on Anderson; it seems to me equally probable that Anderson had the
Charge before him when he was preparing his Charges of a Free-Mason. In
support cf this view, attention may be drawn to the fact that the Charge to
new admitted Brethren begins, ‘“You are now admitted by the unanimous
consent of our Lodge, a Fellow of our Antient and Honourable Society,” a
statement which would doubtless be true of a seventeenth-century lodge of
accepted masouns, who, so far as one can tell, would appear to have admitted
candidates as Fellows straightaway, but which would not correspond to the
practice implied by Anderson or Pennell, according to which candidates on their
first admision were reccived as [Entered] Apprentices.

The Opening Prager. Although the extended form of Opening Prayer
has nobt been traced earlier than 1730, when it was printed in Pennell’s

I In the manuscript of Chapters 14-22 of the Third Book of Th’('_llr'(ulwmir
of Armory [B.AM. Harl, Ms. 2033, printed for the Roxburghe Club in 19051, Randie
Holme treats of the working tools of various trades, but those of the masons do not

appear to be included.
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(‘onstitutions, it does not necessarily follow that it had then only recently
been composed. It may well have existed when Anderson was preparing his
Constitutions, but as a Scottish divine he might have been unwilling to print
a sct form of prayer. Tn view of its definitely Christian chadacter, it would
seem probable that this prayer was composed at a time when Masonry still had
a Trinitarian basis. Once Anderson’s first charge, ‘‘Concerning God and
Religion,” which replaced Christianity by Theism, had appeared in 1723, or
Peunell’s revision of that charge, which made Masonry entirely non-sectarian,
had been prepared, it is difficult to understand how the extended form of
Opcening Prayer could have been written as part of the ritual. * Granted that
it probably took its rise before 1723, I sce no reason why we should not owe
it to an accepted mason or masons of the late seventeenth century, a period
when, according to Plot, the custom of admitting men to the Society of
IPree-Masons was spread more or less over the nation.

The Trigradal System.  Although the trigradal system, as a complete
scheme of three separate ceremonies, has not been traced before 1725 or 1730,
there can be little doubt that the preliminary changes, by which the esoteric
knowledge originally shared among two categories of operative masons came to
be divided among three categories of accepted masons, had taken place at au
carlier date. That this had happened as early as 1711 can be gathered from
the following passage from the Trinity College, Dublin, MS.:.—

The masters sign is back bone the word matchpin. The fellow
craftsman’s sign is knuckles & sinues y® word Jackquin. The Enter-
prentice’s sign is sinues, the word Boaz 