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FRIDAY, 2nd JANUARY, 1948

THE Lodge met at Freemasons' Hall at 4.30 p.m. Present:— Bros. Wallace
E. Heaton, P.G.D., W.M.: L. Edwards, M.A.,, F.S.A., P.AG.Reg., PM.,

) \.. us SW.; Lt.-Col. H. C. Bruce Wilson, O.B.E., P.G.D.,, I.W.: 1. Heron
3 Lepper, B.A.. B.L., P.A.G.Reg., P.M.. Treas. : Col. F. M. Rickard, P.G.D..
P.M., Sec.: Wing-Cmmdr. W. I. Grantham, O.B.E., M.A.. LL.B., P.D.S.B..
PM.. D. of C.. C. D. Rotch, P.G.D., 1.G.: Rev. H. Poovle, F.S.A.,
P.A.G.Chap., PM.. G. Y. Johnson. J.P., PAG.DC.. PM.: and E. H.
Cartwright, D.M., B.Ch., P.G.D.

Also the following members of the Correspondence Circle:—Bros. S. H. Love ;
G. W. Bullamore; J. W. H. Hawes; F. D. Lane; H. W. Johnson:; S. Finnis; A. L.
Bridgett : C. M. Rose: J. W. Lanagan; T. W. Marsh ; F. Durham : F. C. Taylor, PG.D.
F. A. Greene, P.A.G.Supt.W. . A. Strachan: J. S. Ferguson; C. F. Sykes: W. C. Hills:
G. Hutchinson; H. E. Gill; A. E. Evans; J. Hughes; A. M. Cann:; H. Johnson; A. F.
Cross; W. L. Harnett: S. E. Ward; A. J. Thomas; H. A. Hartley; F. E. Gould; S.
Chapman ; J. Stroud: L. E. C. Peckover: F. J. Bryant; P. Paneth; G. H. Smith; H. R.
Smith ; F. V. Hazell ; A. Atkinson; R. Prickett; E. Worthington: H. Attwooll; H. J.
Harvey : H. J. Crawford ; S. E. Baker: F. E. Cooper: B. Foskett; J. D. Daymond ; H. P.
Healey : W. E. Ames: F. Bradshaw ; L. Humphries ; W. H. Carter ; J. R. Dashwood: W.
Bunch ; and J. W. Chetwin.

Also the following visitors:—Bros. C. King, Lodge 988 ; E. A. Bridgett. Lodge 2579
V Walker, Lodge 227 ; W. H. Fulton, Lodge 2533 ; C. H. Press, Lodge 1744 ; F. C. Fortham.
Lodge 2750 : H. E. Cohen, Lodge 6106 ; H. lLewis, Lodge 2700 : H. J. Ram, Lodge 201 :
R. F. Cumberland, Lodge 4241 ;. and ). Baxter. Lodge 3525.

Letters of apology for non-attendance were reported from Bros. A. C. Powell, P.G.D.,
Pr.G.M., Bristol. P.M.: Rev. Canon W. W. Covey-Crump, M.A., PA.G.Chap, PM.; W. J.
Williams, P.M.; D. Flather, /.P., P.G.D, PM.: D. Knoop, MA. PAGDC.. PM..
S. J. Fenton, P.Pr.G.W., Warwickshire, P.M.: Col. C. C. Adams. M.C., FS.A., P.G.D.,
P.M.: B. lvanoff, P.M.; W. Jenkinson, P.Pr.G.Sec.. Armagh; J. A. Grantham, P.Pr.G.D.,
Cheshire ; F. L. Pick, F.C.I.S., P.M.; F. R. Radice, L.G.R., P.M.: R. E. Parkinson, B.Sc.
G. S. Knocker. M.B.E, P.AGSuptW.: H. H. Hallett. ' P.GSt.B.; Cmdr. S. N. Smith.
D.S.C. RN. PPr.G.D. Cambs.; H. C. Booth. PAG.D.C.: J. R. Rylands, M.Sc.; S.
Pope, P.Pr.G.Std., Kent: and N. Rogers, P.Pr.G.D.. Lancs., E.D.

Eleven Lodges and thirty-three Brethren were elected to membership of the
Correspondence Circle.
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The Report of the Audit Committee, as follows. was received, adopled, and entered
upon the Minutes: —

PERMANENT AND AUDIT COMMITTEE

The Committee met at the Offices. No. 27, Great Queen Street, London, on Friday.
2nd January. 1948.

Present:—Bro. W. E. Heaton, in the Chair, with Bros. J. H. Lepper. H. Poole.
C. C. Adams, W. 1. Grantham, L. Edwards. F. M. Rickard. G. Y. Johnson. and C. D. Rotch.

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 1947
BRETHREN,

During the year Bros. E. H. Curtwright and N. Rogers have been elected full members
of the Lodge, of which the membership now is 31.

The Correspondence Circle has lost heavily by erasure. death and resignation. and
the addition of new members has given a net gain of only 15. The number of new members
during 1947 was 153. The total membership is now 2 045.

A.Q.C., Volume LVII and Volume LVIII, part I, were issued during the year, and
it is hoped that Volume LVIII, part 2. will be completed soon.

As shown in the accounts presented, approximately £1.200 will be required for each
of the Volumes LIX (1946) and LX (1947).

Subscriptions amounting to over £360 are outstanding.

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

For the Committee,
W.. E. HEATON.
in the Chair.

RECEIPTS AND PAYMENTS ACCOUNT
For the Year Ending 31st October, 1947

RECEIPTS EXPENDITURE

£ s d Lodge .30 311
Cash in hand ... ... 434 15 11 Salaries, Rent. Rates and Taxes 999 15 6
Sale of Investments ... ... 98 3 O S.C.S. Fund e ... 169 0 O

Lodge ... .72 90 Lighting, Heating, Telephone,

Subscriptions ... Lo 179519 7 Insurance, Cleaning, Car-
Cash in Advance and un- riage and Sundries Lo 12713 7
appropriated .o 114 12 11 Printing and Stationery .. 132210 S
Medals ... 919 6 Medals ... 10 6
Binding ... .. 69 2 7 Binding ... .. 51 50
Sundry Publications ... . 320 1 6 Sundry Publications ... ... 128 8 3
Interest and Discount ... .. 3912 2 Library ... 418 0
Publication Fund L. 2419 7 Postages ... 188 7 1
Local Expenses 316 6

Cash in hand ... 55 4 0

Cash on Deposit . 786 3 0
— 841 7 O
£3867 15 9 £3867 15 9

The following paper by Bro. R. J. MEEKREN was read by the Secretary:—
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THE LODGE

AN ESSAY IN METHOD

BY BRO. R. J. MEEKREN

HE origin and development of the ritual forms of Freemasonry
1s a subjecct that has never been seriously and systematically
attacked. In the reaction which arose in the seventies of last
century from the methods. such as they were, of the earlier
Masonic  writers the peadulum naturally, and 1 suppose
inevitably, went to an extreme in the other direction, and so
it came about that anything that could not be established by
rigorous historical means was ruled out of court. And not

only this, but such evidence as was accepted was so circumscribed that sometimes

its plain significance was rejected.

On the whole this reaction was healthy, and its cxtremes were in their
nature temporary—for there are fashions in scholarship as in female dress.
though they do not change with quite such bewildering facility. But, and I say
this seriously and with emphasis, purely historical means alone can never, in
the nature and circumstances of the problems involved, give a satisfying answer
to the questions we would ask. Not that for a moment would I belittle the
very great importance of what history has to tell us. For example, a point may
be adduced in which T have had some concern : the acceptance of the fact that
the earliest records in Scotland actually show that there were grades of sccrets
communicated in the lodges of North Britain as in the south removes at once
a serious obstacle that for too long prevented the just appreciation of other
evidence. And so also that these records show that the “entering” of
Apprentices came at the end of their period of servitude, and not at its beginning,
when they were mere boys. similarly cuts the ground away from a whole series
of objections to belief in the antiquity of Masonic ritual forms. of which, as a
typical instance, the late Bro. Songhurst’s contribution to the discussion of Bro.
Poole’s paper on Masonic Ritual and Secrets before 1717, recorded in A.Q.C.
for the year 1924, may bc cited.

But to return to the opening statement, which is intentionally provocative :
there have of course been many attempts to deal with the subject in a serious
mood. Some of them by Brethren very ill equipped. some by others with a wealth
of scholarship. but they have all. so to speak. been forlorn hopes—attempts to
carry the position by storm. Most of them have failed because they were based
on some preconceived theory, but they have failed more essentially because such
attempted tours de force arc not capable of attaining to the desired end.

The whole subject, as a matter of fact. is still very much in the same
state as the science of chemistry was in the seventeenth. or the study of anatomy
was in the sixteenth, century. The investigators who laid the foundations of
the scientific treatment of these two subjects were hampered and trammelled,
both within and without, by a body of tradition and by systems of hypotheses
posing as facts. From without by the opposition of the mass of adherents of
the “ orthodox ™ schools, and from within by the very fact that their own intro-
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duction to the subject was through the same traditional doctrines that their genius
led them to question, to test, and here and there to discard, and in doing this
to make some ‘discovery, discern some fact, to which others following them
would add. It would be easily possible to draw parallels in detail ; but, though
it might be of some interest, it does not seem to be necessary to do so here.

The subject as a whole is a very large one. and it is also exceedingly
complex. And besides this there arc special difficulties in the way which have
in part been responsible for the almost medizval isolation of those who have
attempted its investigation. Some of these difficultics are obvious and scarcely
need to be mentioned. One which presents itself immediately is the problem
of dealing with matters that are secret. This. though very great, can by care
and ingenuity be largely, though perhaps not wholly, overcome. Then there is
the difficulty of obtaining essential information, which is closely connected with
the first. But similar difficulties have been an obstacle to the pioneers in every
science. Further there is an enormous amount of rubbish still to be cleared
away which conceals and smothers what we wish to discover. And there is also
the psychological obstruction, very hard to realisc or to estimate, that arises
from the fact our ritual systems are living, and that we ourselves are subiject
to the tendencies and influences which have made them what they are. and
which are still active and operative and are making them imperceptibly into
something clse to fit a constantly changing mental, social and economic environ-
ment. And then, most surprising of all, there is the purely artificial difficulty
created by our refusal or neglect to use means that lie at hand. without which
no worthwhile results can ever be obtained.

This last statement must of course be justified. Broadly there are two
methods which lie at hand and which have not been used, or at least used only
sporadically and with great timidity. There is first the mass of anthropological
material waiting to be brought 10 bear on our problems by the procedure and
with the critical precautions that have been cvolved for its use. 1 am very
fully: aware that this material is under grave suspicion by historically-minded
Masonic students. and this is not surprising, for in the main those who have
essayed it were not only uncritical but too often not really at home with the
facts they sought to use. And more than this, they have almost all of them
been attempting to prove some preconceived hypothesis of whence the ritual was
derived or of what it really was or ought to be. But this is obviously no logical
reason for refusing to use this material. The following remark by Miss Janet
Bacon is & propos on this point:—

The whirligig of iime has brought its revenges. and the historian
to-day goes to the tales discarded by his predecessor for a far from
contemptible part of his material ; folk-lore has become an historical
science, and mythology is acknowledged to be instructive, if not
literally true.' '

As a matter of fact Masonic scholarship is merely behind the times in
this ; in the general field of Anthropology the same phases have already been
passed through. I am tempted to make another very pertinent citation which,
referring to mythology in general. is equally applicable to the subject of ritual.

. religion in general and mythology in particular has suffered
much at the hands of would-be rationalists. The really reasonable
method of solving such problems is to abjure ingenious guesses. get
back to the carliest ascertainable form of the myth and seek to
understand it in comparison with other analogous myths.?

1J. R. Bacon: The Vovage of the Argonauts, p. 3.
2 A. B. Cook: Zeus. vol. 1, p. 418.
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Masonic ritual is not an isolated phenomenon. without father, without
mother, without pedigree, after the order of Melchisedec. Ritual is one of the
most universal and pervasive concomitants of human culture : so much so that
very often its very existence is not realized or observed. We feel a wind, but
normally we are. quite unconscious of the air. Ritual appears to attain to its
greatest luxuriance among primitives and savages. Civilization seems generally
to loosen its bonds and to attenuate its development, to concentrate it into certain
departments of life and to clothe it in ceremonial. And yet even civilized man
(if he really exists) does not seem to be able to do without it entirely. But it
does appear that, as the level of culture rises, the tendency is to restrict the arca
of its influence and to loosen the compulsive character of its bonds.

Ritual is a genus. and comprises many species ; Masonic ritual is a
variety of one of these species. The study of human anatomy required for its
full development the rise of the science of comparative anatomy. We require
for the elucidation of the problems connected with the evolution of Masonic
ritual a science of comparative ritual—which does not yet exist. But this should
be only an incitement to take the first steps towards creating one. An immense
amount of material for the purpose has been put on record. and a very considerable
part of it is available in books not too inaccessible : the canons for its use have
been developed in comparative mythology and folk-lore, and these are just as
scientific as the most rigid methods of history in its strictest scnse : and, this
being so, there seems to be no reason why we should fear to adopt them
if they promise to yield the results that we seek. But we must religiously abstain
from “ ingenious guesses ™.

The other discipline we require is that of literary criticism, both the lower
and the higher. This would naturally be required in the discussion of evidence
generally, but [ refer especially (o the criticism of documents relating strictly to
Masonic ritual. It has been employed, it is true, in dealing with the MS.
Constitutions, and in minute detail. It is therefore all the more singular that
it has been so neglected in dealing with our ritual documents. The neglect of
it here seems almost a perversity. while the still more complete neglect of the
comparative study of Masonic rituals in general would appear to be due to a
kind of blindness. Another instance, one must suppose, of the obvious remaining
unnoted.

Of course it is to be understood that | speak of what has been published,
and is available—morc or less—to the student. Of what individuals, or perhaps
groups, may have done privately it is impossible to say anything. But the subject
is too large to be dealt with by one alone: as in other branches of knowledge
it must be—it can only be—by the intensive and systematic work of many that
the desired results are to be obtained.

Now there are existing as many different ritual systems as there are Grand
Lodges. Jurisdictions or Obediences. Fortunately, however, at least to begin
with, there is no nced to deal with them all. But therc are three main sub-
divisions, varieties or tvpes, under which most of the particular systems can be
classed, although of these many individual forms are hybrid. and almost all have
suffered contamination from other types.

These three varieties are: first, that which is found in most places under
the British Empire. which for convenience alone I shall call English. Secondly.
that which is found in the United States. which is there usually called the ** York ™
rite, a convenient term, cven if its strict propriety may be questioned : and.
thirdly, that which is generally followed by the rest of the Masonic world. which
again for convenience I shall call French. As a matter of fact, most European
countries derived their modes of working from France. either directly or indirectly.
Those of Germany are hard to classify : there have been so many revisions and
reforms. and the contemporary English forms have in a number of cases been
followed : as a result there are, or were. more hybrid forms in that country than



6 Transactions of the Quatuor Coronati Lodge.

anywhere clse. About Scandinavian work 1 know very little, but from such
direct information as 1 have obtained from Brethren of the Danish and Swedish
Obediences, the first three degrees would secem to be of the French type. The
Irish forms would appear to be basically the same as the “York™ Rite. with
much superficial contamination from the English type, and with this we might
perhaps class the forms followed in Bristol and some old Scottish lodges, though
with even more borrowing from the English type : all of which would seem not
only natural but also inevitable. The American workings have also borrowed
a good deal from England, through the medium of Preston’s Ilustrations.
Hutchinson's Spirit of Masonry and like frequently republished and widely
distributed books. All this is rather dogmatic perhaps, but this is hardly the
place to justify it-—it would take too much space—so 1 hope that it will be
accepted tentatively for the sake of the argument. The sequel perhaps will do
something towards the establishment of the division thus postulated.

TERMS AND DEFINITIONS

In discussions upon the subject of masonic forms much confusion has
often arisen, I believe, owing to the fact that no precise terminology has yet been
agreed upon. This has led to misunderstandings as to meaning. and also. one
suspects, to vague and imprecise thinking. There are a number of important
distinctions that should be made, and kept in mind. 1 would not like to say
that the designations that 1 have used to mark these distinctions are the most
appropriate, and | would never drecam of insisting upon them if others were
thought to be better; but upon the distinctions themselves 1 certainly would
insist. We have a number of terms in use. as ritual. ceremony, usage. form.
work, and the like, which are to a large extent used as if they were synonymous.
I propose the following schema, which 1 have used elsewhere. as a set of terms
to distinguish several different kinds of thing that are most often vaguely grouped
under the name “ ritual °. The primary and most important distinction is between
ritual proper (to which T would limit the term strictly) and ceremonial. Ritual
is the nucleus round which the whole complex of ceremonial, formality and
instruction arises and evolves. Ritual is distingnished by the notes that it is
essential : it cannot, for the purpose of the whole, be omitted or abridged. Tt
always consists in two parts, or, as it might be said, it is dual in character.
There is something said and somecthing done. A verbal formula accompanying
an action. It is. however. true that the formula may be expanded until it almost
overwhelms the action. or conversely it may be so rcduced that it can easily
remain unobserved if onc is not looking for it. 1In fact. the state of the formula
is much less stable than the action ; which is also natural considering the ease
with which the spoken word may be expanded or modified. I may say here in
passing that this distinction between ritual and ceremonial is general. and not
based on Masonic usages alone. or cven especially. These two parts or aspects
of ritual inseparably belong to each other : they are counterparts, each expressing
in its own way the basic idea or purpose of the rite or form. The formula puts
into words the meaning of the action, while the action is an expression of the
significance of what is said. In the later and more sophisticated stages the action
is in fact symbolic. Originally it was a good deal more than symbolism—it
worked ex opere operato ; but it would lead us too far aficld to go into that here.

In distinction from ritual, cercmony or cercmonial is not essential. it may
be elaborated or curtailed at convenience, may. even be dispensed with altogether.
It. too. however, may consist in both speech and action. but the relationship is
quite inessential. Ceremonial consists primarily, and always in the main. in
additional forms to enhance the solemnity and to add to the dignity and impressive-
ness of the ritual proper. Ceremonial may. however. develop where there is no
question of ritual in the sense defined.
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There are also three or four other convenient terms that may be mentioned.
There are certain things that may be regarded as necessary, often enough imposed
by external authority, which are neither ritual nor, properly speaking, ceremony,
though they may be and often are done formally. The reading of the charges
to the Master elect, the formal questions asked of the Candidate, and most of
the procedure of opening a lodge are instances. These I.call * Forms .

The whole complex of ritual, with its added ceremony and forms, may
be designated a *“Rite”: and a book. what in French would be a cahier, or
rituale in Medizval Latin, to avoid confusion 1 call a “ Formulary ”. There is
yet one other accompaniment to ritual frequently found, especially in the more
developed and later forms, which should be distinguished. as it cannot be put
under any of the previous heads. and that is  Instruction ™. Tn Masonic usages
the explanations, eulogiums, moralizings and exhortations may be designated by
this term. or if preferred, by Explanation. Under this heading the greater part
of the catechetical Lectures would be placed.

Perhaps there was really no need in this paper to have given all of the above
proposed technical terminology ; but, as they represent distinctions that are
necessary for definite expression and clear thinking on the whole subject. T do
not think it really out of place to give them here, even if some of them are
not necessary for presenting what follows.

USES OF THE WORD “LODGE™

The question next arises as to procedure. A formally logical exposition
would be to begin at the beginning and trace the various stages downwards.
But unfortunately the beginning is an unknown quantity, and to do this would
require that we start from an assumed hypothesis. To avoid this it will be more
practical to work from the present backwards so far as we can towards the
beginning. This procedure also has the advantage of making the starting point
at what will be known, in part, to every Mason. 1 say in part because, very
generally, Masons are familiar only with the usages of their own lodges. while
the method to be adopted requires the use of each of the three typical rites.
It is to be understood that in the main I shall refer to only one representative
variant formulary for the “ English” and “ York ” rites respectively. For the
French or European it will be found necessary to use several.

After these preliminaries, which, while perhaps tedious, are not without
purpose, we come to the particular subject of the paper. It has been chosen
for several reasons. For one, the Lodge is not now regarded by Masons as in
itself a secret or mystery. For another. it is a fairly compact and distinct
subject : that is. we do not have to take into consideration everything else in
the body of traditions. usages and mysteries that is Freemasonry in order to
elucidate it. And finally it is an important strategic point from which to make
an attack on the problems of the whole complex. The Lodge is intimately and
essentially connected with the ritual of initiation, and the latter cannot be
comprehensively studied without an understanding of its chief pre-requisite, the
place prepared and set apart for its performance.

The term, however, is ambiguous. Like an analogous word, “ Church ™.
it is regularly used in two distinct, though related. senses. *“ Church ™ also signifies
a place of assembly for certain purposes as well as the group of people who
there assemble, who have a right there to assemble and which is organized for
this purpose. The difference between the two terms in this respect is that while
the word ecclesia (from which the word Church is derived) means primarily the
assembly itself, secondarily the organization of those who form the assembly,
and lastly is applied to the place where the assembly is held : while on the
other hand. the word lodge, as it has always been used in English, means first,
and always in common usage, a place of shelter. a more or less temporary
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harborage or dwelling. Tt is in the sense of a building in which Masons worked.
a workshop, an atelier, that the term is used in Medi@val building accounts and
contracts and like documents. This has so often been brought out that it can
hardly be necessary to cite instances. Nor yet that in the Old Charges the word
is also used in this same sense, and not in that of an organization. On the
other hand, in the OIld Catechisms it is with this latter meaning that it is
apparently employed, at least to the extent that we are told (in most of them)
how many Masons are required to form a lodge. It also appears that the lodge
is regarded as a place, but not specifically as a building in which the group
concerned assembled. In the extant minutes and other records prior to the
Grand Lodge era, the word also appears to refer to the organized group of
Masons with a very few exceptions, such as, for example, the Aberdcen reference
to the “ outfeild Lodge in the mearnes in the parish of negg at the scounces at
the poynt of the ness ”, which is evidently a place but not a building, for earlicr
in the Statutes it is ordained that “no lodge be held in a house . . . but
in the open fieldes except it be ill weather. . . .7' From 1716 or 1717 the
word has of course been used in both of these senses. This barec summary of
well-known facts will be all that is necessary and probably more than is necessary,
for all who are likely to read this.

In an English version of the catechetical Lectures now current it is said
that a Lodge of Freemasons is “an assemblage of the Brethren met to expatiate
on the mysteries of the Craft”. This has no counterpart in the European
tradition so far as 1 know, but there is a corresponding statement in the *“ York ”
Lectures given as answer to the question “ What is a Lodge ? ™ It is said that
it is a certain number of Masons assembled under specified conditions, but no
purpose is referred to. This, as will appear, is a continuation of the tradition
embodied in most of the earlier documents. and at the same time marks a stage
of development along the same line as appears in the English lectures. In regard
to the latter it may be pointed out in passing that this organized body (the
organization is obviously understood) assembles, not to transact any business or
engage in any work, but either to learn about or to discuss the matters referred
to. A purpose generally nullified by modern practice !

In the official formulary of the Grande Loge de France there appears a
rubric or preliminary note which begins with the following phrase—I give it for
the sake of completeness :—" The Lodge, or better, the Temple . . .7 (La
Loge ou mieux le Temple . . ), and it goes on to describe what must be
an ideal hall or chamber arranged and decorated for Lodge meetings. for it
hardly seems possible that so elaborate a building could often be provided even
by the richest Lodges. The arrangement and decorations however are no more
than a presentment of a desirable realization in an actual chamber of the
traditional description of the Lodge found in the Catechism. The formulary of
the Grand Orient has a very similar description of the place desiderated for a
Lodge to meet, but it begins “ La salle ou se tient la L... se nomme le Temple.”
But the original description of the Lodge has been dropped. with much else,
from the catechetical instructions in this rite.

CONSECRATION AND DEDICATION

There is another use of the word Lodge. one which is very seldom in our
minds. which yet remains obscurely in our formularies, English and American.
in reference especially to the inauguration or so-called consecration of a Lodge.
It first appears in the dedication of Freemasons' Hall in 1776. an account of which
was published in the Gentleman's Magazine for May of that year. The forms
then used, adapted for the inauguration of particular lodges, were given by

' Miller: Notes on the Earlv History and Records of the Lodge, Aberdeen. pp.
59. 63.
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Preston in his lllustrations, though in which edition it first appeared 1 am unable
to say. It would be of interest to determine the original source of these ceremonies.
I imagine. whatever ancient material may have been incorporated and adapted,
it was a compilation of the period, arranged in the first place for the dedication
of the Hall. Tt has no counterpart in European usages; for., although there
also very elaborate dedication ceremonies have been cvolved. these have no
resemblance to the English form, and are conceived on entircly different lines.

The ceremony migrated to America, most probably through Preston’s
work : and, so far as 1 can discover. it first appears independently in Webb's
Monitor in 1797. Webb “lifts ™" it almost verbatim from his predecessor, as a
good deal else besides, though, to his credit be it noted, he gives a full acknowledg-
ment of his borrowings. Jeremy Cross, one of Webb's disciples. in his Masonic
Chart reproduces it from his teacher—also with acknowledgment. Since then
it has been reproduced again and again in various handbooks. official and
unofficial, in both the United States and in Canada.

The point to which all the preceding is leading up to is the use of the
word " lodge ™. We have it naturally in both of the usual senses already discussed.
but it also appears with an entirely different meaning. and one which to most
Masons has become strange and unfamiliar ; it refers to something that is portable,
which can be carried in a procession. is veiled. is set in the middle of the lodge-
room, and which is in fact the centre of the ensuing ceremony. Of course the
reference is well known, vet this significance of the word is the last one we think
of when we hear or sec it.

It is to be observed that neither in Preston nor in the Gentleman's
Magazine is there the least indication of what “the Lodge ™ may have been.
So far as the accounts go it is as closely veiled in silence as in the ceremony it
was by ““white sattin 7. This reserve has led to some curious speculation. In
Mackey's Encyclopeedia, for example, it is said (under ** Lodge ) that the third
use of the word is for an article of furniture, a box or chest made in imitation
of the Ark of the Covenant. and it is briefly added that this piece of furniture
is used only in certain ceremonies, such as the constitution and consecration of
new lodges.

Mackey. however, has always to be taken with some caution unless other-
wise confirmed when he deals with the esoteric side of the Craft. He is the
upholder of an orthodoxy, that of the * York ” rite, strongly tinctured with that
called ancient and accepted and Scottish. In his time the pundits. the Brahmin
caste, of American Masonry—that is, the general body of Lecturers. Grand and
otherwise, Custodians of the Work, Committees on Ritual. and the like—were
seeking, possibly not really knowing what they were engaged in doing. to root
out all the older traditions that did not fit into the logical development of the
“ Body of Masonry "—-as they conceived it.

In this particular case there was no nced at all for " ingenious guesses ™.
When Webb reproduced the ceremonial of consecration from Preston he added
an explanatory foot-note to the word “lodge™. A very brief one, but quite
sufficient at the period. It consisted in one word, * Flooring”. When later Cross
reproduced Webb he at this place incorporated Webb's gloss into the text, which
now runs, “* Two brethren carrying the Flooring or Lodge.” But he also in his
turn added a foot-note. again of one word only—" Carpet”. This also was
sufficiently explicit at the time and place. for to American Masons this would
be the Master’'s Carpet. laid on the floor before him : this was. as in theory it
still is. a general combined chart of all the symbols of the three degrees.

It has already been remarked that nothing like this ceremony obtained
in Europe, but it does not appear to have been universal even in the British
Isles. For TIreland T cannot say, but the only Scottish formulary I have seen
which includes the forms for the inaugration of a new lodge says specifically in
a rubric, * The Consecration clements are then sprinkled on the Lodge-Room ™,

.
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and not on the Lodge, of which, as a separate moveable object, there is no
mention. From all this it would appear that this ceremonial, as it stands, is
really of quite modern origin, and 1 am inclined tentatively to the conclusion.
that, as already remarked. it was specially arranged in the first place for the
dedication of Freemasons’ Hall, and then adapted by Preston for general use
on the appropriate occasions. But whether this were so or not it does not follow
that no traditional clement was incorporated and developed. The processions,
and the “ Lodge ” itself, can hardly be accounted for in any other way, though
the carrying of the latter in the procession was, it is hardly to be doubted,
something new. Veiling it can naturally be accounted for by the fact that much
of the ceremony was public. in the sense that ladies and other non-Masons were
present. This. or rather the re-veiling after the “ consecration”, does not seem
to fit, in fact is meaningless, in the generalized ceremony, in which it is usually
specifically understood that none but Masons are present.

Now this carefulness to “ hele ” the sacrum called the Lodge from the
eyes of the uninitiated and profane seems to have some relation to the explanation
of a certain point in the preparation which is given in the “ York ” catechetical
instructions ; it is said that upon a certain contingency arising the recipient
might **have been conducted out of the Lodge without being able to discover
the form thereof.” It will hardly be necessary to cite a corresponding statement
in English formularies, though it is to be noted that the circumstances to which
this last is said to refer are not those supposed in the American Lectures.
This is probably an indication that neither explanation is original. especially as
there is no parallel to them in European instructions. But they do embody the
ancient tradition that this “form” with its concomitants was itself a mystery
to be scrupulously concealed from the profane. T would here remark incidentally
that this is not an isolated case. No one. I think, can compare the three main
types of formulary and instructions in their various stages of evolution and fail
to be impressed with the tenacity of group memory for ideas and phrases, and
their recurrence in unexpected places apart entirely from their original context
and significance.

We can now come to the consideration of what the three typical sets of
instructions have to say about the Lodge. We have already noted that the
English variant says quite explicitly that it is a group of Masons assembled for
a certain purpose, and that the American equivalent says that it is such a group
met under certain condittons. This appears to be a development in the explanation
of what is implicit in earlier forms, in which. however, it is the forming the
Lodge that is the point emphasized. Such changes are normal in the evolution
of a rite under changed circumstances. )

LATER EUROPEAN TRADITION

After considering alternatives | have decided that the most convenient
and perspicuous way of dealing with the records is to take them by periods.
These periods will be approximately equivalent in the three traditions. The first
will be from the present time back to the beginning of the nineteenth century.
when in the English speaking Masonic world there was much adjustment and
re-arrangement consequent on the reconciling the feud between “ Ancients ™ and
“Moderns . Somewhat earlier there were changes and reforms in Europe in
.re-action to the claims of the hauts grades and to the after effects of the collapse
of the Strict Observance. The second period will be roughly the last seventy
years of the eighteenth century, a little less for Europe actually. But precise
dating cannot be made, the times given are properly periods, relatively brief
perhaps, when there was a quickened tempo of change and reform and develop-
ment. Between these times of change things appear to have been quite fairly
static, with no marked changes apparent. The third division will be the indefinite



The Lodge. 11

one from about 1730 to so far back as such records as we have may be supposed
to go.

We will begin then with the Grand Orient. though only for completeness.
and to show the process of atrophy at work. It is rather marked at the point
we are to consider, though it must not be supposed that atrophy is peculiar to
France or to Europe. The same kind of thing has happened both in Britain
and America, though not, as it happens, in respect of the Lodge. And here it
may be remarked that, generally, a great deal of the change and development
in the various rites and formularies has been due to some prevailing hypothesis
or theory—mnot of course always and everywhere the same—as to what Masonry
was. or should be. and to the logical working out of the consequences of such
preconceived ideas. Pure reason, without knowledge, has in a multitude of
instances played havoc with ancient usages and traditions. Things that did not
fit, or could not be fitted into the scheme, whatever it may have been, were
cither discarded or relegated to an obscure position in the background. But to
return to the Grand Orient and its instructions relative to the Lodge, over and
above the desiderata for a lodge-room carlier referred to. We are told that the
Lodge is in length from east to west, in breadth from north to south, and after
some explanations the two great pillars of the Temple are mentioned and briefly
described. Then the loge just et parfait, and the three. five and seven who
respectively direct, enlighten and render it just and perfect are spoken of with
brief elucidations. And ihis is all. Though in the second grade the étoile
flamboyante is spoken of. However, the formulary of this body in 1858 tells
us a good deal more. Tn corresponding places it is here said that the shape of
the Lodge is a regular parallelogram. its length lies east and west. its breadth
north and south, its height is from the zenith to the nadir, that is to say. from
the earth’s surface to infinity. We are then informed that a lodge is a secret
place where Freemasonry shelters itself to conceal its work. This is all told to
the Apprentice, but the Companion is further informed that there are three
ornaments in the lodge : the mosaic pavement, the flaming star and the tessellated
border. There are also six jewels : those called moveable are the S., L., and
PR., and the others are the brute stone, the cubic stone and the tracing board.
The apprentice works on the first, the companions try their tools on the sccond.
while the T.B. is of course for the master.

Under the Grande Loge de France the formulary now, or at least recently,
in ecxistence is not, I believe, very old as it stands. but it is much more
conservative. The subject is here introduced by the query. “ Where do you
work 2 Then it is inquired, ** How is your lodge constructed ? " and we are
told that it is a long square (carré long) which extends from east to west, of
which the breadth is from north to south, its height from the earth to the heavens
and the depth from the surlace to the centre. It is covered by an azure vault
parsemée d’étoiles where the sun and moon *“circulate ”. This vault is supported
on twelve beautiful columns, but the lodge itself is founded {(forndée) on three
strong pillars, which are W.. S.. and B.. and represented by three great lights
placed in the east. south and north respectively. The question follows, “ What
more is to be remarked in your lodge ?” and in answer to this we arc told
of a porch (portique) elevated on three steps ; of two bronze columns with capitals
adorned with pomegranates, of a brute stone, a cut stone called la pierre cubique
a pointes (sic), a square, compass, level and plumb, a mallet and chisel. a table
called the planche a tracer and three windows. In the east is the sun and moon,
and the lodge is girt (ceinte) with an ornament called la houppe dentelée. This
is all communicated in the first grade. In the second there is no special or
significant reference to the lodge. beyond (as we found in the case of the Gr. Or))
a reference to the flaming star, though we are further told that within it is the
letter “ G 7, which signifies Geometry. Curiously. too, there is no further mention
of the bronze columns in this place.

3



12 Transactions of the Quatuor Coronati Lodge.

In Ragon’s Cahiers of the symbolic degrees. which probably represent
very closely the forms followed in lodges under the Grand Orient before the
promulgation of the official formulary of 1858 previously cited. we find the
following rubric under the heading of ** Disposition and Decoration of the Lodge ™.
(This is probably the forerunner of the like notes in later formularies which have
been alluded to above.)

Mosaic PAVEMENT on which is traced, in the middle of the
Temple somewhat towards the ecast. the drawing (tableau) of the
lodge. At each meeting this mysterious drawing will be traced with
chalk, and after the work it will be cffaced with a slightly moistened
sponge. This is a means of avoiding the expense of a painted tableau
which might possibly fall into the hands of the profane.

The author then goes on to enumerate the objects to be thus represented

1. The seven steps of the Temple. 2. The two mysterious columns with their
monograms I. and B. Between them. at the height of the capitals, a compass
open. the points up. 3. At the left, the pierre brute, to the right. the pierre
cubique a pointe . between the shafts of the columns the entrance to the Temple
is shown. 4. Above the capitals. the P.R. is placed on the left, and the L. on
the right. 5. Abovc these to the left. the moon; to the right, the sun, and
between them the Sq. At the foot of the drawing, the T.B. 6. At the top.
un ciel parsemée d’étoiles ; the whole surrounded by the houppe dentelée, and
finally. three windows. 1In the corresponding rubric for the Compagnon. some
of the above items are differently placed. and to the implements are added.
mallet and chisel. rule and crowbar. It is specially noted that the two columns
are not in the second grade surmounted by pomegranates, but by two spheres .
and the flaming star now appears in the east. and within it the letter “ G ™

In the instructions or catechism for the Apprentice the references to the
lodge arc grouped together in a very long answer to a general demand for
explanation. The rough stone, la pierre brute, is slightly referred to and is said
to represent the apprentice. The two columns are more fully dealt with, and
the pomegranates which surmount them are mentioned : the mosaic pavement
is explained as symbolizing the union between Masons of all races. and also
the mixture of good and evil in the journey of life. The lodge is further said
to be a long square. The orient represents thc Master. the sun and moon the
Wardens, which is why these three principals are called fumiiéeres. Their badges
of office are explained and are said to be called moveable jewels. These threce
officers also symbolically represent the threc great pillars of W., S and B. In
the instruction in the second degree the letter “G” and the flaming star are
explained, as also the indented tassel (houppe dentelée) and the cubic stone.

This division of the information concerning the lodge is somewhat peculiar,
and may have been influenced by the work ascribed to Guillemain de St. Victor.
Before dcaling with this we may briefly consider some German catechisms. The
first is, 1 think, comparatively quite recent. and is probably based mainly upon
Schroeder’s rite. It is much attenuated. We are told that the Lodge has three
great lights. which a note equates with the ‘‘necessary furniture™ of the
instructions of the Grosse Landesloge, and this consists of the H.B., S. and C.
It has also three “small” lights. which are said to be three candles set within
the form (wmrisse) of the *long square ™ (langlich vierreck). in the E.. W. and
S.. and these are said to stand for the sun, moon and master of the lodge. The
lodge has the form of a right-angled long square, from E. to W., between N.
and S.. from the earth to heaven and from the surface of the globe to its middle
point. It rests on ihres great pillars, which are W., S. and B. Tt has two classes
of jewels., moveable and immoveable. The first set comprises the S., L. and
P.R., because all signs of Free-Masons are formed through or by means of these.
The immoveable jewels are the rough or unwrought stone, the cubic stone and
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the drawing board or table. 'This is all that is said in this place. Later on,
in the second instruction, it is said that the Fellow {Gesell) works on the cubic
stone, but there is nothing about the two pillars or the letter “ G, as we might
have expected. Development or progress has in this case been in the direction
of elimination, it would seem.

In the formulary of the Grosse Landesioge of about 1830 the catechism
of the first grade is very curiously divided, and 1 know of nothing quite analogous
to the arrangement. There is first a group of 39 questions under the heading
of general (allgemein), then come 24 allotted to the Senior Warden (erste
Aufseher) ; 27 to the second Aufseher, which devclop a fantastic and far from
profound time symbolism : 19 are allotted to the Secretary and 18 to the Orator,
there are 5 for the Treasurer, 7 for the Director of Ceremonies. and finally a
set assigned cspecially to the Apprentice. Not only is the instruction divided
among these officials, but the matter has been arranged so that to some extent
(not wholly consistently worked out) cach subject is developed progressively from
one officer to another. The information about the lodge is distributed between
the first, fourth, fifth and last of the above divisions. There appears to be no
object in following this arrangement for our purpose. but I give the substance
of the relevant answers in the same order as they come in the different groupings.

We are told. then, that the Freimaurer-Tafel (which is the French tapis,
or the old English * flooring ) is enclosed in a border, and that the cardinal
points are marked. The lodge has as necessary furniture (as has already been
noted) the H.B., S. and C. Three Brethren give it form (gestalt), five improve
it and seven make it perfect. St. John's Lodge is situated in * Josaphat-vale”
where never a woman has babbled. no lion has roared, no cock crowed. and no
dog barked. This valley is in the promised land between the two peaks of a
great mountain ; the mountain is Zion and the peaks Zion and Moriah. The
lodge has three windows, E.. W. and S. Tt is supported by three pillars, S., W.
and B. Its length is from E. to W, its breadth from N. to S.. its height is an
uncounted number of ells (unzdhlige menge Ellen). its depth from the outmost
circumference of the earth to its centre. It is covered with a heavenly curtain
(decke) bestrewn with golden stars. Then it has three ornaments, the glittering
(or brilliant) star, the lace-trimmed fringe (this is said to be on the curtains or
veils in the Holy of Holics) and the mosaic pavement. It has moveable and
immoveable jewels, the first being those we have already several times come
across. the immoveable are the rough and cubic stones and the drawing board.
The cubic stone is for the Gesell to sharpen his and the Apprentice’s tools.
Further, the sun and moon are represented in order to serve as an example to
each Freemason Rirter (knight), but in what way is not said, and finally the
working tools are moralized.

The German formularies—there are many of them—are, as has already
been remarked, chicfly derived from the French tradition. or have it as a ground-
work, but some of them are really mongrel, owing to successive reformations,
which in some cases werc much influenced by contemporary English working,
but also made in the light of pure theory as to what Masonry should be.

We may now carry the French tradition back to 1780. The set of
catechisms already mentioned. those of Guillemain de St. Victor, first appeared
in 1781, and from then to 1810 successive editions appcared, on an average,
in less than every two vears. Even if the editions were small. a very con-
siderable demand is cvident, and there can be no doubt that this work had a
very considerable influence. De St. Victor has been supposed to have invented
largely, but 1 believe that this is an exaggerated view. He writes as a reformer.
and he had a theory—not very tenable—and he probably did make some changes :
but changes in order and ascription are not properly inventions, and such
modifications have been going on everywhere since 1717 to the present, and
the process is by no means at an end. Small, imperceptible changes, unnoticed
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for the greater part. but which, accumulating in accord with a prevailing tendency.
amount to a good deal in the course of a century, or even in a lesser period.

In the work now under consideration we find, so far as I have discovered,
the first re-division subsequent to Prichard of matter concerning the Lodge as
between the first and second degrees. And this new arrangement appears, as
already noted, to have been in part followed by the formularies of the Grand
Orient. It is necessary to remark here, to avoid misapprehension, that 1 am
taking the main line of tradition only. The *problem™ works, such as
Les Francmagons Ecrasés and others, 1 am leaving entircly on one side. Their
purpose, their provenance, their relation to the actual usages among Masons at
the time, all require elucidation before any use can be made of them.

Returning to de St. Victor, in the first instruction the lodge is hardly
more than barely mentioned, and all we are told is that three form it, five render
it just and seven make it perfect. The three are, the Master and the Wardens |
the five arc made up by adding two Master Masons, and the seven by the further
addition of a Compagnon and an Apprentif. However, though the Lodge is not
mentioned in the connection, three great lights are said to have been seen by
the Recipiendaire, and these were placed E., S. and W., and it is also said that
they represent the Sun, Moon and the Master of the lodge. This curtailment
of the instruction in the first grade must be taken as deliberate, as a note appears
at the end of the first catechism to the effect that what has been given comprises
*“ absolutely all the questions ” for the Apprentices.

In the second instruction we find an apparent inconsistency, as between
it and what had already been said. The * perfect " lodge in which the Companion
is received consists of only six. A note combats the idea—prevalent it would
seem—that it should be seven, as in the preceding grade. The argument is a
good example of the application of logic to tradition on the basis of a theory.
The six are apparently arrived at by excluding the apprentice who made up the
seven. This is backed by an appeal to the fact that there are only six lights
placed in this lodge. Those who have examined the series of prints entitled
Assemblée des Francmacons will have noticed that in the Apprentice Lodge there
are three candles set at the appropriate corners of the tapis: while in that of
the Masters there are nine, similarly placed in sets of three. There is no print
(in the early editions) referring to the second grade, which in all probability
hardly had a real existence when they were first designed. [ am inclined to
believe that when the second grade was eventually fully separated from the first,
of which at first it was but a kind of Siamese twin, it appeared a fitting thing
to provide the Companion’s Lodge with six lights in three groups of two. And
this development, proceeding by analogy. thus becomes finally the ground for a
logical deduction that the perfect lodge in the second grade consists only of six.
But this may have been only an argumentum ad hominem. The real solid
argument for the number secems to be the fact above alluded to, that the
apprentice who made up the number seven would necessarily be * removed ™.
as the Chetwode Crawley MS. has it. And this certainly has some show of
reason.

After disposing of the number required, this catechism then deals with
the two pillars, and after this the questions concerning the lodge are asked.
From the answers it appears that the lodge is situated in the valley of Josaphat
in a place where reign Peace, Truth and Unity. It is in form a long square of
the traditional dimensions, differing only in that its height is said to be coudées
without number. It is covered with a canopy spangled with stars, and—this is
unusual—it is supported by two great pillars only, which are Sagesse and Force.
It has as ornaments the mosaic pavement. the indented (or “laced . if preferred)
tassel and the flaming star. It has also the normal jewels, normally ascribed :
the brute stone, as elsewhere, for the apprentice to work on, and the cubic stone
for sharpening the companion’s tools.
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As all this has been transferred from the first to the second degree, the
symbolic letter “ G ” has naturally been pushed on into the third, as also the
three great pillars, W., S. and B. This arrangement was possibly more or less
peculiar to the putative author, but it seems to have *‘caught on” to some
extent, though the inertia of tradition has, as it would appear. neutralized a
good deal of the remainder.

AMERICAN TRADITION

We will now take up the Instructions of the American or “ York ™ rite.
They are, as is natural, much more homogenous on the whole than the European
formularies.  Although, as has already been intimated. there is no exact
uniformity, every Grand Lodge having it own use. These have all, with perhaps
a few exceptions, been revised and modified at various times during the last
hundred years or so. In some jurisdictions no great secret is made of this, but
in others the spirit of orthodoxy refuses to admit that such a thing is even
possible. However, the changes made are for the most part matter of minute
detail—a tithing of mint, anise and cummin—of very little consequence from
any point of view, and of none at all for the present purpose. Such modifications
as are of importance are mostly in reference to the third degree. and betray at
once the logical minds and the ignorance of the revisers.

One Grand Lodge stands out as peculiar in a number of respects, and
in especial it prides itself on the tenacity of its conservatism. One very old
feature is retained, in that the officers stand on the floor of the lodge room in
the same relative positions as they once did about the * flooring ” or **carpet™
(though this has long since been discarded and utterly forgotten), while the C.
is conducted round behind them. But it is curious—perhaps even amusing—
to note that, as if to balance this archaism, all instruction relative to the Lodge
has been eliminated from its formularies.

It may be remarked incidentally that while this ** working ” is supposed
by its adherents to be peculiarly of * Ancient” origin, the $et of catechisms
arranged by John Rohr in 1812 for the benefit of his Brethreniin this particular
Commonwealth are definitely *“ Modern” in character, being|roughly a mean
between Finch and Browne. These catechisms were printed but never published,
being, as a matter of fact, very effectively suppressed. The present formulary
presents a “ Modern ™ sub-structure or skeleton clothed with much material from
the normal American type of work.

To come to this normal type, which is undoubtedly of * Ancient™
derivation, the E.A. is told in the instructions that a Lodge is m certain number
of Masons duly assembled with the H.B.. Sq. and C., together with a charter
empowering them to work. This is a relatively recent addition, of course. The
exact number of Masons required is reserved for the third degree. It is further
said that our ancient Brethren usually met on high hills or in the lowest valleys,
for which a sufficiently inane reason is given, * the better to ciisc%ver the approach
of cowans and eavesdroppers either ascending or descending”. 'To the question,
“ What is the form of the Lodge ? ” the more usual answer now |is “ An oblong ™,
except where some such needless pomposity as * regular parallelopipedon ™ has
been substituted. The lodge has the usual dimensions. which ire to denote the
universality of Masonry, and to this it is sometimes added that it is also to teach
that a Mason’s charity should be equally extensive.

This vast fabric is supported by three grand pillars, W., S. and B.. which
are represented by the W.M., S. and J.Ws. The lodge has as dovering a cloudy
canopy or starry-decked heaven. The ladder of Jacob’s vision is then referred
to, and it is said that its three principal rounds are F.. H. and C. The lodge
has as furniture the H.B., S. and C., and as ornaments the M.P., indented tessel
and B.S. It has three lights placed E., S. and W., but nothing more is said of
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them. presumably they are the three burning tapers in a triangular position by
the light of which the E.A. discovered the three great lights which in this section
appear as furniturc. These lesser lights have previously been said to represent
the sun, moon and master of the lodge. The lodge has the normal groups of
jewels. only the classification has been changed about, and the S., L. and P. (not
PR. in this tradition) are called immoveable. This departure from the normal
seems to have arisen before the beginning of the nineteenth century, but
apparently was not universally accepted in American jurisdictions until after the
Baltimore Convention of 1843, which, by the way, also invented and promulgated
two entirely new * due guards . Tt also advanced a theory of the constitution
or organization of the lodge which has led to a good deal of tinkering with the
deposit of tradition and is still fecund with further innovations. But, returning
to the allocation of the jewels, in some places an attempt to justify or explain
it is made, it being said that the immoveable jewels pertain to the principal officers
whose stations are fixed, while the moveable ones ‘(which are immoveable every-
where else) were placed in the lodge * wherever the convenience of the moment
might direct”. Of course the obvious and straightforward reason for the
distinction was that the S., L. and P. (P.R.) were portable objects carried on the
persons of the principal officers, while the ashlars and drawing board, being
drawn or painted on the “ flooring ', were as patently immoveable as the others
were moveable. Finally the lodge is situated due E. and W. in imitation of
K.S.T., and this it is said was so placed " to perpetuate the remembrance of that
mighty east wind by which the children of Israel were delivered at the passage
of the Red Seca ™. This may be a last faint echo of the wind favourable to Masons.

In the third catechism some additional information is given, not altogether
consistent with what was first taught. We are told again of the three great pillars,
now grand “ Masonic pillars ”, and they represent the first three “ most excellent
Grand Masters ”. The organization of the Craft at the building of the Temple
is then referred to, and following this we learn that E.As. held their lodges on
the chequered pavement or ground floor of the Temple. The E.A. lodge consisted
of seven, one Master and six E.As. The F.C. lodges were held in the M.C,
and consisted of five, two masters and three F.Cs. Lodges of M.Ms. met in
the S.S. or H. of H. and consisted of three M.Ms. This is the most usual account,
I believe ; there is another in vogue in which it is said that each class of lodge
requires three M.Ms., with the addition of four E.As. or two F.Cs. respectively
to form lodges of those grades.

The American formularies of the early nineteenth century were in the
main much the same as those of to-day. in spite of the modifications that have
been alluded to. In respect of the lodge there is hardly any change. There are
two small points worth noting, however. The present-day instructions refer to
a lodge or the lodge, but the older ones speak always of your lodge. This usage
appears in the European tradition. though no particular attention was drawn to
it. The other change is in the first question of the E.A. catechism. The most
usual modern form is, “ Whence come you as an E.A.? 7 or ** As an E.A. from
whence come you ?” and the answer is, * From the lodge of the holy Saints
John of Jerusalem ”. But the older catechisms—and the phrase is still current
in at least one Jurisdiction—is * Whence come you as a Mason ? > This is much
more nearly in accord with the original tradition. and the change above-noted
marks a tendency to depart from it which is still operative, if we may judge from
arguments offered here and there as to the rcal status of the E.A. and F.C.

Before the last years of the eighteenth century there is no evidence but
a few references as to the nature of the forms current. The fact that editions
of Prichard and J. and B. appeared in various places may offer some clue,
especially as the latter are the more numerous. But there is little doubt that
the prevailing mode of working was *“ Ancient ”. The healing of the great schism
resulted in the main in the complete disuse of that of the “Moderns ™ where
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that may have existed, with the exception already mentioned. This seems natural
enough, as there are indications that many, if not the majority, of “ Modern”
lodges in America had in fact really followed ** Ancient” forms without perhaps
realizing it. The outcome was just the reverse to what it was in England, where
the *“Modern”™ arrangement and phraseology largely prevailed, although of
course in certain essentials there was a reversion to what the *“ Ancients” had
so strenuously upheld.

The catechisms printed in 1760 (the 7Three Distinct Knocks, etc.) were
professedly * Ancient ”. They re-appeared with some slight changes in 1762, and
in this form were preceded by what purported to be a description of the usages
of the “Moderns”. This last was a compilation of excerpts from a much
reprinted French work of 1745." On the salient points of difference the catechisms
were also *“Modernized ". These catechisms were frequently reprinted under
various titles during the next forty years or so, not only in Britain but also in
America. In these catechisms we find the F.C. grade is still poverty-stricken,
having little in it but consideration of the two pillars of brass, and dissertations
upon these would seem to have been ad libitum. Much that is now part of the
second degree instruction was here briefly treated in the first catechism. But so
far as the lodge is concerned we find in the normal connection that it is made
by a certain number of Masons ** met together to work ', which should be noted.
The number may be three, five, seven or eleven, and reasons are given for each
designated number. Then comes the question, ** What form is your lodge ? ”
and in answer it is said that it is an oblong square. It is of the usual dimensions,
and its depth significs the universaiity of Masonry. It is situated E. and W.
and is supported by the three great pillars, W.. S. and B. These are again
referred to, as in the later “ York ™ formularies. in the instructions in the third
degree. where the pillars represent the three principal officers. Then it is asked,
“ Had you any covering in your lodge ? 7 and this is answered. * Yes. a cloudy
canopy of divers colours, or the clouds.” Finally we are told that a Mason’s
wind blows cast and west. All this, so far as it goes, is close to the *“ York ™
instructions. But it also appears to be deficient. This is not surprising. seeing
that the original compiler gives warning that hc has left out a good deal that
he thought unimportant.

ENGLISH TRADITION

We now at last come to the English tradition, which, as remarked before,
| take to be prevailingly *“ Modern ™ in arrangement and phraseology. The form
of the lodge has apparently been for some reason dropped from the catechisms
now current, but in the first narrative instruction it is said that it is a * regular
parallelopipedon ™, it stands .on holy ground and is situated due E. and W. Its
dimensions also arc omitted from the catechism. but in the narrative it is said they
are of the normal type. The lodge is supported by the three great pillars, W.,
S. and B., but, as in the American M.M. catechism, they refer to the first threc
Grand Masters. The lodge has as covering a celestial canopy of divers colours
“even as thc hecavens ”. The tendency to * hedge ™. here exhibited. may be
remarked. Jacob’s ladder is then mentioned, and after this we are told that
* the interior of the lodge is composed of ornaments, furniture and jewels ”. This
statement sounds rather curiously when it is considered. It would seem that
it could never have taken this form except in reference to a drawing filled with
pictured emblems and symbols. The ornaments arc the mosaic pavement, blazing
star and the indented or tesselated border. The furniture consists of the V.S.L.
(more generalized than the H.B. of America and Germany) with the square and
compasses. Then, breaking the sequence, we are told that our ancient Brethren
assembled on high hills and (in) low vales, cven in the valley of Jehosaphat. and

VL'Ordre des Frane Magons Trahi.  This will hereafter be cited as L'Ordre Trahi.
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many other secret places. for all which a reason is offered equivalent to that
given in the “ York " rite, and as little convincing. The last clause in the account
seems to be a gloss incorporated in the text. The jewels are those we have
heard of before. perhaps too frequently, and are divided normally. The two
stones are now ashlars, and the one called perfect is used by the ** experienced
craftsman ™ to try and adjust his jewels on. Presumably these are the S., L.
and P.R. explained at length immediately before this. The unwrought ashlar is
for the apprentice to work on. The T.B. as usual is for the master to draw his
plans upon. The greater and lesser lights are not mentioned here, though they
appear elsewhere. and the latter three are there referred to the sun, moon and
master—an ascription we have already seen.

One would judge that there has been as little change in the English
tradition during the last hundred and thirty years as in the American—that is.
in arrangement, content and phraseology. And it is in the latter that the two
types most obviously differ. The *“York ™ rite formulas are fundamentally an
oral tradition, with obsolete terms and quaint archaisms of speech. It is not
exactly vulgar language, but rather basic. The term * vulgar ” is of course used in
its proper sense. The English equivalents on the other hand smell much of the
lamp. They are couched in the rhetorical and somewhat pompous language that
was customary in sermons and moral disquisitions in the eighteenth and early
nineteenth centuries ; the * York " phraseology is rather that of the seventeenth
century. Of course | do not at all mean to say that there are no archaisms
in the English formularies. and no rhetorical orotundities in the American. The
latter have suffered contamination through the medium of such works as Preston’s
Hlustrations and Hutchinson’s Spirit of Masonry, not to speak of Calcott and
Dr. Oliver, but the general effect is as I have said. Rob (he was baptized Rob)
Morris, P.G.M. of Kentucky, one of the most admired. and in his day best-
abused Masons, writing from England during his first (and last) visit, said the
“work ™ in English lodges sounded to him like a grand collection of elegant
literary extracts. | remarked earlier. in reference to the * York ” rite, that to
describe the form of the lodge as a regular parallelopipedon was a pomposity.
It is—in that rite: it is perfectly in keeping in the English working, and this
exactly illustrates the difference in style and vocabulary between the two types.
The long, or oblong. square (the carrée long. the langlich vierreck) is all
unmodified tradition. Timidity led long ago in America to the mutilation of the
old phrase. and the form is now everywhere. so far as | know, called an oblong
simply. But with another though connected reference the phrase still persists in
some places. The same half-educated fear that unusual or obsoletc expressions
arc somehow incorrect has led to other changes. But on preciscly the same
grounds the Bible and Shakespeare need correcting very badly.

The pre-Union instructions arc represented by Browne and Finch, and also
Preston, though his system was so individual that it is almost out of the main
line of descent. But all three were compilers, and the first two authors show
it quite plainly in a certain lack of cohesion and an ecffect of agglomeration in
what they have put together. 1 do not think that any onc of them invented
anything, or even changed anything that they collected. excepting of course such
insertions and slight modifications that a compilation necessarily demands : but
they did to some extent rc-arrange their material. especially Preston. and there
are certainly things in his Sections and Clauses to which 1 have as yet found
no parallel.

As between Browne and Finch there is. for our purpose, nothing to choosc,
and for convenicnce I will exhibit the former. The natural opening question for
the examination is duplicated ; first we have “ As a Mason from whence came
you ? " which is reminiscent of the * York ™ lectures. The answer is * From the
west.,”  This is worked out at length in cxplanation and culogium, and then
comes, “ As a Mason gencrally from whence come you ? ” This seems a very
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naive differencing of variants found in his sources. The answer to this form of
the question is, as in America, *“ From the holy lodge of St. John ™ : except that
here it is the lodge that is holy, not the saint or saints. Further on we hear of
a *just and perfect lodge of Masons ", and are then informed that a lodge *is
an assemblage of Masons, well met, to expatiate on the mysteries of the Craft” :
so that the post-Union formula was not new. Then come the statements that
the Bible makes a lodge just, and seven or more “ regular made” Masons (who
are a Master, two Wardens, two F.Cs., and the rest may be E.As) make it
perfect. Some twenty questions later a reason is given for the Hd-wk.. which is
that a possible recalcitrant *“ might be led out of the lodge without discovering
the form of it.” Then, after about forty questions more, we are told of three
Great Lights, and these are evidently what were later called Lesser, for they
represent the sun. moon and master. It is pretty certain that referring the * Great
Lights " to what in earlier forms composed the necessary furniture is a develop-
ment that emerged about this time. The Great Lights in European tradition have
always been the three candles placed about or on the tapis, tableau or tafel.
For though the new ascription was adopted by all English-speaking Masons,
conservatism has at the same time retained the older description of * furniture ™.
Preston, so far as | can discover, makes no reference to lights at all, except as
a blessing restored, and the H.B., S. and C. are designated furniture. Finch
has it both ways. but at the same time he seems to be confused about it. for
later on. when he makes a reference to great lights. he plainly has in mind the
three candles, or burning tapers, for they enable the E.A., from the N.E. corner.
*“ to discover the form of the lodge . This he calls oblong. Browne, who makes
an cquivalent statement about this discovery, says that it is a parallelogram.
The lodge, as usual. stands east and west, and on holy ground. It is
supported by the three pillars, which have the normal explanation, and they are
referred to the three primitive grand masters. It is covered with a celestial
canopy of divers colours, and the ladder is mentioned. The *interior part”™ of
the lodge. as in more recent lectures. is composed of ornaments, furniture and
jewels. The first two are normal. and are moralized at length. Then (we have
seen the device before) in order to introduce the jewels we are told that our ancient
Brethren used to mect on the highest hills, the lowest dales. even in the valley
of Jehosaphat, or some such secret place. This was so that if a stranger
approached the ** jewels might be put by”, and the next question is introduced
by the observation. *“ As our Antient Brethren were so careful of their jewels
at that time,” how many and of what sort are they ?. This arrangement, an
attempt at logical progression it would seem, must have been retained through the
revisions and experiments at the Union. for we have already come upon it. The
jewels thus introduced are as usual. reasons are assigned for the descriptive
epithets, moveable and immoveable, and finally. after the original dedication of
lodges to King Solomon, we are told at length @ mythical tale of how St. John
the Evangelist became Grand Master, and how St. John the Baptist was his perfect
parallel, so that lodges werc dedicated to both saints. as they still are in America.
Towards the end of the catechism, and this would seem to be its normal place,
the favourable wind is mentioned. and is referred to the passage of the Red Sea.

THE TRADITION IN THE 18rH CENTURY

There were many publications dealing. or purporting to deal, with Masonic
usages which appeared both in England and France from about 1730 till the
end of the century. Some that appeared in England after 1760 are merely:
translations. more or less faithful. of works prceviously published in French. Some
others were much influenced by the French works. For example, The Master-
Key to Free-Masonry is an abridgement of Le Secret des Francs Magons . the
first and descriptive part of J. and B. is madc up almost entirely of scraps from
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L'Ordre Trahi, pieced together out of their original context into a narrative.
Some other works, from both countries, are problems. Of these last, one strongly
suspects, some were pure imagination, though for what purpose published is very
uncertain. Others make one wonder whether there was another stream of tradition
of which we otherwise know nothing. Personally I do not think so, but the
doubt arises.

Some works were republished more or less frequently. others appeared
but once, and they are naturally the most rare. A few. four at most—one might
almost limit it to two—were republished over and over again, under their original
titles and under new ones. These two were Prichard’s Masonry Dissected and
L’'Ordre Trahi, mentioned above. Prichard’s work under the original and other
titles was the most frequently published of any such work. It was translated into
most European languages and repeatedly re-published in most of them. In France.
however, it appearcd only once, in 1738. Apparently the Catechisme and Le
Secret des Francs Macons of 1744 and their combination with additions in 1745
as. L’Ordre Trahi satisfied all demands. From 1760 on Prichard lost favour to
some extent in England under competition with the Three Distinct Knocks under
this and several other titles, while in France the same thing occurred to L'Ordre
Trahi with the advent of the Recueil Precieux de la Magonnerie Adonhiramite.

There are two other French publications that may be worth mentioning,
Le Magon Démasque of 1743 and Le¢ Sceauu Rompu of 1745. The first was
republished in 1751 : this is the only edition 1 have scen. and it is possible it
was “improved . The second work appearcd only once, but I am inclined to
think, nevertheless, that it had some influence. Coming soon after its predecessor.,
the Catechisme, it might seem that the author tried (o bring some order into
the material embodicd. It is rather curious that the carlier production should
have had so much favour when this relatively systematic arangement was still-
born. Another account, earlier it would seem than all the above, must be
mentioned, though the exact date of its first appearance is uncertain. [t is, |
think, the same as the Réception d'un Franc-Magon, supposedly of 1737, but is said
to have been first published in a Parisian journal by the order of Herault, Lieutenant
of Police, after a raid on certain lodges. The Gentieman's Magazine published
what purported to be a translation received from a French correspondent in 1737.
It was republished in France as an addendum to the Réception Mysterieuse in
1738, and again in the Almanach des Cocns in 1741. 1t was again published
in England under the title of Masonry Further Dissected, and absurdly cnough
fathered on Prichard. This document is a very sketchy account of the discoveries
that were alleged to have been made by the Parisian Police, and dwells on such
features as would naturally strike a non-Mason. So far as it gocs it seems o
refer to ccremonies similar to those described in the publications of a few years
later. The only bearing it has on the present inquiry is that it shows that a
diagram or drawing of some kind was in use. It is said that therc was wune
éspace d'éerit sur le plancher ot l'on a crayonné une éspece de representation
sur deux colonnes de debris du Temple de Salomon. This is a very blind
description. The English translation ran: *“a sort of ring on the floor in which
they draw with a pencil upon two columns a sort of representation of the ruins
of Solomon’s Temple ™, but the original hardly warrants the suggcslion that the
marked-out space was cnrcu]ar

In the Catechisme the questions that refer to the lughcr grades arc
mingled without any apparent reason or plan with the general instructions. Some
questions have different answers according to the grade of the examinant. The
matter dealing with the lodge has to be sorted out of this confusion. [ will
mention cach item in the order in which it occurs. Therc are three great lights
which * signify ™ the sun, moon and master. The cxaminant has been in a lodge,
regulated (or regular) and perfect. which is called the Lodge of St. John. This
is situated in the valley of Josaphat, but it is added. “or as others answer 7, it
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is on the summit of a great mountain and in the depth of a great valley, where
no cock has crowed, no woman chattered. no lion roared ; in a word, where all
is tranquil as in the valley of Josaphat. There is a contradiction in the statement
that the lodge is both on a mountain and in a valley: it is not an alternative.
I think the curious statement is due to misapprehension of what was said in an
original that was not in French, and almost as certainly English. The lodge
is founded on three columns, la Sagesse, la Force et lau Beauté. lts form is a
Quarré-long and of the usual dimensions ; it is covered with un Dais céleste,
parsemée d'Etoiles d’or, and it has three windows, E., S. and W. The number
of persons to compose a lodge are three to form it, five to compose it and seven
to render it perfect. These are the master, two wardens, two Companions and
two Apprentifs. There are three ornaments, which are normal. and six jewels
or “precious things 7. These are divided as usual; the pierre brute is for the
apprentices, the pierre cubique a pointe is to sharpen the Companion’s tools.
Finally. at the very end it is said that it is asked of a stranger seeking admission,
“ From whence come you ? " to which question the answer is “ From the Lodge
of St. John.” This is followed by a form of salutation, such as is found in the
earlier documents. but in a simpler phraseology. Actually, in spite of the fact
that it exhibits in places a fair amount of development in explanations and
incipient moralitics, the Carechisme is of the same kind as the other examinations
and catechisms, and, but for the bulk of the extraneous descriptive matter and
comment added by the compiler and his predecessors. would probably have been
so classed long ago.

In the three instructions of the Scean Rompu the material, very much the
same as that found in the Catechisme, has been systematically divided between
the three grades, and though the division is peculiar in some respects it is in
regard to the lodge quite normal. with the exception that the questions relative
to the ornaments come in the second grade. In the first instruction we hear of
the lodge, just and perfect, composed of a master, two wardens, two companions
and two apprentices ; it is formed by the first three named and one each of the
two lower grades . the “forming” being in distinction from the ** composing ™
of a perfect lodge . and it is governed by the first three. Three great lights have
been seen, and are referred as usual to the sun, moon and master. The lodge
is situated in the Valley of Josaphat, or some hidden place. In form it is a long
square, and is des picds, des toises et des coudées sans nombre in height. Tts
other dimensions are as usual. It is covered with a celestial canopy adorned with
stars (orné d’Etoiles). 1t is sustained by three grands pilliers, not columns as else-
where, and these have the normal ascription. The ornaments do not appear in
this connection ; the jewels are normal; nothing more is said of the two stones
than that they are for the apprentices and companions respectively. The lodge
is dedicated to St. John, and the Crusade hypothesis is given as a reason for this,
the Chevaliers Macons uniting with the Chevaliers de St. Jean de Jerusalem in
Palestine. Therc are three fixed lights (lumiéres fixés) which are evidently three
windows.

In the second instruction the two pillars of the porch are remarked and
described, and also the winding stair with three, five and seven steps, these numbers
being referred to what the apprentice was told of the governing, forming. and
rendering a lodge juste et parfait. In the middle chamber (it is distinctly unusual
in the European tradition for the Companion to be entering the middle chambér)
a great light was seen. In this a letter “G™ was perceived. Somewhat later
the mis-placed ornaments appear. and these are normal for France, mosaic pave-
ment, flaming star, and lacy or indented tassel.

These three catechisms present a number of problems, one of which is
whether the author was influenced by Prichard. There are many things strongly
reminiscent of the Dissection, but many differences. If it was so influenced it was
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not through that extraordinary attempt at translation, La Réception Mysterieuse.
So far I am inclined to hold that the author of the Scear Rompu had before
him a MS. of a variant version of the instructions (which themselves are a
compilation) that were presented by Prichard in his famous or notorious work.
and that the said author knew both French and English very well, and was
sufficiently versed in the Masonic terminology used by French Masons of the
period to use the accepted equivalents of the English terminology. However, this
is another point that needs careful investigation.

Perhaps it may not be really necessary to cite Prichard, as his work is
so well known and is now so accessible through the work of Bro. Knoop and his
colleague.! However, for completeness 1 will as briefly as possible note what he
has to say about the lodge. It may first be remarked that this information all
comes from what may be called the prose source of the compilation : the other
material in contradistinction is characterized by verbal jingles and doggerel verse.
I may also remark that not for a moment do 1 suppose that Prichard did the
compiling. Another important thing to be noted is that in the Dissection, as in
the Sceau Rompu and L’'Ordre Trahi, the second “ Part™ is still no more than
the merest, undeveloped, sketch of a degree..

From the answer to the first question we learn that the Mason comes from
the Lodge of St. John. The lodge in which he was made was a just and perfect
lodge, and this consists of seven or more. The seven are, a master, two wardens.
two F.Cs. and two E.As. A lodge may also be “ made ™ (but presumably not
just and perfect) by five only. In this case the number is made up by one F.C.
and one E.A.. so that, as it would seem, all grades are to be represented. We
have seen this idea worked out more than once already. The form of the lodge
is a long square. Its length, breadth and depth are as usual. Its height is
“Inches, Feet and Yards innumerable as high as the heavens.” It stands * Upon
Holy ground, or the highest Hill or lowest Vale, or in the Vale of Jehosaphat,
or any other secret place.” It is situated due E. and W. 1t is covered with “a
cloudy Canopy of divers colours, or the clouds.” Tts furniture includes what are
later called ornaments, being the mosaic pavement, the ground floor of the lodge :
blazing star. the centre : and the * Indented Tarsel”, the border round it. The
jewels are six ; the moveable are as usual. and the immoveable are the ** Trasel
Board ” for the master to draw his designs upon, rough ashlar for the “ Fellow-
Craft to try their Jewels upon and the Broached Thurnel for the Enter’d 'Prentice
to learn to work upon.” Three pillars give support as usual, and are normally
ascribed. Three lights, not specially qualified, are mentioned. A note says they
are three large candlesticks. They are referred as usual to the sun, moon and
master-mason. It is asked if there are any fixed lights in “your Lodge™ and
it is said that there are three, E.. S. and W. Another note informs us that these
are three windows, * supposed (tho’ vainly) to be in every Room where a Lodge
is held, but more properly the four Cardinal Points according to the antique
Rules of Masonry.” This is quite intriguing, but the seemingly absurd suggestion
may echo some earlier half-remembered and misunderstood tradition. All
reference to the two brazen pillars is transferred to the incipient F.C. part. In
this there is only one thing that bears on our subject, and that is a curious
statement that the door of the Middle Chamber was so high that “a Cowan
could not reach to stick a Pin in.” A cryptic utterance that might repay further
investigation.  Lastly, in the Master's Part, there is a reference to a square
pavement, and a porch and a dormer. They are said to be the Master’s jewels,
or the Master Jewels (according to different early editions), and are slightly
explained. These appear later with extended explanation, though no longer as
jewels, for they have in the later instances become the ornaments of a master’s
lodge.

VKnoop and Jones: Early Masonic Catechisms.
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SOME PRELIMINARY CONCLUSIONS

Before proceeding to the earlier documents, the substance of which must
be assigned to the loosely organized Craft before the initiation of the eventually
successful experiment of a Grand Lodge, it may be well to consider the evidence
now before us and see to what conclusions it points.

Perhaps the first thing that strikes us is that in some sense every particular
lodge is universal. The travelling Mason comes from the Lodge of St. John.
but he comes to the Lodge of St. John. This tradition is continuous and found
everywhere from the earliest intimations of the usages of the Craft to the present
day. Only in England since the labours of the Lodge of Reconciliation were
concluded, and partly in France, since what may be called, in ecclesiastical phrase,
the formal act of apostacy by the Grand Orient, has it been rejected. In
European Masonry generally every lodge is still entitled “ the Lodge of St. John ™
under such and such a particular designation. In America every lodge is dedicated
to the *“ holy Saints John ™. and this dedication is referred to every time a lodge
is opened or closed. The traditional dimensions of this lodge. which is our lodge,
call obviously for the explanation that Masonry is universal. But which preceded
which ?  Were these dimensions devised to express symbolically the idea of
universality, or did the symbolism emerge from some earlier conception? |
might quote a dictum from Speth’s Builders’ Rites and Ceremonies. He says:
“1it is an axiom of folklore that custom persists and explanation changes.” And
the expression of this principle could easily be reinforced from many other
authorities. A traditional usage and a traditional formula are equally customs.
and governed by the same rule. In running traditions down to their origins—
or as near to origins as wc can hope to go—explanations must be set on one
side ; they are too easily changed, modified, developed and discarded. And truly,
if they were not changeable, decay and death would be close at hand : it is the
ability to adapt itself to its environment that marks the living organism, and in
an institution such as Freemasonry adaptations are phenomenalized in the
assignment of new meanings to old forms.

The Cloudy Canopy or starry decked heaven. together with the sun and
the moon, also appear fittingly in this symbolism of universality. So obviously,
indeed, that the question of the origin of their introduction has never been raised.
The wind that blows east and west also seems naturally to belong, but it has
been with difficulty that anything has been made of it, and in the American
tradition it has simply been dropped and forgotten. But it is evidently a relic
of the past, or it could hardly have persisted as it has, disconnected and incapable
of any but the most banal interpretation in our peculiar system of ethical teaching.

The original Great Lights, the three extra large candles in extra tall candle-
sticks and the three great pillars we cannot make much of at this stage. They
evidently have an importance, and their inter-relationship, which obscurely appears
here and there, should be investigated. 1t would be too much to attempt to do
it here.

From the material collected from the three main lines of tradition down
through the last two hundred and fifty years or so, we can observe a rather
indefinite development in ideas concerning the lodge. The flat statements in
later English and American instructions that it is a certain number of Masons
assembled under definite conditions, or for a detinite purpose. show a quite
different conception from that which appears, not too clearly perhaps, in older
statements, which, however. have not been wholly superseded in form, even
though the significance of the form is-seldom apprehended. 1 refer specifically
to the statement that the lodge is made or formed by a certain number of
Masons. In this the European formularies tend to be the more faithful to the
older tradition. So far as [ know, none of them contains an unequivocal assertion
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that the group of five, seven or more Masons are the lodge. although 1 daresay
that the conception may exist. At first sight the older formula may seem to be
equivalent to the later ones; but there is a real difference between saying that
the group is the lodge and that the group forms the lodge. Of course, we agreed
in the beginning that the term “lodge ”, from meaning a temporary shelter for
carrying on the works of masonry, came naturally and almost inevitably to mean
the organized group of masons using it, whether the organization was temporary
or permanent. Yet the point here is, that as we go back to the earlier accounts
we do not find this definitely and clearly expressed, but instead a statement that
can quite properly bear, and indeed in its primary signification does bear, a quite
different interpretation. To make, or to form, in this connection are ambiguous
terms. As has been remarked, the older expression has not been wholly discarded,
but it is now understood in the light of the newer alternative definition. The
argument is not to be taken as a mere splitting of hairs ; in order to work back
towards origins we have to try to discover, often by the faintest indications,
what the old traditional formulas originally meant to those who used them.

The idea of the lodge as a building or structure of some kind has also
been found. But the equation has not becen made simply and clearly, as we use
it informally among ourselves. In no formal instruction is it said that a building,
still less a chamber in a building, is a lodge. What we do find is that the lodge.
our lodge, the universal Lodge of St. John, is referred more or less definitely to
some great primeval building, and this, in the traditions that have survived, is
identified with the Temple of Jerusalem. This conception is most clearly
expressed in the various statements that the several grades of Masons met in
certain specified parts of the Temple: the Porch, the Middle Chamber and the
inmost Sanctuary in English and American rites, or the Middle Chamber to
the Masters, and the two pillars to the Companions and Apprentices respectively
as is usual in Europe. With these allocations go sundry other references in
accord with them, some of which we have seen.

Lastly, there is the quite inconsistent tradition that the lodge was formed
on the highest hills or in the lowest valleys, which appears to be the primitive
statement. It has been amplified by reference to the Valley of Jehosaphat, and
the practical proviso or interpretation, *some other secret place ”, has been
added. In Europe the tendency has been to drop the hills and valleys, and
retain only Josaphat vale and its alternative, quelqu’'un endroit caché, to which,
as further explication, it may be added that it is a place where reign peace, truth
and union, or some later equivalent, such as *“a place enlightened where reign
peace, truth and silence ”. In Germany we found the Josaphat thal coupled
with a gross berg, which is identified with Zion, while the former is described as
the Tyropean gorge, or wady, long since all but filled by the debris of the
successive destructions of the city of Jerusalem. Thus it must be understood.
for it is said to lie between the two summits, Zion and Moriah. This is a still
more elaborated development of the idea that led to the equation of the
traditional location of the lodge with the Valley of Jehosaphat, bringing it, in
defiance even of Medixval geographic identifications, still closer to the site of
the Temple on Mount Moriah: for from quite early in the Christian era the
Valley of Jehovah’s judgment—an indefinite and ideal place of assembly of the
nations in the prophesying of Joel—was taken to be the deep valley of the brook
Kedron, an equation well known and implicitly accepted until quite recent times.
There does not seem to be any other possible reason for the importation of this
particular locality except to reconcile in a fashion the archaic tradition with the
later—probably much later—identification of the primeval lodge with the Temple
of Solomon. But, as will appear later on, the European tradition here is not
without earlier warrant, '
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THE EARLY RITUAL DOCUMENTS

We now come to the consideration of the earliest documents relating
to the forms and usages of the fraternity. Most of them include some matter
in the way of explanation or comment, and these notes are in many cases critical
and in some even hostile, yet they all appear to be actually based on private
memoranda concerning things important for the individual to remember, but
under certain circumstances easily forgotten. As transcripts or prints, some of
them are relatively late, but, of course, this is no indication of the nature or age
of their contents. And here | would again make a protest against the practice,
too often followed, of assuming that a document that comes to light later than
another of similar character is necessarily a. copy or an imitation of its
predecessor. This question can be determined only by a careful and critical
examination of the contents of each.

These documents have all been included in the very useful work, Early
Masonic Catechisms, already mentioned. with the cxception of the first and main
part of the Essex MS. There is also another MS. which is apparently lost ;
this will be referred to later. To the documents in English the earliest French
works should be added. for the catechisms therein found are of exactly the same
character. The Sceau Rompu may be classed with Prichard’s work in regard
to its stage of development, and the Carechisme perhaps in an intermediate
position between these two and those in a more primitive state. [t is probable
that the almost complete neglect of the French variants has been due to the
hypnotic effect of the date of their appearance. This mecthod of disposing of
evidence is certainly much neater, and can be made with much greater facility
than weighing internal evidence, but it has little else to commend it.

There is, in addition, a not inconsiderable number of allusions and
references to be found in various places that are important in confirmation of
various points, but only onc of these bears upon our particular inquiry, and this
will be referred to later.

Of the collected documents, besides the Chesham MS., the print entitled
The Grand Mystery Laid Open may be left on one side, first, as containing
nothing bearing on the lodge. and, secondly. because it is in the problem class,
like the Freemason Examined, and Les Francs Magons Ecrasées and some others.
Of the remainder, twelve fall naturally into four groups, the members of each
of these groups being cvidently either derived from a common original or, it
may be, being variants of a common tradition. It must be remembered that
the problems of the relationship of these documents are much complicated by
the fact that transmission was certainly in some of its links oral, and not entirely
(as for instance in the case of the Old Constitutions) by the copying of earlier
exemplars.  These groups I have called. not [ am afraid, on any particular
principle, the Graham, Chetwode Crawley, Grand Mystery and Examination, and
in what follows they will be treated as single sources. These groups can be most
clearly set forth in a tabulation :

Graham Group . . . GGr
Graham MS. .. . G
Essex MS. (b) . . E(b)
Whole Institution of Masonry . . . WIM
Whole Inst. of FM. Opened . . . WIO
Chetwode Crawley Group . . . CCGr
Chetwode Crawley MS. CC
Edin. Reg. House MS. ERH

Grand Mystery Group . . . GMGr
Grand Mystery of F.M. discovered GM
Institution of F.Ms. MS. 1

Essex MS. (a) E (a)
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Examination Group . . . MEGr
Mason’s Examination ME
Mystery of Free Masons MFM
Songhurst MS. SM

The letter groups following each title are those I have used as a convenience in
reference. In the documents containing more than one catechism, the lower-case
letters, a, b, are used to distinguish them.

Of these groups the first calls for no special comment, as it has been
dealt with by Bro. Poole. Nor does the second group, as the relationship and
interdependence is obvious. In regard to the third group, I do not at all agree
that the Essex MS. is without value, nor is it quite a just statement to say it is
a * fairly accurate version ” of the Grand Mystery, which suggests that it is a copy
of the latter, or else that the latter is the original from which it derives. The
feature pointed out by Bro. W. B. Hextall' is in my opinion of the highest
importance, though in another connection than our present subject. Bro. Poole,
in 1924, pointed out that neither of the two MS. versions were copied from the
print. To which 1 would add definitely, what T take it he meant to imply, that
neither MS. could have been copied from the other.* 1 arrived at the same
conclusion independently about the same time, and have pointed it out elsewhere,
but not knowing until long after that I had been forestalled, Bro. Poole was
unfortunately not given the credit that was his due.

Now [ think that the fact that this transcript of some pre-existing MS. was
made at so late a date as circa 1750 is in itself of importance. It shows for one
thing that there were other copies or versions of this catechism in existence :
it suggests even that it might still have been a valid “ examination ”. There are
indications here and there, some even in America, that these early forms were
remembered long after the time when, as it is generally assumed. more or less
officially approved rites had come into universal use. It appears that the tenacity
of the memories of our predecessors of the period is almost always tacitly
assumed to be a negligible quantity, and this is very misleading. However, this
does not directly bear upon our subject, though it is worth consideration.

The last of the four groups will probably need some explanation. So
far as I know. no one but Bro. Kress and myself has drawn attention to the
fact that the catechisms in ME and MFM are incomplete and partly corrupt
versions of a common original. The defects of each are to some extent supplied
by the other. That this relationship has not been seen is doubtless due to the
fact that the great difference in presentation, and the added material in each
has quite effectively camouflaged it. The proposed emendations so far as they
here concern us, will appear as we proceed. The Songhurst MS., included in this
group, agrees with the print, MFM, very closely except for one or two minor
differences that could easily be errors in copying, but with one variation which
in another investigation might be significant, and if so would be of importance.
The paper and the handwriting are of the period and so far as they go it could
have been made either before or after the publication. 1 am inclined to think
it was a copy. Bro. Songhurst, who found it in 1924 in the pages of an old book
(a place where so many documents have been discovered!), did not express
himself decidedly at the time, but thought it would be the safest conclusion
to take it as a copy. This MS. is now among those the whereabouts of which
are unknown. T have cited it at times under the title I have here given it.

The remaining documents, while they have many connecting links with
each other and with the four groups, seem each to be an independent variation.
Some can hardly be complete, and I do not think that the absence of any

v Farly Masonic Catechisms, p. 132.
2 H. Poole: Masonic Ritual and Secrets hefore 1717, A.Q.C. xxxvii, 10.
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particular point in any of them can be regarded as significant in a negative sensc.
For convenience I append a list of them. and the reference letters used.

Sloane MS. 3329 S (a) and (b)
Dumfries-Kilwinning MS. 4 DK (a) and (b)
Trinity College MS. TC

The Masons Confession MC

Dialogue between Simon
and Philip DSP

The Mason's Confession has a second catechism, of a burlesque nature and of no
consequence here, but there appears to be a number of covert allusions in it that
might repay further investigation.

Taking these each to represent a separate tradition, and the four groups’
as each representing a common original, we have nine sources in all, in English.
To these should be added Prichard and the Catechisme and Le Sceau Rompu.
though in what follows these will not be cited, as we have already examined what
they have to say concerning the lodge. Finally, in regard to certain points,
the advertisement respecting Antediluvian Masonry discovered by the late Bro.
Sadler offers important confirmatory evidence.'

In dealing with our material it will be easier to treat it compendiously.
though it would be a more thorough method to take each document separately.
However, in a preliminary study this easier way may be permitted to pass.

First then : in regard to the dedication or designation of the lodge. Six
of the nine sources name it as of St. John. MC and TC do not mention the
subject, and in CCGr it is called of Kilwinning. But it must be noted that the
MEGr is divided in opinion; ME itself has St. Stephen, though MFM gives
St. John. Six describe the lodge as * perfect ” (GMGr. MEGr, MC, S, TC, and
GGr) and of these, the first four couple it with the epithet “ just ™, the other two
have “full and perfect ” and “ true and perfect ” respectively. DK has the “ true
lodge of St. John ”, and CCGr has honourable as the description, but the follow-
ing question asks. “ What makes a true and perfect lodge ? " thus connecting it
with GGr.

The consensus is almost complete that the number of Masons required
should be an odd one. GMGr and GGr say this explicitly, DK and DSP have
no reference to the subject, S gives six, but says five will serve. Most of them
favour the number seven, though only three actually mention this number ; in
the others the number must be obtained by addition. According to MC a just
and perfect lodge is made by five Fellow crafts and seven Apprentices, which
makes up twelve in all if added. but it is probable it should be understood dis-
junctively, that such a lodge of one grade requires five, and of the other seven.

In all but two of the above the question is put in the form. * What makes

a lodge ? ", the exceptions (S and GGr) have the form * What is

a lodge?” The more usual phrase, *“ What makes . . . 7, which as we have
seen has persisted, is equally susceptible with the term ** form ” of two meanings :
the primary one that the persons spoken of make something that is called a lodge,
and the secondary, but quite common usage, that they are themselves the lodge
that they make by assembling and organising. So soon as this derived meaning
becomes prominent in the minds of those concerned the introduction of the
alternative form, “ What is a lodge ? ", is likely to appear. And it may be well
to point out again that many of these documents show definite traces of incipient
rationalisations and explanations, and these, or similar additions and modifications,
gradually expanded and elaborated, eventually transformed these relatively
primitive examinations into catechetical lectures and instructions. The least
modified and sophisticated document is undoubtedly the Confession (MC) as it is
also the closest to genuine operative tradition.

1 A.Q.C., xxiii, 325,
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Of the place where the lodge is to be formed or placed. two sources, TC
and GGr, have nothing to say. In the others the statements are so diverse in
form and arrangement that it will be simplest to give what they say in full.

GMGr. God and the square with five or seven right masons on the
highest mountains or lowest valleys in the world (make a lodge).

S. (A lodge is), two interprintices. two fellowcraftes and two
mast’rs . . . on the highest hill or lowest valley of the
world without the crow of a cock or the bark of a dogg.

DK. (A lodge should be kept) on the top of a mountain or in the
middle of a bog without the crowing of a cock or the barking
of a dog.

MC. (The lodge is placed) cn the sunny side of a hill that the sun
may ascend on’t as it rises.

(The mason word is given) on the top of a mountain. from
crow of a cock, the bark of a dog, or the turtle of a dove.

CCGr. (The lodge is made} A days journey from a burroughs town
without bark of dog or crow of cock.

MEGr. (A mason is made) Tn the Valley of jehosaphat, behind a
rush bush where a dog was never heard to bark or a cock
crow. or elsewhere.

DSP. (The lodge is kept) In the vale of Jehosaphat out of the cackling
of a hen, the crowing of a cock, the barking of a dog.

(A note says that “all lodges were kept formerly in the
open fields.)

It is obvious that the original idea underlying these various statements
is that the lodge should be formed in a lonely and deserted place far from the
habitation of men. As we have seen, the European tradition has introduced the
roaring lion as appropriate, on the hypothesis that the Holy Land was the
location of the original Lodge. But a place where a dog never barked. cock
crowed, lion roared or woman tattled is quite different from the location without
bark of dog or crow of cock. This says nothing of what might have happened
in the past, but implies merely the limited and practical proviso that the place
chosen was to be so far from house or farm that it was out of hearing of the
barking of the watch-dog or the crowing of the domestic cock. The * cackling
hen ™ of DSP is an unintelligent duplication. A dog barking can be heard two
or three miles away under favourable circumstances. and a crowing cock can
be heard at least a mile on a still morning, but a hen cackling can hardly be
heard three hundred yards away.

All the sources, excepting DSP, say that the lodge is situated, or stands,
east and west. It must, however, be noted that ME is deficient here also, but as
elsewhere I am assuming that MFM correctly supplies an omission in this
document. GGr is peculiar in that three of its four variants add “south” to
“cast and west”, which does not seem to make much sense, whether “ prechers ™
or * porches ” be offered as an explanation. Three, CCGr, DK and TC, refer this
situation to the Temple of Jerusalem explicitly. Three others. GMGr, MEGr and
S (a), give Temples simply (In the first group T has holy Temples) and S (b) also -
has holy Temples added to the “ chapel of St. John ”. GGr refers to churches
only, though WIM and WIO give no reason. MC gives kirks and chapels
“of old ™

Four documents mention the dimensions of the lodge. These are S, DK,
DSP and TC, and they touch only on its height. though DSP adds that it is low
as the earth. This may perhaps confirm, what otherwise seems very probable, that
the superficial dimensions given in the later sources are an expansion of the
situation due east and west. S says that *“ without foots, yards or inches it reaches

to heaven . TC has “ high as the stars, inches and feet innumerable ”. DK
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divides the matter : the lodge is * inches and spans Innumerable ™ in height. and
it being further asked “How Innumerable ? ™ we have the inconsequent response,
“ the material heavens and stary firmament ™.

That the first or primeval lodge was held in the Temple is definitely stated
by GMGr, MEGr and CCGr, and all three say also that this was in the porch,
the first two adding a reference to the two pillars there set up. In S (b) it is said
that the word was first given at the Tower of Babylon. but that the lodge was
first called at the holy Chapel of St. John. and this Chapel is spoken of immediately
after in connection with all other holy temples. As in S(a) as well as in GMGr
and MEGr it has been mentioned in speaking of the first lodge that all (holy)
temples stand east and west, it looks as if the Temple was especially in mind.
And the conclusion follows that the identification was no new thing devised in the
post-Grand Lodge cra. On the other hand it can hardly be primitive in view
of the alternative situation for forming the lodge.

Curiously enough only four sources mention pillars, GMGr, MEGr, DSP
and DK. The first two only mention them in connection with the porch, in
the reference given above. DK says that three pillars of the lodge are the square,
compass and the Bible., while DSP gives the familiar reference to W.S. and B.
This silence as to pillars or columns in the majority of the earlicst documents,
is remarkable in view of their constant appearance later on in all traditions. It
may. however, be recalled that in the Recweil Precicux of 1781 we find the
statement in the general account of the lodge that it is supported by two great
pillars, Sagesse and Force, although in the third instruction we are told the
Masters’ lodge is sustained by the usual three columns. with the special note that
they are triangular in form. It looks as if the two pillars first mentioned in this
work are really the pillars of the porch slightly disguised. and if so. then in this
recension. in spite of its late date, logic had not yet fully accomplished its perfect
work of producing consistency at whatever cost it might entail to ancient tradition.

In regard to the lights in the lodge we find that they are mentioned in all
sources, with the exception of TC, though there is a wide difference
of opinion as to what they arc and cven as to their number. As to this,
eight say that thc lights are three. but S(b) and DK (a) say therc arc two,
and GGr says there are no less than twclve.  We arc told in MC that
therc are threc lights, the south-east, south and south-west. This. considering
what follows. appears to be deficient. The CCGr also places the three lights,
but as north-cast, south-west and the eastern passage. and they denote, so CC.
the Master Mason, the words and the fellow craft. ERH for the last two has
warden and setter croft. There scems to be corruption in each form. The
original was undoubtedly Master. Warden and Fellowcralt.  ME gives no
number but states that the lights are the Master, wardens and fcllows, so
apparently they arc three. MFM is deficient at this place. DK (b) says three,
that they stand one in the ecast, one in the west and onec in the middle, and
that they are respectively, for the master. the fellow craftsmen and the warden.
S (a) also says thcre are three. and that they arc the sun. the master and the
squarc. With this goes DSP’s account: threce grand lights, called the sun, the
moon and the master. DK (a) and S (b) give only two. The first in explication
says the sun riseth in the east and sets all men to work, and scts in the west
and so turns all men to bed. The second light in this case would seem to be
darkness ! S (b) says simply that there is onc to sce to go in and one to seec to
work.

The GMGr. however., says there are three, a right cast. south and west.
and they represent the three Persons, Father. Son and Holy Ghost. The GGr
has expanded the number to twelve, and they seem to be divided vaguely into
four sets of three. The first set is, as in the GMGr. the Father, Son and Holy
Ghost ; the second the sun. moon and master mason : the third, squarc, rulec and
plumb. The fourth seems a make-weight. line. mell and chisel. It is to be
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noted that the Graham MS. itself, in response to a question as to what these
twelve lights may be, very curiously and unexpectedly says. “the first 3 jewells
is ffather, son and holy ghost—sun moon master Mason ” This is most
interesting, and may be important as a clue, for other considerations raise a
suspicion that lights, jewels and pillars are interconnected in origin. Outside
of this casual reference there are only five of our sources that mention jewels.
All of them say explicitly they are three in number (the “four” in ME is a
manifest error) and of these the first two. as given below, describe them as
* precious ”.

GMGr. Square asher. a diamond and a square.

MEGt. Square-astler, diamond and (common) square. -

S. Square pavement, the blazing star and the danty tassley.

MC. A square pavement, a dinted ashler and a broached dornal.
On account of their variation here the two exemplars of CCGr are each given :

CC. Perpendester, a Square pavement and an Broked (brohed or

brobed) mall.
ERH. Perpend Esler a squarc pavement and a broad ovall.

These variations of an evidently corrupt phrase point not obscurely to an original
*“ broached ornal ™.

It is necessary here to explain that what 1 have been using for the
MEGr is an emended version of thc original form of ME and MFM. In this
place by supplying the defect of the latter and correcting the obvious corruption
of the answer in ME. On comparing the two catechisms it becomes obvious
that the answer to the question about the jewels has dropped out together with
the following question, with the result that the answer to the lost question appears
as answer to the one that preceded it: an error casily accounted for by careless
or perhaps hurried transcription of another document. But ME, alone among
all accounts, says that there arc four jewels instead of the normal threc.
[nspection makes it sufficiently clear that the mistake was first made of separating
“square ™ and “ astler " and thus making two things out of a substantive and
its qualifying adjective. But as in the statement as it now appeared the * square ™
was mentioned twice, and this being obviously nonsensical. it was distinguished
the second time as *. Just what distinction. if any, the corrector had

.

*common .
in mind is hard to say. It is pretty sure that he had no close touch with the
operative craft.

The question of the jewels is a very complicated onc. and perhaps.
although there seems to be a good deal of information about them, no solution
that will gain general acceptance is really possible. Whether any of the things
grouped as jewels in the different traditions were originally so called. is very
doubtful. They cannot all be original unless there were a good many more
than thrce so called. 1 am personally now inclined to think that the term was
not applied to any of them in the first place: but of all the entities explicitly
so designated it is more likely that the three testing instruments. the square,
level and plumb, would be so distinguished than pavements, drawing boards
and stones. rough or wrought. But it may well be that even thesc necessary
implements are not the real originals, and that the first use of the term is hinted
at in the curious statement in S in reference to the master’s place in the lodge.
that the jewel resteth on him first, as in the cast he waits the rising of the sun.
But, however this may be, it becomes clear that the things that in the earliest
sources are spoken of as jewels, are later, somewhat disguised, also called
furniture or ornaments, or in somc places simply mentioned without any
distinguishing classification at all.

The five lists now before us fall obviously into two groups. The
emendation of MEGr being provisionally accepted, this and the GMGr agrec
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almost verbally on a square ashlar, a diamond and a square. The remainder
do not agree at all closely as they stand. except on one item, the square pavement,
which is given by all three. However, if the emendations suggested above to the
two documents in CCGr be accepted, this brings it into conformity in another
point with the broached dornal of MC, or broached thurnel as it appears in
Prichard.  This the late Bro. Dring a good many years since resolved into
broached urnel or ornal, a kind of fine stone much used in Medizval times for
carving. Broaching being understood as a technical term for roughing out the
work. Bro. Dring also equated the obviously corrupt “ danty tassley ” with dinted
or dented ashlar, thus bringing it into conformity at another point with M.C.
In this he had been anticipated by Bro. Speth in 1889, though it would seem no
one paid any attention to his note.' The latter also equated the “ square ™ spoken
of in the GMGr and MEGt, with Prichard’s Trasel Board. But it is more probable
that the original was the * square pavement " from which the Trasel Board and the
French planche a tracer were derived by non-operative misunderstanding of a
technical procedure.

The nett result of this preliminary consideration is that our documents as
a whole point to these so-called jewels comprising a square pavement and two
stones, one fully wrought and carefully finished, and the other roughed out, or
partly worked. But we will have to return to these mysterious many-named
triplicities.

THE ARRANGEMENT OF THE LODGE

Passing on to complete our survey, we find that the “ Form ™ of the lodge
is not mentioned at all except in the notes to DSP, and that document raises
more questions than it appears to be able to solve—at present at least. However,
some information does appear in the GMGr. This informs us that the master’s
point or post is at the east window waiting for the rising of the sun to set his men
to work. Similarly thc Warden is at the west window waiting for the sctting
of the sun to dismiss the entered apprentices. This involves that idea of a
structure, whether real or emblematic—or both together—already faintly suggested
in likening the lodge. in respect of its “situation ”. to churches and temples.
We may put beside it the corresponding statement in S cited earlier, wherc it
is said that the east place is the master's place. “ and the Jewell resteth on him
first and hc setteth men to work ”. And with this may bc placed what is said
in MC. that the lodge is placed on the sunny side of a hill that the sun may
ascend on it when it riscs. In TC it is said that the master sits in a chair of
bone in the middle of a four squar¢ pavement. As a tentative explanation of this
designedly cryptic utterance I should refer to the repeated intimation in MC that
thc square is master.

Wha made you a Mason? . . . the square under God made me a
mason . . .
Where’s your master ? He's not so far off but he may be found.

And the square is offered.
And they ser the square, and not hang it. for they’re not to hang their
master.
The squarc held in the master’s hand would be sitting in a chair of bone, and
the master would be standing on the squarc pavement, which. later on in this
document we are told, is for him to draw his * ground-draughts on ™.

A puzzling variation appears in MEGr. Here the master’s place is
south-east, the warden’s north-cast, and to the fellows is allottcd * the eastern
passage . The latter, as we have secn. appears in CCGr in connection with the
three lights. where it is grouped with the north-cast and south-west points of
thc compass, and this must refer to positions or places in the lodge.

L A.Q.C., i, 131,
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In DK (b) we find that the master “layes” in a stone trough under the
west window looking to the east, waiting for the sun to rise to set his men to
work. Here again it may be that the reference is to the square—possibly to the
compasses—though the stone trough is puzzling. An interpretation suggests itself.
but I fear it would (at present) be no more than an ingenious guess. In reference
to the lights. this catechism says that the one to the east was for the master.
which apparently leads to an inconsistency. seeing that he is supposed to be in
the west in his stone trough. But the proper inference is, of course, that this is
a figurative statement, while the other speaks of the man who was master.

There arc some other references to positions which, on their face, are
also quite inconsistent. but at least they all imply some definite form to the
lodge, whether that be a real or ideal structure, although there is no straight-
forward mention of it, such as the long square of later instructions. There is,
of course, the appended note to DSP. but if Bro. Knoop is right in his estimatc
of the limits of its date, these notes would be later than Prichard, or even the
Catechisme. But to these notes we must return later.

That the master’s place was south-cast is also stated in MC. But whereas
in MEGr it would appear that the master. fellows and warden were placed along
the east end of the lodge. in that order. in MC, the master being placed in the
same corner, the fellowcraft, wardens and entered apprentices stood along the
south side of the lodge. For it is said these stand at his left. The Confessor’s
remark, that “to be particular in shewing ™ these things *“is not worth while ™,
is exasperating. A few words more and the puzzle might have been resolved.

The expression *‘the eastern passage” implies another passage, or
presumably entrance, which might be supposed to be a western one. But in the
Confessor’s lodge. if he remembered aright, the master, warden or wardens and
Brethren being stationed along the south side, the newly-made entered apprentice
must have entered from the north to make his formal salutation; his second
entrance undoubtedly, after he had withdrawn with his “ tutor ™, as the formalities
of this entrance imply that he has already received some instructions.

In this connection it may be remarked that the design used as a
frontispiecc to Batty Langley's Builder's Jewel, reproduced by Bro. Dring in his
paper on the evolution of the Tracing Board.' shows. hanging on the middle
pillar, a large drawing board upon which is the plan of a rectangular building—
a longish square—which has its entrance to the north. This entrance is flanked
by two detached columns against which appear the letters [ and B. Rob Morris
published in the American Freemason, circa 1855, a wood-cut of an engraved
silver medallion showing a design essentially the same. with some additions.
The drawing board and plan appear: only the building represented is now an
equilateral rectangle—in ordinary parlance, a square. This has an entrance on
cach of the four sides. but the one to the north is again distinguished by two
columns, labelled as in thc Langley design. This medallion was said to have

VE. H. Dring: The Evolution and Development of the Tracing or Lodge Board.
A.Q.C.. xxix, 243. It was used also in the Practical Geonmetry in 1726. The design was
evidently quite a favourite one during the later eighteenth century, but the two instances
mentioned are the only ones that show the drawing board with the plan. 1 have unfortunately
lost or mislaid my note of the Practical Geometry, but the date of the first edition is
given by Bro. lLovegrove (A.Q.C.. xi. 134). Bro. Thorpe (4.Q0.C.. xii. 107) describes a
Masonic jug which, he says, had on one side a design ~ very similar 1o the Frontispiece of
Batty Langley’s Builder's Jewel, 1741 7. In vol. xv. 137, he contributed a note in which he
says that the same design is used in the Freemason's Pocker Companions of 1735 and later,

Yarker contributed a note to vol. xiv, 138, concerning an old tobacco box on which.
he stated, was engraved the same design in its main details, which he minutely describes.
He says also (for what it may be wuorth) that the ornamental scroll work is Elizabethan.
Below the design itself appeared the arms of Drummond, and below that the rather incredible
date of 1670. If this date really belongs to the design. that is, if all the engraving was done
at the same time—and at that time—then the legend of the search made by fifteen fellow
crafts must be set back much further than many students would dare to admit.

Other examples are to be found. 4.Q0.C., xix, 2, and Lepper and Crossle, Hist. G.L.
of Ireland. vol. i, p. 400, and elscwhere.
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belonged to an elderly emigrant from Scotland, who arrived in America very
early in the nineteenth century.

THE LODGE AS A BUILDING

The result of this cursory survey appears to be that some of our sources
show an arrangement that is practically the same as was for a time foliowed
generally (as we suppose) after 1730. viz.. that the master was stationed in the
east. and the warden, or wardens, in the west. In DSP the arrangement is
practically identical with the European tradition of much later date, and GMGr
is consistent with this, so far as it goes. But, on the other hand, we have these
definite indications of what must surely be a much older and more primitive
arrangement, in which all those present were placed along one side or end of the
lodge. the east in MEGr, and the south in MC. The arrangement that obscurely
appears in CCGr would seem to be either corrupt or else transitional. for the
master, or at least the light that ** denotes ™ him, is in the north-east, and the
warden diagonally opposite to him in the south-west. But the fcllows still remain
in the eastern passage, as in MEGr: it scems not impossible that south-west is
simply a mistake for south-cast.

These vague and discordant results are perhaps disappointing, but if we
are looking to find an original. definite and consistent archetypal arrangement,
we shall. I believe, be doomed to continued disappointment. In a loosely
organized traditional system -such as Freemasonry always was (and in a sense
still is. only that Grand Lodges now take the places relative to cach other that
particular lodges did before the great experiment was made). such an archetype
is impossible and incredible. All we can expect to find are equivalents, and that
these equivalents are all circumscribed. so to speak, by a circle the centre of
which is an ideal form that the actually existing variants embody each in its own
way, but which ideal never actually existed.

The subject of the arrangement of the officers and members of the lodge
needs further examination : but all that we are now concerned with arc the
indications of a structure or form of the lodge. Perhaps I have discussed the
matter at greater length than was really necessary for this purpose. [ hope. at
least. that it has been shown that our sources do indicate by implication that
there was such a form, even though they do not speak of it explicitly.

But there is another point in this connection on which something remains
to be said. The cryptic statement in GMGr that there are four angles in St. John’s
Lodge, and that these are bordering on squares, requires some comment. So
far as I am aware. only Bro. Klein, in his remarkable paper. Magister-Mathesios.'
has attempted an interpretation of the dark saying. Now, with DSP before us.
we have the means of making a tentative explanation. The peculiar “ Form ™ of
the * old lodges ™ that is depicted in the notes appended to this document, hitherto
inaccessible, would give some sense to the four angles bordering on squares,
that is if we take it as referring to the four re-entrant angles of a cruciform
plan. And this might seem to be supported by the hieroglyphic that in the GM
print appears to be intended to represent the lodge. a Maltese cross with an
equilateral triangle above it. It was this form of the cross that Bro. Klein wove
into his argument. Only. unfortunately. we have no assurance that the printer
who set up the GM found a Maltese cross in his “copy . it may have been a
simple cross, while he may very well have used what he found at hand in his
cases. In the two MSS. in this group we find in E the equilateral triangle. but
resting on a perpendicular, which again rests on a horizontal—an inverted T
it might be called. This occurs in both places where St. John’s Lodge is
mentioned. In I, in the place where the angles are spoken of, there is first a

U A4.Q.C., xxiil, p. 107,
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horizontal line, then a perpendicular, and over that, but not touching it, the
equilateral triangle. Nevertheless, it is to be noted that in each document the
same components are used—a triangle, a perpendicular and a horizontal. In
the MSS. it is barely possible that we are supposed to construct a cross out of
the elements given.

But there is another difficulty. This group agrees with the general
consensus of all sources in which the matter is mentioned that the lodge stands
east and west. This would be a meaningless assertion in respect of an equal
armed cross. such as is given in DSP. About the plan of a church with nave.
chancel and transepts forming a Latin cross it would be natural and significant
to say that it stood east and west. If then, further discoveries force us to
accept a cruciform lodge, it may be assumed that it would be a Latin and not
a Greck cross that was original. But at present it is an aberrant tradition.
It is not impossible that it is genuine, possible even that it was widely spread.
but so far as our present information goes the consensus of statement in the
various lines of tradition is that the lodge was squarc (in the original sense of
being rectangular) and longer than broad.

It thus appears that in all traditions that have come down to us, the later
as the earlier, the Lodge of St. John, was referred to. or perhaps was rather
likened to. a church or temple, at least in so far that it was oriented as such
buildings were supposed to be. Nothing is said of it having walls, but it had
height. and a covering, roof or ceiling. But though walls are nowhere indicated.
it had windows, two or three, either west and cast or east, south and west.
Doors or entrances also are indicated, and in the earlier sources there seem to have
been at least two of these, east and west, and they may even have been originally
four, opening to the four cardinal points of the horizon. We may here recall
the irrelevant note in Prichard,. that the three “ fixed lights ” (a phrase that we
have found in later European tradition) were explained as three windows, but
were “ more properly the four cardinal points according to the antique rules of
Masonry.” These doors and windows may have been originally undifferentiated
openings serving alike for the entrance of right, or true, Masons. and to the
light of the celestial luminaries. as for the wind blowing east and west. The
plan would seem to have been rectangular, a simple long square, as all but one
Vor possibly two) sources appear to indicate. at least by implication. And if a
cruciform plan was known. which was not an innovation of the period which
gave birth to a more developed and centralized form of organization in the
fraternity. it would probably have been a development from the simpler form,
entirely analogous to, and perhaps in imitation of, the development in plan from
a simple parish church to the more elaborate abbey or cathedral.

It is further quite obvious that in later recensions of the instructions the
ideal or primeval lodge was fully identified with the Temple of Jerusalem, and
the identification worked out in some detail, and indications appear in most of
our sources of such an equation. But it is also clear on inspection that what
is fully developed in later formularies is less prominent in earlicr ones. while in
the earliest it is not much more than merely suggested. and the idea has hardly
begun to operate in producing modifications in the tradition. That a fraternity
of builders should take some famous and superb edifice as the prototype of
their placc of assembly, and as the locale of the origin of their craft, seems natural
enough ; though we must beware of assuming that what to us seems natural
would necessarily so appear to men in different circumstances with a very different
sct of habitual ideas and preposscssions. Nevertheless many parallels can be
found in mythology and folklore for the ascribing of customs or cults to some
historical, or pseudo-historical event : so that myths of like or equivalent content
are found in which an entirely diiferent set of personages moving upon an entirely
different stage do the same things and suffer the same mischances. And so the
question is forced upon us whether the ascription of the origin of the Masonic
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fraternity to the Temple of Solomon is or is not original. And when the question
is raised we can hardly fail to remember indications of other accounts with some
of which we have been long familiar. The term “ Noachide " in Anderson is
one. The pillars of brick and stonc erected by the * wise children” of Lamech.
The tower of Babylon, the building of which is alluded to not only in the Old
Charges, but also in the old catechisms (S-b), and re-echoed in some of the
hauts grades and additional degrees. And incidentally. this latter source of
information on the primitive usages of the Craft has hardly been touched as yet,
but there is much to be learned from them, though what they have to tell us
is not always on the surface. And also, not unnaturally, later recensions of these
grades are not so informative as earlier ones.

e

THE JEWELS

We have now to revert to a further consideration of the entities generally
known as * immoveable ” jewels. For this purpose 1 shall use a tabulation from
an essay published twenty vears ago by Bro. Kress and myself, with some
additions and modifications.'

Of the fourtcen sets in the table, eight are designated as Jewels ; three
of these simply. two are described as immoveable, two as precious, and one as
Master Jewels. Two sets appear under the classification of Furniture and Ornaments
respectively, and four have no collective description. Two of these four are taken
from the curious skit in the form of an advertisement of the Antediluvian Masons,
quoted at length in Sadler’s /naugural Address* Another is from some doggerel
verse in the letterpress accompanying the engraving of the Procession of the
Scald Miserable Masons.* No. 4 is from Prichard’s third part, and in later
works appears with little change in application under the title of Ornaments of
a Master’s Lodge. As given it appears as a triplicity, but [ have personally
little doubt that the  Porch and Dormer ™ is another of the many corruptions
suffered by the technical term. probably long obsolete even in 1730, the * Broached
Ornal”. In No. 10, from Prichard (C), we have the Ashlar, Diamond and
Square that appears in the descriptive part of the Mason’s Examination, which
is classed with it. Perhaps I should say that the letters after Prichard’s name
simply refer to the order in which the references come in his work. A and B .
are from the first part and C and D from the third.

It will be observed that items given in the second column of designations
in the table are all, with one exception, ashlars, simply or with some qualification.
This is ignoring Nos. 4 and 14, which are here defective ; and of course I assume
that Nos. 11, 12 and 13 are really ashlars in a corrupt form. Indented Tarsel
is obviously a “ correction ™ of Danty Tassley, and the emendation first proposed
by Bro. Speth, Dantyt (dentyt) assley. is generally accepted. La houppe dentelée.
as | hope to show further on, is an attempt to render Danty tassley. or some
equivalent, into French. The one real exception. No. 3. is at least a stone if
not called an ashlar.

Speth also suggested that the dented ashlar was a carefully squared stone,
set plumb and level in the working lodge as a test block, and that it may have
been indented with the standard of measurement to be used.' That it was a
test block is apparent from the explanation given in MC, that it was to adjust
the square “and make the gages by ”. It would serve also to adjust or test

! The Builder. 1946. p. 155.

2 A.0.C.. xxiii. p. 324.

3 1n the print of the mock procession of the Scald Miserable Masons that took
place 27th April, 1742, among other explanatory letterpress is a variant of the doggerel verse
we have already found in Prichard and in ME. Among other differences, the Diamond,
Ashler and Square now appear as Perpentashler and the Square. Dring (A4.Q.C.. xxix, p. 252)
cites this, but I do not remember any reproduction of the print that shows it. It will be
found, of course. in the original.

'A4.0.C.. ii. 131,



Transactions of the Quatuor Coronati Lodge.

36

paIunosoe A[Isea ag pInod S3uipeal oml 1ayio YL . O..

anp 2q pnod  payolig .,
Apley ued oM S® ‘3I9y 2doudnbasuod ou jo st juiod syl

", aienbg
pue puowelq 43IV .. 9ARY oM HIN JO ued Isiy Syl wr as15A [219330p oyr uj )

"UOISSIWUSURI) |RI10 ue Ul 10

12119 ® JO UOISSIWO $1s1Ad0d ¢ 0)
“.. payorouq .. Jo uondniiod v Inq JuiyiAue 3q 01 plom ayy ssoddns

‘as]a Suryliue uey) ayy

alow payoo| JaNd[ syl 1eyl psaide 1sanyduog ‘oixg pur ‘yderSojoyd e woll | paqoiq ., pead

1 ‘reisojoyd v woiy  payoiq, spear doouy ‘oig

t.Payolq .. pry Sunq ‘oig

ie)g Suizejg - s1renbg — JUSWIAZIMIAPY | I
Jue ;

-foqurel op101g  o9@wsg oddnoH onbieso]N oAed sjudWweuI) UUSIYIND ) €1
Ie)g Suizelg j]9sie] pauopu] 1 WwoARd OIBSOJA! aImyuang (V) pieyoug Al
1e)g Swizelg Korssel Alueg  1udwaAed aienbg S[amar 00L1 S ‘SN dueo[s 11

(u,wexyg ‘se|y ®)
puowelqg IR[ysy a1enbg - (D) pryoug 01
S[amar dnois
| puourerqg 10138y 21enbg a1enbg snomald €TLl IDFN uoneunuexy | 6
(wapelq) s[omar dnoig
puowei(] Jejysy a1enbg azenbg SNoIdA1g YLl IDND A121SAIN “1D) 3
— Iejysejuadiod arenbg - Ll — SO|qEIOSIA] P[eoS L
(lIleaQ peodg) dnoi3
« [ITeIN payoig Iejysepuadiad  Judwased aienbg S|omaf 00L1 0D Aopmer) 4n 9
(ueranpipnuy)
[puin] payoeolg IR[USY polua( JUSWARJ OIBSON — 9zL1 — JUIWIZNIIAPY S
nuo-ys1od — judwdARg daenbg || s[omap 1aseN () preyoug y
Juiog : sa|qe
® anbiqno axrdlg oIy QMR Iodell ' ayoueld | -nww] xnolig YLl —- s | ¢
Sfomaf
[sunyy payoroig Ie[ysy ysnoy pieog [oself d[qedAow| 0ELT — (9) preyoud | ¢
jeuro poayoeoig IR[ySy pajuiq  juowoaaeg dienbg S[omof LT DOIN uoISsJUO)) I
‘uoneusIsaq SSB1D) e ‘19Y 201n0§




The Lodge. 37

level and plumbrule equally well. But that the descriptive term, “ dinted ™ or
“dented 7, as Speth suggested, derived from the indentations of a scale of
measurement cut upon it, though possible, does not seem to me to be at all
probable. Bro. Dring sought to derive dinted or dented from * perpend ”, but
his argument is indeed forced, as he admitted it might seem. He said that
“denting ", so far as he had been able to find, was not used technically except
in the documents under consideration. But he had overlooked the quotation
from Trevisa in N.E.D. under ** Dent .

“ After many manere castynge. hewynge,
dentynge and planynge.”

I have not read Trevisa and so do not know what the context of this excerpt
may be . but on the face of it denting secems to be used as a technicality that
is naturally to be classed with hewing and planing. In any case. to derive
“dented ™ from “perpend " is to transgress the fairly safe rule that the most
difficult reading is to be preferred.

As a matter of fact, wrought stone. for most purposes, after having been
worked to size and shape, is finished by a process which literally consists in
denting it, either with a broaching comb, if it be soft stone, or if granite or other
hard stone, with a bush-hammer, which is esscntially the same implement as the
so-called claw-tool ' of the Medi®val craftsman, though the head is differently
shaped. A dented stone would therefore be one that had been squared or
* moulded " and finished—in speculative terminology a ** perfect ” ashlar : though,
as Dring very justly remarked, this phrase has no operative significance.

As the dented ashlar was thus ** perfect °, the ** broached ™ stone (whether
“urnal ” or other) was the rough ashlar: not indeed as a stone as taken from
the quarry, or even as rough hewn for a coursed rubble wall, but * roughed out ™
with a broach. The first process in working a stone is to run a drift round it in
the plane of what is to be the finished surface. This being done (it is no job
for a tyro)., a young apprentice might fitly be set to bring the irregular natural
surface down to the level of the drift with mallet and chisel, using a “rule”
or straight-cdge to test his work as he proceeds. But thc non-operatives of the
*“ transition " evidently took * dented ™ in its common sense of having a marred
or broken surface, and therefore rough. And yet in Prichard we find—
conservatism impossibly retaining the original purpose for the time being—that
the rough ashlar is still being used by the Fellow Craft to try their jewels upon,
a statement that with the change has become absurd. The jewels to be “ tried ™
are presumably the square. level and plumb-rule, spoken of in the question
immediately preceding this under the head of * moveable ” jewels. Nevertheless.
though the dented ashlar has in this version become “ rough 7, its corrupt form,
“danty tassley ”. is still retained by Prichard under the further disguise of an
indented **tarsel ”, envisaged now as an ornamental border round a pavement
that, from being squared, has become one of mosaic work.

But danty tassley, or some such form, went abroad. In France, being of
course quite incomprehensible, it became in the main linc of tradition la houpe
dentelée. Tarsel, if that was the form that emigrated, was interpreted as a tassel.
very naturally. 1 do not think that the French Masons have ever thought of
dentelée as meaning adorned with lace. A tassel naturally went at the end of a
cord or rope. and so two were put at the ends of a “cable-tow”. and the
indentedness of the whole was taken (not very appropriately it is true—but what
else could they do with it ?) to signify the knots and convolutions in the cord.
But when this version was further translated into German it became. as we saw
earlier, the lace trimmed fringe of the Temple veil, and translated back into
English in the later years of the eighteenth century it became the ridiculous
“lacy tuft”. A truly marvellous transformation of a *‘ perfect” ashlar!

' Pied de biche is the French term for the implement,
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But it is not my intention to enter into a comprehensive discussion of the
problems suggested by the tabulation of these triplets in a paper already a good
deal longer than it was intended to be—and so far the subject has been but barely
“broached ”, in an altogether different sense of the word. The purpose of thus
setting out all the forms of these mysterious objects. so that they can be seen
at a glance may be achieved without going so far. [ think the mere juxtaposition
of the several groups suggests irresistibly that they are intimately connected,
and are probably all derived ultimately, by devious ways some of them, from
a common original. That original T take to be most closely represented by MC,
which, as before remarked. is obviously very close to an unmodified operative
tradition. Here we find a floor, or pavement (inferentially marked out in squares
for convenience) upon which full sized drawings could be laid down. With this,
a test block for the tools of precision, squares, levels and gauges, and also for
rules ' (certainly for simple straight-edges. but also possibly scales for measuring
with). and finally a roughed-out stone, brought approximately to square and
size. With this as a key it can be seen how underlying each variant, corrupt
or emended, the same things are being spoken of, whether labelled jewels,
ornaments or furniture. The pavement becomes a drawing board, for non-
operatives could understand this, the use of a floor for such a purpose would
hardly be known to them and so the traditional ascription would seem an obvious
error that required correcting. In the French version of Prichard of 1738, the
translator of which evidently knew nothing at all *of Freemasonry and not too
much of the English language. we find that the Trasel Board and the rest of the
jewels immovable are rendered as wne planche, une pierre brute et un martedu
pointu and it is said that la Planche sert au Maitre pour déssiner ses plans . ia
pierre vient a propos pour aiguiser ses instruments; ct le marteau pointu est
utile @ un Apprentif accepté. 1 is a good sample of the way this version was
made. Apparently, unable to make head or -tail of the Broached Thurnel. the
translator guessed, as many others have done since. that it was some kind of
implement, and as “ broached ” suggested something pointed he took it to be
a Mason’s pick-hammer, marteau piquer, still used in France I believe and other
parts of Europe, though long obsolete in the British Isles and America, excepting
the lighter form of the tool used by slaters. Tt is clear that this version had no
influence in France so far as the immovable jewels were concerned, and very
little (if any) in other respects. On the whole it does not seem at all likely that
the accepted rendering of the French tradition, la pierre cubique G pointe was
derived from the Broached Dornal or Thurnel (Turnell and Trunell are other
variants) although it takes its place. 1 am inclined to think that the original
from which the French phrase was derived was cither an earlier attempt to make
sense of the obscure designation. or that it was an alternative technicality ; and
in this case it might possibly have been “the pointed stone ”, or ashlar, meaning
of course not its shape, but that it had been worked with a pointed tool—and
“point ” is a still existing name among granite workers for a broach, a chisel
drawn out on all four sides till the edge is only about a quarter of an inch or
less in width.

The many ascriptions and descriptions of these two stones are most
confusing. But we have beforc us the stages by which the ** dented ashlar™
became a “lacy tuft” . the change of a ** broached urnal ™ to a pointed cubic
stone, a diamond or a blazing star, a broad oval or a porch and dormer, is no
more extraordinary : and if we knew the intermediate steps would doubtless

T As these implements were made of wood they were very likely to be knocked
out of truth by an unlucky fall or blow. And though there are ways of testing them more
accurately, the use of a test block would be most convenient—so much so that one might
almost postulate its -existence on probability alone. It would be analogous to the master
surface plates kept for a like purpose in the older machine shops, and, for all I know. are
still kept in those of to-day.
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be fairly intelligible. However, T wish to make it quite clear that T do not expect
anyone to accept these very tentative suggestions, nor do 1 build upon them at
all. They are offcred only as possibilities for consideration in the hope that
others may be led to make further inquiry.

DIAGRAM OR ENCLOSURE

Let us now return to the Lodge, the long square drawn upon the floor
of the chamber of assembly. 1 do not think it has ever been fully realised
what an extraordinary proceeding this was. Apparently the “ Ancients”
maintained it in all its original simplicity : the more sophisticated “ Moderns ™
embellished it with all kinds of devices until it became too onerous a task to
keep on drawing it every time it was required, and so the “ flooring ™, the ** tracing
board,” the tapis or tafel or “ carpet ", took its place. And in the elaboration
of explanations of its contained symbols and emblems the “form > was largely
overlooked, or receded into the background. Yet it was this ** form ™, the diagram
itself, that was par excellence the Lodge. Masons went on speaking of
“forming > the lodge without in general realising the implications of their
traditional phraseology. Yet the redactor of the Catechisme and Le Secret, who
was responsible for the publication of L'Ordre des F.Ms. Trahi,' says explicitly
in his remarks that *“ what is properly called the Lodge. that is to say the figures
‘ pencilled * on the floor should be drawn literally (crayonné a la lettre) and not
painted on a cloth, such as is kept in some lodges for these occasions ”. And he
adds, “ This is against the rule ”. We found Ragon insisting on the same point
some sixty years later, while nearly twenty years before the author of the
Antediluvian rag listed “tape and jacks, moveable letters and blazing stars”
among the reprehensible innovations introduced by “ the Doctor . . . and other
Moderns ”.  And it may be recalled that the Grand Lodge of Scotland. so late
as 1759 expressly forbade the use of such “ floors ™ painted on cloth.*

But why should the ultra-conscrvative upholders of tradition (that is, the
particular tradition they had received) be so insistent on the necessity of the
lodge being actually drawn, marked out, when it was required ?

One would judge from the indications that the design or plan that was
drawn was already to some extent elaborated in the earliest days of the Grand
Lodge in London. though only the French prints were in evidence as to its details
until the publication of DSP . but if Bro. Knoop’s tentative dating be correct,
this would not be much earlier. Here the “ Antediluvians” help us again—
there had been complications in 1726, though apparently even then not actually
drawn, but represented by movable symbols, cut out of sheet metal, or perhaps
cardboard, as was done in some places much later still. On the other hand,
in 1760, and doubtless later. still, the stern and aggressive upholders of ancient
usages were still satisfied with the simple outline or diagram, adding only three
parallel lines to represent steps, as was done in the lodge in which the Confessor
was made, and at the east end of the long square putting a trapezoid or truncated
triangle, in which it appears the Bible was laid. A square and a pair of
compasses would be required. and probably a rule or gauge. three candles.
and the Wardens would have the level and plumbrule, and that was all—no
furnishings, no altar or pedestals, no fald-stool. not even seats for the assistants.

Personally, 1 do not think the “Moderns” were the reckless innovators
that some have made them out to be. Externally. in legislation, changes and
quite new arrangements were made—they had to be, the new kind of organization
necessitated it : and undoubtedly, too, there were “improvements”, expansions
in the way of explanations, moralizings. and * Eulogiums ”. This, too, was
inevitable : but not then, nor indeed until much later, were such matters as these

' 1.'Ordre des F.Ms. Trahi, 1745, p. 197.
2 Lyon: Hist. Lodge of Edin., p. 195.
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part of a fixed formulary. They were optional, and were given according to
the knowledge and eloquence of the Master, or the Brother deputed by him to
“do the work . Nor were they, then or now, part of the ritual. as for the
present purpose that term has been defined.

It is highly probable that, before 1716, London had drawn to itself a
multiplicity of variant local traditions from all over the country. Every Mason
who came to London to work or live would be the depository, according to
his skill and memory, of the tradition in which he had been made. | have
long thought that the root of all the disputes and schisms was not the ostensible
innovations, but the advent of a new self-constituted authority which was seeking.
as all governments do—apparently by a law of their existence—to extend its
power. To those who resented the attempts to control lodges that had always
been free and independent, sovereign by inherent right, everything that the
upholders of the new regime might do would be wrong: and if the usages of
the latter differed at all from their own, this was naturally held to be due to
innovation as a matter of course ; and the fact that in the * regular” lodges—
those which submitied to the rule of the Grand Lodge—the element of the
instructions, the eloquent exhortations, the rhetorical moralizing and the elaborated
explanations (which. though DK and GGr show that this sort of thing was not
entirely a novelty) were almost without doubt new in their form and setting, and
would seem to the objectors quite sufficient proof of their accusation that the new
authority and its adherents had altered the * established usages™  Though
probably, after the fashion of the English, they were not moved by any theoretical
dislike of a more efficient form of control, but by some specific interference with
what they conceived to be their own rights and liberties. Everyone judged by his
own tradition ; there was then no other standard. And, of course. to the naive
upholder of a tradition everything that differs must be wrong—a position not
entirely unknown to us to-day.

But with the intercourse between lodges having diflerent usages, and lodges
formed of Masons who had been made according to variants existing elsewhere
than in London, all kinds of borrowings, interpolations. and modifications of
detail must have been rife, and without doubt it all tended towards a
homogencity, local at first, naturally, to the Bills of Mortality. a standardizing
of a hybrid tradition : and this would inevitably be more complex and elaborate
than any of the forms out of which it arose, and this largely by duplications.
and the incorporation of variants originally of the same intent but now receiving
new and diflerentiated interpretations.

But I imagine that the Lodge had had. here and there. elaborations before
1717—for what else, fundamentally. are the ornaments, the immovable jewels
and the furniture, but the Lodge itself in a verbal disguise ? Here the long
square has been equated with the floor or pavement upon which, at the erection
of large and stately edifices, the full-sized detail drawings were laid down as a
guide for the making of moulds and so on. With this went the standard test
block of the working lodge, and to match that another, partly wrought stone.
But why these two stones ? Did they mark the entrance, or the chief entrance.
to the Lodge ? Were they intended to represent the two Pillars of the Porch ?
Or were these Pillars in the first place one of the characteristics of Solomon’s
Temple that, with the new knowledge of Scripture that came with the first
printing of an English version of the Bible, led the Freemasons of the day to
substitute the Temple for the Tower of Babylon or other famous building—
perhaps even a Gloucester or Lincoln Cathedral. or the Chapel of Roslyn—as
the place where first an apprentice was lost and a master found ? Then, if the
Pillars were glorified representatives of the two stones, what were these
originally ? Two standing stones ? Set up in prehistoric times in some secluded
dale or on some eminence ? The suggestion is not so fantastic and far-fetched
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~as it may at first sight seem. Having made it. 1 may be pardoned a quotation
from George Laurence Gomme:-——

The senseless and imbecile destruction of ancient monuments
has often been commented upon, but the preservation of these
monuments has been the subject of but little remark. Who are the
preservers—to whom are we students of the nineteenth century
indebted for the preservation of prehistoric graves and tumuli, of stone
circles and earthworks—of Stonehenge and the Maeshow ? How is
it that London Stone still stands an object of interest to Londoners
and the Coronation Stone an object of interest to the nation? The
answer is, that throughout the rough and turbulent times of the past,
while abbeys and churches, and castles and halls, have been destroyed
and desecrated, these prehistoric monuments have remained sacred in
the eyes of the peasantry, have been guarded by unknown but revered
beings of the spirit world, have been sanctified by the traditions of
ages.!

But this is thrown out merely as a provocation—not to argument, but, as
I hope, to thought and to the consideration of relevant evidence. 1 would.
however, here enter a caveat. 1 have reached no conclusions upon the matter :
it is only that it is in some such direction that the evidence, all of it taken
together as a whole, seems to be pointing.

Returning to our specific subject, it would seem very possible that the
Irish immigrant Masons, who were the backbone of the original ** Ancient”
organization, re-introduced a relatively primitive form of the Lodge in their
bare diagram chalked out on the floor. But, however this may be. this bare
form, the basis of all later elaborations, insistently demands an explanation.
The more complex drawings, like a demonstration upon a blackboard, might
be—could easily be—taken merely as a makeshift mode of presenting a peculiar
set of symbols to be moralized : but simply to draw a rectangle on the floor
and call it the Lodge, and then teach that it was so sacred that no profane eye
might even be permitted to ** discover ™ it, is so remarkable a proceeding that
curiosity at least is aroused as to how it came into existence.

The neophyte entered it. As such hints have come down to us of early
procedure, the brethren stood round it. but probably, earlier still it was larger,
and they, too. were within it.* But the recipient entered it, and within it was
made a Mason. That, apparently, was its original function: it was the sacred.
the tabu, area of initiation—the * holy ground ™ of later formularies.

Enclosures are a common matter of every-day life. practical things of
obvious utility. But anthropologists also know of them in relation to religious
observance and ritual. Dangerous enclosures, not even to be approached by the
profane without dire risk—often very real. But 1 know of no parallel for the
long square drawn on the floor of a tiled chamber ; unless it be the circles and
pentagrams of art magic. It scems to be sui generis, and yet if we take the
insistent and universal tradition among Masons that lodges—at some vague time
in the distant past—were used to be formed out of doors. on some high hill
or in some deep vale, or simply, as DSP, and the Aberdeen Mark Book, have
it, in the open fields . if we take this as something more than a curious bit of

' Gomme: Ethnology in Folklore, p. 176.

2 In his paper on the early history of Freemasonry in Austria. Bro. L. de Malczovich
has the following. which is apposite here:—

“ And now one or two words about the *Lodge® itself. The room where the
brethren assembled was, in those times, adorned with no symbols at all, In whatever room
a Lodge could be held, an oblong square was drawn with chalk on the floor, within which
all the members found room. Later on they drew a smaller quadrangle. round which the
brethren assembled. Afterwards this quadrangle was strewn Wwith sand. and symbols
temporarily inscribed ; finally the drawn and painted tracing ~boards (tapis) became
fashionable. The rituals were handed down only orally."—A.Q.C., v, p. 19,
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information, disconnected with anything else, having no implications—that is, if
we take it seriously and give it its due weight (whether accepted or not), it at
once offers a reasonable solution to the mystery . what appears so astonishing
and inexplicable within four walls, and under a roof, becomes sufficiently natural
and obvious under the open sky : and drawn with a sword in the sand or snow, like
a protective circle in magic, or cut in the turf, as was done at the baalteinn festival.
or marked out by stones like the Gorsedd of the Bards. or set out as a foundation
with stakes and cords as the sacred enclosure of northern courts was fenced
off with white ropes and peeled hazel rods, the oblong square becomes a quite
understandable thing—at least from the point of view of the anthropologist
and the collector of folklore. And besides this it accounts for the persisting
phraseology of the instructions in all Masonic traditions, whatever change in
meaning it may have undergone. that seven. six or five, as the case may be.
form the Lodge.

FINAL CONCLUSIONS

In the early part of the paper 1 said that the lodge was an important
strategic point to gain in an attack upon the problems concerning the origin and
evolution of the ritual. This at least I think has now been justified. As in
climbing out of an enclosed and tortuous valley where the turns and bends in
the road confuse our sense of direction, and gaining some eminence whence the
whole country-side lies spread out before us, so the conception that the lodge
was once formed or made out of doors, upon the ground, gives us immediately
an orientation in our researches as to the nature and primitive intent of the rites
performed therein. The lodge was brought indoors : at first sporadically and
occasionally, and then, under changed circumstances, and with the exceptional
usage as precedent, this in course of time became the universal rule.

But if the lodge was formed indoors as once in the open fields, it is a fair
inference that what was done indoors was as nearly as the changed conditions
permitted the same as had originally been done with the sky for ceiling and
the horizon for walls. What could not be exactly repraoduced would be represented
by some obvious substitute: such substitutions are constantly found in the
evolution of ritual systems.

The lodge formed indoors would be actually an enclosure within an
enclosure, and almost inevitably there would arise some confusion between the
two—the room itself and the diagram upon the floor. From such confusion
certain displacements could arisc. The formal entrance, for example, might be
shifted from the lodge to the door of the room. or it might be duplicated. or
again the formalities might be divided and part of them taken to the door and
part left as they had always been. There are some traces that all three of these
possibilities came about at various times and in various places, but T will leave
it to the perspicacity of the members of the Lodge to discover these for themselves
if they care to do so : the traces are not too faint to be discovered by one who
knows what he is looking for.

Again, the lodge formed within a tiled chamber would become what. in
their terminology, anthropologists would call a “ survival ™’ . something continued
by conservatism and habit, but for which under new conditions there is no
obvious raison d’étre. 1t is a general law in regard to such survivals that they
tend to atrophy and decay, and unless some new meaning or purpose be attributed
to them they may entirely disappear. An incipient atrophy is evident in the
lodge. For one thing it became smaller and smaller as time went on—a small
point indeed, but not insignificant. But then, through various stages, a new use
was assigned to it, and it was made the frame for a series of pictured symbols,
and so finally became a * tracing board ”, a chart, to be laid on a table, or placed
on an easel or hung upon a wall, so that the devices therein contained might be
conveniently pointed out as they were explained and moralized.
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But what of these symbols ?  Much has been written, and more said. of
their origin as well of their interpretation. They have been supposed to contain
a recondite philosophy, to conceal occult knowledge. even to enshrine mystical
teaching. In sundry * high” grades and additional degrees certain not very
profound philosophical ideas have been worked out: systems of occultism have
been inculcated and even attempts at mysticism are to be found. But while the
occultism has been real and definite enough. the mysticism was but the flaunting
of borrowed vestures which those who put them on did not know how to wear.

Now as operative masons—mere artisans—could not be supposed to be
philosophers or adepts in the occult, it has been advanced. and with confidence
and assurance, that Freemasonry was but a disguise for Rosicrucian fraternities,
or secret Hermetic schools, whose members directed the speculative Craft from
behind the scenes, and provided the symbols in which their teaching was veiled.
All history has been ransacked for such organizations, Rosicrucians of course,
Templars, Pythagoreans, the Mysterics of Eleusis. of Samothrace. of Dionysos,
Adonis, Osiris—anything that was mysterious and of which little or nothing was
really known. Taking a certain risk, 1 will say that therc may be a relationship
between the ancient mysteries and Freemasonry : but if so, it is assuredly not
one of direct transmission, but one of a common and collateral descent from an
ancestry indefinitely remote. For the mysteries of Greece and lonia, with their
ruder analogues in ltaly, including Rome. were but glorificd and civilized develop-
ments of exactly the same kind of immemorial, prehistorical. folk rites as survived
in western Europe—-including the British Isles—well into the last century, and
of which not a few traces still remain. And not only the Medizval Mason, but
also the Masons of the sixteenth and seventeenth centuries were men of their
time and place, imbued with the same ideas, the same prepossessions and the
same superstitions as their neighbours. Put on one side the exceptional men,
who by ability or favour obtained official positions, or were appointed architects
of important buildings. neglecting even the town and city craftsmen whose culture
might be supposed to be greater, more up-to-date—for their period—and consider
the country mason, found sporadically almost everywhere. and more frequently
wherever stone was a common building material. He certainly was not apart
from the life of the community in which hc lived and worked. If the folk of
the village or hundred celebrated May Day, or Midsummer or Hallow Even, he
would not be absent. And if the villagers and folk of the country-side continued
rites of an antiquity hardly to be estimated, why should not he, with his fellows,
also maintain a primeval ritual. modified and adapted to the circumstances of
his craft ? It is not a merc speculation, but an inference based on social
psychology that such a thing is possible. And it must be remembered. though
it seldom is, that the same motives and tendencies that led to the transformation
of the supposedly operative Masonry of the seventeenth century into a Speculative
system in the eighteenth were equally at work in all preceding periods. No
institution can flourish (it may for a while barely survive) unless it adapts itself
to changing conditions. When society grows more complex, root ideas are modified
to suit the new groups as they emerge and, as it were, crystallize. There may
be only one instance—or only one that has survived—in the British Isles, but
it has happened often enough elsewhere in the world, that a mythology and its
accompanying rites have been modified to fit the special interests of a distinct
group or organization—but to follow this would lead us much further than a
day’s journey from the familiar streets of a Borrows Towne. T say so much only
in order to indicate—it is no more than an indication—an existing background
of developments parallel to those that are our present concern, against which we
may the better understand them.

Returning then to the symbolism of which the lodge became the frame :
those who have supposed borrowings and conveyances from other more recondite
organizations seldom, or rather never, tell us plainly what symbols were thus put
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into the Speculative system. Here and there however some indirect indication is
given. The Freemason borrowed the square and compass : this is demonstrated
by the fact that they appear in sundry devices and allegorical designs of three
or four hundred years ago. Why the man who used them in his daily avocation
should have had to borrow them is not explained. From the same or like sources
he has also been supposed to have taken (the wise say conveyed) the interlaced
triangles. the pentalpha and sundry other geometrical figures of mysterious import.
though these and their like enter constantly, more or less obviously, into all
architectural design, and pre-eminently into Gothic design.  And even sun and
moon and stars were borrowed because they are to be found prominently in
engraved plates of occult meaning found in hermetic works and books of Alchemy.
The mason may have borrowed them, it is true: it is hard to set limits to
possibility.

When we have a scries of accounts or descriptions of the same thing we
are entitled to use any detail that appears only in one or two of them in
attempting to form a comprehensive idea of what is described. It is not an
absolute right, obviously, as the unsupported detail may be adventitious or perhaps
spurious. The test is that -it proves to be consistent with the whole. For an
cxample : there is a series of references and allusions to the ritual of the Need
Fire. ranging in datec from Charlemagne to well into the last century. Most of
them give a descriptive account more or less detailed according to the purpose
of the recorder. With variations, naturally, these agree on the purpose and mode
of the rite. Almost without exception it is said that the fire was to be kindled
on a hill-tlop or mountain, that all household fires in the locality were to be
extinguished, that the fire was to be produced by friction. A number agree that
those who actually operated the device for making the fire (in which was much
variation) had to be guiltless of serious crime. One account only says that in
addition to this requirement the operators had to remove everything made of
metal from their persons. This detail is perfectly consistent, for the rite was
magical, and as is well known in that “elaborate pscudo-science ™, as Tylor calls
it, anything of metal interferes with magical influence, especially if of iron. Another
account informs us that the proceedings began before sun-rise “amid solemn
silence ™. " This again fits perfectly, for we frequently find in magical ritual that
silence is a sine qua non. Yet another observer relates that * words of incantation ”
were repeated by an old man, who acted as ** master of the ceremonies” all
the time the fire was being raised. He spoke apparently so no one could
distinguish what he said, and he refused later to tell the observer what it was.
This too is not only consistent but was to be looked for. If other accounts do
not mention the * formula ™ there are reasons enough for the omission ; it might
have been taken for granted. or to be of no particular interest, but most probably
it would be because the outsider did not notice it. In such rites it is frequently
found that where the action is striking and necessarily visible to the assistants.
the incantation is purposely kept from their knowledge by being muttered in a
low voice or some such way. Conversely, where the incantation is widely known
it is the ritual action which is kept secret by being performed apart.

We have a closely parallel set of accounts of the lodge in our earliest
sources. They vary, but the variations appear to be equivalents, and they agree
in what we must suppose to be essentials. Put together they yield a composite
picture, just as a set of absciss® may give points that appear to lie on or near
a curve of a certain order. The answer, for instance, in MEGr to the question
“Where was you made ? 7 gives a very curious detail, “ Behind a rush bush .
Nothing like it appears in any other of our documents, except Prichard’s mention
of a “shrub that came casily up”, and perhaps the reference to a *‘ mossy
house . The Scean Rompu indeed speaks of a “ branch of acacia ”, but this
could be due to later ideas. This avenue of investigation might prove very
exciting. but it cannot be pursued further now. T will say this. however ; when
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we consider the multitude of rites in which green branches. young trees. bushes,
garlands. are not only prominent but a central featurc. and this not only the
world over. or in western Europe generally, but in the British Isles themselves, we
cannot safely assume that such a reference is a late importation.

Let us instead again consider the plain statement from one source that
the lodge is set on the sunny side of a hill that the sun may ascend on it when
it rises, and with it the other allusions, not so direct but of like effect; as of
the master waiting in the east place for the sun rising to set his men to work.
When one comes to think of it, considering the circumstances and conditions of
life of men engaged in a manual occupation. even much later than the period
of which we speak. and the economy in the use of daylight habitual to all
except the wealthiest classes betore the advent of cheap and powerful artificial
illumination, the early morning would be a very probable time for the Masons
to assemble. It would also be probable that such assembly would be held on
a day that was a general holiday. In the Medi®val period holy days were
frequent enough, bul after the Relormation most of them disappeared. Yet
some persisted ; Yule. Eastertide. Pentecost, All Saints, with Shrove Tuesday and
Rogation Days. not to speak of Plough Monday. May Day, Midsummer, St.
Martin’s Day, and the local holidays for wakes, rush-bearings, well-dressings,
and the like. It was quite possible to select a time when there was no work,
or when absence from work would not excite remark or cause trouble.

But we have scen that the lodge has been persistently, in all traditions,
ascribed to St. John, and the fact naturally suggests that this was originally because
St. John’s Day was considered to be the proper season for the assembly. Midsummer
Day. as Yule tide also, was annexed by the Church : but as festivals they both
are far older than Christianity. Later there was some confusion between St
John in Harvest and St. John in Winter. but the summer was much the better
time for an out-door meeting. However, the variant in ME. which says that
the lodge was of St. Stephen, is not so very far from such a tradition, seeing
that St. Stephen’s Day is the twenty-sixth of December, the day after Christmas
and the day before St. John the Evangelist.

However. while there are some indications that normally the lodge was
an. annual event, properly speaking. it would yet be very possible. even probable.
that other dates were selected, especially for what we should call emergent
communications. And it is further most likely that in different districts different
seasons had. for local reasons, become customary. '

While apparently the Need Fire was often kindled in the evening—most
accounts give no indication of the time of dav—-in one instance it is said that
the people assembled at the appointed place before sun-rise. The * wroth "
money. in Warwickshire. likewise had to be deposited upon the ancient stonc
before the sun rose on St. Martin’s Day. It might seem to modern town and
city dwellers, accustomed to well-lighted streets. that for the Masons to meet
and form the lodge while it was yet night would present great difficulties. But
the stars, if the sky be not too heavily clouded. give a very considerable amount
of light, and besides, for a part of the month the moon is still shining at dawn.
An accommodation in the day chosen might, at various times and places. have
well been made to take advantage of this.

The folk festivals of Midsummer were begun on St. John’s Eve, and without
doubt lasted well into the night, if not all night. The masons would be there with
all their neighbours as a matter of course. Of all seasons of the year it would
for many reasons be the most appropriate for the entering of the year’s crop of
apprentices who had served. or nearly completed their time. They would have to
make a night of it of course—but so also did many people on May Eve—for the
green boughs and garlands were brought into the villages at dawn. But however
this was, and whatever adventitious circumstances might have been taken advantage
of, the masons assembled on some eminence and formed the lodge. They set it
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due east and west that the sun. the jewel par excellence might ascend upon it,
above was the cloudy canopy, and the stars and perhaps the gibbous moon were
shining upon it. [t was inches. feet and yards innumerable in height. and its
entrance was far too high for a cowan to reach to stick a pin into. It was open
to all the winds, but especially to the wind that blew east and west. It really
does not seem that there was much need to import these celestial bodies as symbols
from any occult source, however dignified or venerable it might seem to be. In
the (in a sense) degenerate “lodge ™ of to-day. composed (as some in emulation,
and otherwise, say) of ornaments and jewels—that is on the modern tracing
boards—the sun and moon and stars appear because so, when the lodge was
formed, they have always done. -

But what of the wind blowing east and west? In the collocation of symbols
that veil our peculiar system of morality not much has ever been made of it—
nothing much was possible. And yet, save in America, it has always been
remembered. Again the early-rising countryman could answer. He could tell
how often at earliest dawn there is dead calm. even if the wind has been blowing
all night. And then as the light grows there comes a little wind, a quickening
breath. that goes towards the rising of the sun. And then, a little later, as the sun
appears. a dazzling rim of light on the eastern horizon, the wind comes back again,
blowing from east to west.'

The phenomenon is casily explained. The sun’s rays first strike through
and heat the upper strata of the atmosphere. and then as the earth keeps turning
to the sun the lower strata are in turn warmed. The line of the upper heating
efiect is continually moving westerly. The warmed air rising causes a current from
both directions, but the observer at a given point feels first the one and then the
other. But neither the mason. nor his neighbour the ploughman, would know this—
to them the wind blowing from the west towards the dawn was the herald of the
sun, and of the great light of another day.

It may be an unwelcome picture that has been drawn, and [ doubt not but
that the argument has been tedious. As for that | do not sec how anything can
really be accomplished without a close and, as far as possible, an exhaustive
examination of detail : and that. use as we may all the arts and devices at our
command. is almost inevitably monotonous and boring—only a lively interest in
the subject itself can make it tolerable.

I do not ask anyone to accept the conclusions that have been reached. If
another interpretation of the evidence can be offered that is more consistent in
itself, and more in conformity with the way in which ideas and institutions evolve,
I shall welcome it. I would be far more concerned to maintain the value of the
method that has been used. This. put concisely. is to collect everything that may
possibly have some bearing on a subject : to consider it altogether and in detail.
putting on one side the things that do not fit, but not forgetting them ;. appraising
the weight of the remainder, not rejecting what is dubious but carefully refraining
from using it to build upon ; and then to see what sort of pattern is suggested by
what is left. I am particularly inclined to stress the retention of dubious evidence.
for whatever reason it may be so adjudged. There has in the past, it might move
one to laughter—or tears—a passion o reject one item of evidence after another
until there were no witnesses left to testify. so that only a verdict of * not proven ™.
or better, nothing proven, remained possible. The chances have been calculated,
the numerical value runs into millions and billions, against three entirely untrust-
worthy witnesses, without collusion, agreeing in their testimony unless they are
telling the truth—it may be only for that once of course. But this holds equally
well for what is written as for what is said, though the problem of collusion, in

1 Since the paper was read | have come across a curious reference to air being
“drawn towards day " in Grimms Deutsche Mythologie (Teutonic Mythology. trans.
Stallybrass, Vol. iv, p. 1518). “ Aurora ” is also connected etymologically with anra (breeze).

See also Vol. ii, pp. 745-747.
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this latter case of copying. or influence, is perhaps harder to determine. A set of
statements concerning a given subject from many different sources do not form a
coherent picture by chance, at least not often. once perhaps in an untold number
of millions of instances, so that if they do fit in we are entitled to infer that there
is some underlying connection between them ;. and this may be not only important.
_but exactly what we may be looking for.

Finally 1 would emphasize again that only by using all traditions. and
avoiding the giving of more weight to our own than to the others, can our researches
into the problems of the ritual and its concomitants produce sound and
comprehensive results.

ADDENDUM

It will, of course. have been observed that the Wilkinson MS., the latest of
the ritual documents to be made available to students generally, has not been taken
into consideration in the paper. This was simply due 1o the fact that it had not
been published when the paper was written. My first thought was to let my
readers see for themselves whether and how far the newly published document
accorded with the argument. Second thoughts are said to be best, and 1 have
decided to examine it briefly here. 1 might add that this decision has been made
largely in deference to the opinion of Bro. A. J. B. Milborne, to whom. as often
before, | am indebted for many valuable references and comments. Besides, the
interval between the submission of the paper and the publication of the Wilkinson
MS. will now be so great that it would seem strange if no reference to the new
document were made.

Following the schema used in dealing with the other early sources, we find
that according to W (the Wilkinson MS.) the lodge is said to be holy, and * of
St. John ”. This appears in the Salutation. It is later said to be true and perfect.
Such a lodge is made by seven Masons—a Master, two Wardens, two Fellow Crafts
and two Entered Apprentices. But a lodge simply is made by five. as in Prichard,
and these five are not distinguished by rank or grade. It may be noted that before
the general adoption of the interpolated degree of Fellow Craft, the seven required
for a true and perfect lodge would be five fellows and two apprentices. Was the
lodge unqualified as perfect made by five fellows, omitting the apprentices?

The lodge is situated cast and west ““as all holy Places are, or Ought to
be”. The high hills are not mentioned, and the only deep vale is that of
Jehosaphat, but to this is appended the bald alternative. “ or Elsewhere . Which
is rather sweeping. The form is an oblong square, but for this a reason is given
that is so far quite new, ** the Manner of our Great Master Hirams grave ”. This
has an importance in another connection as an indication of the existence of the
legend or ritual myth of the Master, but like the parallel allusion in DSP the
value depends to some extent upon the date assignable to these two documents.
Though even if both were later than 1730 they would still afford an important
indication that the characteristic form of all these catechisms prior to this date,
that of an “ examinatjon” on matters all Masons were expected to know, is not
necessarily and arbitrarily to be interpreted as lack of knowledge of something
more, and still less as evidence of the non-existence of a superior grade.

The equation of the long square with the Master’s grave re-appears in the
second half of the eighteenth century, and also later still. In the 1767 work of
Bérage, Le plus Secret Mystéres du Hauts Grades. a circle and a ** quadrature ”
are obscurely mentioned as appearing upon the Tapis of the Master Architect.
The circle is referred to the * immensity of the Grand Architect, who has neither
beginning nor end ", while the quadrature is said to be L'espace du quarré long
du tombeau d'Hiram, the place or space of the long square of Hiram's grave or
tomb. Once again it is demonstrated how unsafe it is to assume that phrases and
ideas that appear in late accounts are inventions or devices of the period. They
may well be, as apparently here, an outcropping of some obscure line of tradition.

.
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But to return to the lodge. It is said to be in height, “ Feet & Inches
Innumerable ", but no other dimensions are given, nor is the covering mentioned.
It is however supported by the three great pillars, W., S. and B.

The moveable jewels are normal, but those called immovable are in some
respects peculiar. The Mosaic Pavement is the first. which Prichard lists as part
of the furniture, and later accounts class with the ornaments. The other two jewels
are the ““ dented ™ ashlar of MC and a * broach urnell ” which is neither MC nor
Prichard, the doubled dental sound of the corrupt phrase being here dropped
entirely. This variant would seem to bear out the suggestion made in the body of
the paper that jewels, ornaments and (or) furniture are alternative collective terms
for essentially the samc things. It also strikingly confirms Dring’s brilliant
interpretation of the Broached Dornal or Thurnel, and at the same time lends some
suppor: to my own objection to his hypothesis that ** dented ashlar ” is a corruption
of * perpendester . :

It occurs to me that if the phrase that went to France was in the form
* broach urnell ", and supposing (perhaps a rather large assumption) that those
interested in giving it an equivalent in the French language knew, or could have
learned, that there was a kind of fine stone called by this name quarried in
Normandy, then the form of the phrase would have suggested a point or spire or
a pinnacle of pierre d’urnal, and this could well have been envisaged as a pyramid
upon a cubical base. However, 1 feel (at present at least) that it would have been
very unlikely that Freemasons in France at that time should have had so much
knowledge of trade terminology as this. even supposing that this designation was
still current among French working masons and quarrymen. Whether it was or
not | have not the means at hand to find out. But at least we have, in this sct
of jewels, additional confirmation of the term * dented ™ or * dinted " ashlar, and
there will be no further excuse for trying to make out that it is a corruption of
some other phrase.

The Blazing Star. which is given in three of the early documents, Sloane,
the Catechisme, and the Antediluvian advertisement. does not appear, but it is to
be remarked that, immediately after what is said about the jewels, we are told that
the centre of the lodge is the letter “ G ™. In view of the fact that this symbol
constantly appears later on as placed within the Star, or Etoile flamboyante, and
that the Star is always placed in the middle of the diagram or tapis, we may. |
think, quite legitimately infer that though the description varies, or is deficient, .
the things described are essentially the same. In Le Magon Demasqué,' said by
Thorpe to be first published in 1743 (though from the contents I find this not easy
to believe) it is explicitly stated that the only difference in the design of the lodges
of the apprentices and the Compagnons respectively is that in the latter the letter
* G is inscribed in the Star, and that so inscribing it changes it from the first to
the second grade. An earlier reference to this exceedingly exiguous difference
between the two degrees is found in the descriptive letter press accompanying the
wood-cut of the Solemn and Stately Procession of the Scald-Miserable-Masons
in the Westminster Journal for 8th May. 1742, where in reference to the Letter G.
it is said that it is * the Essence of the Fellow-Crafts Lodge ;: For being placed in
the Middle of the Blazing Star, which is the Center of the enter'd "Prentice Lodge.
it then becomes a Fellow-Crafts Lodgz . A similar statement is made in the Key
to A Geometrical View of the Grand Procession. engraved by A. Benoist :
“ The letter G famous in Masonry for differencing the Fellow-Craft’s Lodge from
that of Prentices ".7

"' Bro. Milborne has furnished me with the following note: ™ Wolfstieg gives 1751
for the London edition. Le Magon Demasqué, and 1757 for the Berlin edition. He does not -
give an edition of 1743. 1 agree that Thorpe must be wrong in this.”

The only copy I have seen of this rather rare work was the London edition of 1751.
which was (or used to be) in the British Museum.

= Both of these designs were reproduced by Chetwode Crawley. A4.Q.C.. xvii. 129,
140, 144.
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The MS. further informs us that three great lights were seen, and these are
explained as usual. but there is no reference to the “ fixed ™ lights. The Master
is placed in the East, the Warden (or should it be Wardens. seeing that two have
been previously mentioned?) is in the West, the fellow Craft in the South and the
Entered apprentice in the North.

The key has apparently dropped out, though the receptacle for the secrets,
and the material of which the key is made (which can hardly have any other
reference) are both mentioned. but separated as if the connection between them
had been forgotten. Primarily, the key would be to the lodge. The general
consensus of the documents indicates this. It is the key itself that was kept in a
bound case, a box of bone or an arche d'yvoire—a chest or ark of ivory; and
this case or casket has in a number of later sources itself received keys, keys of
ivory. But this is an eclaboration, which, while natural enough, is not really
consistent with the original idea contained in the riddle. And W has gone a stage
{urther along the path of misconception and makes the bonc box a repository for
the secrets instead of for the key by which entrance could be gained into the Lodge
of St. John. In the main line of tradition the secrets were kept under the left
breast, or under the “ lap of the liver ”, or in the heart, which last was apparently
preferred in Europe generally. , .

Finally, though not so near the end of the catechism as might scem to be
normal. the wind is said to blow east and west.

By the publication of this MS. our indebtedness to Bro. Knoop and his
colleagues is still further increased, for it is undoubtedly a very important addition
to our knowledge, and will enable us to tie up the various early sources still more
closely with each other, and will also, I believe, afford some more clues to their
elucidation : but the preceding is all that bears upon the problems now under
consideration.

However, there is another matter upon which something more should
perhaps be said. 1 may have dismissed too peremptorily the idea that the “ Lodge ™
in the ceremony of consecration might have been, or should be, an ark or chest.
I have to confess that once, now thirty and more years ago, 1 accepted this
hypothesis myself. It was very attractive, for the cista mystica appears in many
mythologies, and traces of it can be found from western Europe to Mesopotamia
and Persia at least, and it is particularly prevalent in the countries round the
eastern end of the Mediterranean. It is closely connected with the sacred basket
on one hand and with the ship or boat on the other. As a tradition in Masonry
it is as legitimate as any other, for all traditions, like a scries of benches in a
river valley, result from an earlier tradition modified and developed in accordance
with the ideas and preconceptions current at the period . and such interpretations
and developments may often lead to a modification of the original deposit, as it
has in this case. In the paper | have been concerned to follow the main stream
in respect of the lodge, and 1 belicve this has been shown to have been continuous
and uninterrupted in all three of the main types of Masonic formularies. The
treatment has by no means been exhaustive but is, I hope, sufficient.

The Ark hypothesis, as 1 will call it for brevity, is in effect based on a
supposition that an important part of the paraphernalia of a lodge was a
mysterious chest, presumably intended to contain still more recondite apporrheta.
At the same time it is suggested that this ark was itself so sacred that it was
proper to veil it from the eyes of the profane. The hypothesis also requires that
it came to be designated. at least at times and in certain places, as * the Lodge ™
simply.

There is no particular difficulty about this last in principle. Nomenclature
depends largely on convenience and also on accident, and just as we may speak
of a lodge-room as the lodge on occasion, so the chest might have been thus spoken
of. Nor is the fact that the diagram (or its substitutes of * flooring ™ or tapis)
was also designated the Lodge irreconcilable with the supposition. It would only
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have added another special signification to a term which already had more than
one, and still has several without leading to confusion. But the trouble is that
while all this may have been there is no evidence that it ever was. I am very far
from desiring to base an argument upon a lack of evidence for another view. We
have had too many instances in this very field of quite unexpected information
turning up. But in this particular case even if the “ Ark” hypothesis were
eventually to be substantiated it would not affect the certainty of the existence of
the general tradition that the “ long square ™ was the lodge, and the most we should
have to admit would be an alternative tradition running more or less underground
parallel to the main stream.

It might be interesting to trace the rise of this theory. Indeed it might be
more than interesting, for it is possible it would throw a good deal of light on the
way in which new traditions can arise. So far as 1 have been able to discover
there is no indication of the existence of the idea that a cista mystica was ever
equated with (he lodge earlier than the second decade of the nineteenth century.
I am inclined to think that Dr. Oliver had a good deal to do with its currency,
though I do not suggest (or think) that he invented it. He was not an inventor,
but he did embroider not a little.

However, it is quite probable that the idea has a respectable ancestry in
point of antiquity, though undoubtedly suffering a * sea change ™ on its emergence.
I would suggest that its chief source is to be found in that equation of the lodge
with the Temple which we find adumbrated even in our earlicst documents. 1 see
no reason for doubting that this connection of ideas could have occurred to the
Medizval mason, but I believe it would have been the publication of the Bible in
an English version that fostered and forced the germinal association. This is merely
conjectural of course, for we have no knowledge of the ritual usages of the Craft
between 1530 when the Coverdale and Mathews Bibles appeared with the references
to Hiram Abi and (let us say) 1710, the approximate date of DK. But there is
an apparent, even if not very definite, increase in emphasis in the references to
Solomon and his building operations in the Old Charges dated within the above
period. But when we come to DK we find this interest fully developed in
considerable detail. And while it may well be possible that this document contains
only the record of some particular individual opinion, and to have had no currency
outside the old Lodge of Dumfries, yet considering the intense interest in religious
matters in general and the Scriptures in particular all through the country, we can
hardly doubt that such an effort would at least be in harmony with the prevailing
ideas among Scottish masons of the time.

There is, however, no further record of such special interest, beyond the
somewhat embryonic connections exhibited in the other early sources, until 1760,
and even then it is not very definite. But the compiler of the Three Distinct
Knocks, in one of his comments, implies that in the “ Ancient ” lodges the Temple
and its furniture were discussed, and perhaps there was more on the subject that
was formalized than appears in his description of the instructions. Sixteen years
later Bérage describes the grade of Grend Muaitre Architecte (and later still the
Récueil Précieux reproduced the same material under the grades of Grand Mir.
Architecte, and Maitre Ecossois), and the motive of these grades is almost entirely
the furnishings and adornments of the Holy Place and the Sanctum Sanctorum,
including of course the Ark. Incidentally, I find it somewhat hard to believe that
the ideas clothed in these grades arose spontaneously in France, considering the
general indifference to the Bible and the relative ignorance of its contents common
in all Roman Catholic countrics. If we could suppose that these Ecossois grades
were derived ultimately from the Ecossois order obscurely alluded to in a note
in L'Ordre Trahi (1745, p. xii), we might infer tentatively that Scottish exiles
had carried to France the ideas and interest in these matters that is exhibited
in DK.
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About the same time in Preston’s system of Lectures (that is if we may
suppose that the Syllabus of 1820 corrcctly reflects their original contents), the
identification of the lodge with the Temple is developed beyond the original
equation of ground plan and siting, and introduces walls constructed of proper
materials. And this conception is carried further still in the Warrington Lodge
of Lights lectures (IIl, Sect. iv), which Yarker discovered, and of which he
transcribed copies for both Q.C. and G.L. Librarics. The identification with the
Temple i1s not here cspecially stressed (though in the two succeeding Sections its
adornments and furniture are treated at length), but the building of the lodge has
become wholly ideal and allegorical.

There seems to be no need, for the present purpose, to cite still later
instances of the working out of such ideas. 1 suggest that the original enclosure—
that was the lodge—having been entirely forgotten. the long square gradually came
to be regarded as a ground plan, or at most a foundation ; and that in this view
it was manifestly incomplete and called for the erection of a supcrstructure. And
doing this would turn it into that regular parallelopipedon which later on appears
sporadically in some more or less authoritative instructions, although it has never
become more than a back-water running beside the main stream of tradition, in
which the lodge has continuously been described as a superficies.

But there is still another strand in this complex network of ideas, the lodge
chest or ark. Many, perhaps most, of the old permanent lodges possessed them.
They were purely practical receptacles for the safe-keeping of the properties and
funds of the lodge. There is hardly need to cite instances of the existence of such
furniture, but the “lockit kist” of the old Lodge of Aberdeen may be mentioned.
Chests of this type were not peculiar to the Masonic fraternity. most Medizval
organizations had them, guilds, municipalities and even parishes. - Usually they
had two or more locks and keys. There is a town in the Pyrenees that has, or
had, a treasury in which the municipal archives and funds were kept, that was
fastened with no less than nine locks. and required the presence of nine officials
with their keys in order to open it.

That a chest could be gven a symbolic signification is shown by evidence
cited by Gould (Hist. 1, p. 235) in his account of the Compagnonnage. Among
other rather naive symbolizing we are told that if there is a chest in the room it
represents Noah’s Ark. 1f the Hatters in Paris in 1650 could thus symbolize a chest
—any chest apparently that might by chance be in the room—the Masons in
Great Britain could conceivably in 1700 have, here and there, equated their chest
or box with the Ark of the Covenant.

In a letter written to his publishers by Pere Simonnet in 1744, a floor-cloth
is described, and in this description appears a Coffre de cing pieds, a five-foot
chest, < which they call the Ark ™, it closed with three keys, and in it “ are locked
up all the ornaments of the Lodge™. This letter was in the possession of the
late J. E. S. Tuckett, and he contributed - translation of it to the Notes in
A.Q.C., xxxii, p. 172. Although appcaring as part of the design along with the
two pillars, the rude stone and other emblems, yet there is no indication of any
symbolic meaning given in the letter. It is obvious that a pictorial representation
painted on a cloth or canvas would not have been usable to hold ornaments or
anything else, and we can only assume that such a purpose for a real coffer or
chest was remembered in the lodge for which this design was made. It might be
supposed that if circumstances made it practically unnecessary—as, for example,
the complete and exclusive control of the building, or at least the room, in which
the lodge assembled—no such receptacle was ever provided, while yet the tradition
was sufficiently strong that such an article should be possessed by a lodge to make
it seem appropriate to have it represented on the tapis. But the information is
insufficient to lead to any definite conclusion on the matter. It would seem.
however, supposing the floor-cloth did actually exist and as Simonnet describes it,
that such a pictured chest was on the way to become purely a symbol. And then.



52 Transactions of the Quatuor Coronati Lodge.

once the memory of its original practical purpose began to fade away it could
hardly, as a symbol, remain a commonplace strong-box (or so at least one would
think), and was likely to be identified with something more in keeping with the
moral interpretation of the other symbols with which it was included in the design.
There were two Biblical identifications lying at hand, Noah's Ark and the Ark
of the Covenant. The former is still retained in the * York ” rite, though with a
rather jejune interpretation, while the Ark of the Covenant, as already noted, had
some place in English Craft Masonry. 1t is referred to in DK. and at the latter
end of the eighteenth century receives attention in much the same way in Finch’s
third Lecture. Certain lodges, also., here and there secem even to have had models,
or presumed replicas of it among their paraphernalia or furnishings in the
succeeding century—I am not aware of any evidence for this in the eighteenth
century.

The Ark of the Covenant was carried into the Royal Arch, naturally enough,
though in that Order it is more definitely and significantly employed in Ireland
and America than in England. In the work of Bérage, cited above, it has almost
as much prominence in the grade of Grand Architecte, and, as already remarked,
in the later Recueil Precieux the same material appears divided between this grade
and the Maitre Ecossois. Later still it is dealt with in a grade called Secret Master.
It may be noted also that though undoubtedly in the eighteenth century the Temple
was conceived as a building in a pseudo-classical or Palladian style yet even so
it remained basically a rectangular structure, and like the Ark of the Covenant
(as also Noah’s Ark as usually represented) was a regular parallelopiped, just as
was the lodge chest with its multiple locks. This may seem trivial, but it must
be remembered that in the evolution of symbolism any resemblance whatever, even
the most tenuous and superficial may be seized upon and worked into the whole
complex concept. For any and every symbol that is more than a bald representation
of one thing by another, such as the symbols used in arithmetic and algebra, is a
mental structure built up out of a number of associations, resemblances and
analogies. And the more of such roots it has the more significant and universal
it becomes.

To conclude: the evidence does not warrant any decided opinion as to the
age of the “ Ark™ hypothesis of the Lodge in the Consecration ceremony, or
anywhere else, prior to the time when it first appears in definite assertions by
individuals after the period of the Union in the early nineteenth century. But no
matter how far back new evidence may conceivably carry it, it will still be, at the
very most, no more than an alternative tradition of limited distribution. For this
is the inevitable inference from the fact that its traces are so few, and (so far)
non-existent in the eighteenth century. while there is such a wealth of evidence for
the continuous tradition, found everywhere, that the oblong square is the Lodge.

At the conclusion of the paper, a cordial vote of thanks was accorded to Bro. Meekren
on the proposition of the Worshipful Master, seconded by Bro. L. Edwards. Comments
were offered by or on behalf of Bros. J. Heron Lepper, D. Knoop, H. H. Hallett, H. C.
Bruce Wilson, E. H. Cartwright, G. W. Bullamore, W. Waples. A. J. B. Milborne, H. C.
Booth, and H. A. Hartley.

Bro. WALLACE E. HEATON said : —

Not often do we get such a complete and comprehensive paper on an
important Masonic subject as that which we have had from Bro. Meekren on
*“The Lodge.” Bro. Meekren’s name must be added to the list of those writers
who have made an exhaustive study of his theme. He has given us additional
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facts from * folk-lore and instructive mythology ”. 1 should like to express my
concurrence with his dictum that, * Historical means alone can never give a
satisfying answer to the questions we would ask.”

Bro. Meekren has prefaced his work with a glossary of new terms which
he would have applied to the component parts of what we generally describe by
the word “ritual ”. Whether his suggestions will find acceptance, time alone
can show. This can be said, that students who find them useful will naturally
adopt them. For myself, 1 express no opinion.

For many years to come this paper will be looked upon as an authoritative
collection of documents that so far have become available to help us in forming
an opinion. On all questions referring to the ** Lodge ™ it should hold the field
for many a long day. If I had to give a definition of what *“ The Lodge ” means,
after rcading this paper, 1 should say it was “a number of Masons assembled
for certain purposes.”

I have much pleasurc in moving a hearty vote of thanks from Q.C. Lodge
to Bro. Meekren for his scholarly and instructive paper.

Bro. LEwis EDWARDS said:—

T have much pleasure in seconding the vote of thanks for the interesting
and exhaustive paper.

The form and furniture of the Lodge figure so constantly in English and in
French Masonic literature of the eighteenth century that Bro. Meekren’s detailed,
learned and critical treatment is to be heartily welcomed.

Few attempts have so far been made to relate Masonic ritual and ceremonial
to the general principles governing these — to me at any rate — intensely interest-
ing. human phenomena that the portion of the paper dealing with them also calls
for our thanks. )

If I may say so, I wonder whether Bro. Meekren has read Frere’s Principles
of Religious Ceremonials. 1f not, I would respectfully recommend this work to
his attention.

We know that the word “ Lodge ” was originally an operative term, but
do not always appreciate that it was not applied only to the workshop and
meeting place of the Masons, but was also used in the case of other crafts. -

Bro. J. HErRON LEPPER said:—

Like everyone here present. 1 am grateful to Bro. Meekren for the
industry and scholarship displayed in writing this paper. Comment is hardly
required save as a token of appreciation of his labours.

The author has been careful to quote the documents on which he bases his
assumptions ; one may or may not agree with the latter. but can have nothing but
admiration for the manner in which the former are marshalled into line for the
attack. Our personal valuation of some of the documents would be more
interesting to us as individuals than in furthering a general increase in our general
stock of knowledge : but 1 may say that Simon and Philip, for example. is a
witness of whose character 1 have grave doubts ; and I never look over the original
manuscript of the Graham without the same suspicion recurring, that it actually
is a copy of an older document. However, comments such as these are really
out of place as an appendage to the paper we have just heard.

The essay, like all good essays on an abstruse subject, is suggestive ; and
1 should like to put on record one or two reflexions it has evoked.
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While all the evidence with which this paper deals sprang from one main
line of tradition, other lines of tradition of which, as Bro. Meekren rightly
points out, we know little or nothing were actually co-existent, and have affected
our modern rite ; they may be purely Masonic, as in the case of what might be
called the “ Deacon ™ tradition appearing in the minutes of the Cork Lodge in
1726 : or extra-Masonic, as in the case of the Gentle Craft, the Fraternity of
Shoemakers, which scems to have been popular in England down to the days of
Charles 1. We have much yet to learn from a comparative study of fraternities in
Great Britain : they were, | believe, more widespread than is generally supposed.
and for the onc that has survived in the shape of our own Craft. there were in all
probability dozens that became extinct and have left not a trace, except perhaps
some symbolism borrowed by the Freemasons. altered to be used in a new setting.
and still to be recognised in what 1 should merely call “ritual ”. lest I should be
caught tripping among Bro. Meekren's tentative sub-divisions of that compre-
hensive word.

Allow me, in closing, one brief reference to cockcrow and the other
conditions indicated in some of the documents as requisites for holding a Lodge
in a remote place. Is it possible that the compiler might have been influenced by
Motteux and Urquhart’s translation of Rabelais ? A passage in Pantagruel, Book
IV, Chap. 62, gives a speculative explanation of the expression which is worth
consideration. The other circumstances of “ high hills ”, ““ remote valleys ”, and
the like, remind me of the conventicles of the Covenanters, practically contem-
porancous with the estimated dates of the documents to which 1 refer, and might
be a further argument, if any were needed, in support of their Scottish origin.

Finally. in real gratitude to Bro. Meckren for having made us partakers
of some of the store of Masonic erudition available in the Greater Britain beyond
the seas, I cordially support the vote of thanks which he is about to receive.

Bro. DouGLAs KNooOP writes: —-

I congratulate Bro. Meekren on his useful study in comparative ritual, in
all that concerns the conception of “ The Lodge ”, but would add that it would
have been more useful had it been spaced differently. Although the paper runs
to nearly 40,000 words. it does not contain a single break by way of cross-heading
or sub-heading. to serve the reader as a sign-post and to assist him in finding his
way. | even suspect that in at least one place Bro. Meekren has lost his way in
his own paper: on page 25 he refers to Early Masonic Catechisms as * the work
already mentioned ', whereas in his paper as printed there does not appear to be
any previous mention of that book. Tncidentally, it seems to be the only indication
of where reprints of some of the documents quoted can be found. All readers of
A.Q.C. have not got a first-class Masonic library available to consult, and many
would like to know where the various documents can be seen. In this connection,
may 1 refer to what Bro. Meekren. quite wrongly in my opinion, describes as the
Songhurst MS. The Songhurst MS. was the name given by Bro. Hughan to a
version of the Old Charges purchased in 1906 from Spencer by Bro. Songhurst
and subsequently presented by him to the Q.C. Lodge. It is printed in Q.C.
Pamphlet No. 2, edited by Bro. H. Poole. Personally, I have never heard of the
manuscript discovered in 1924 by Bro. Songhurst, which, I gather. is a copy of
The Mystery of Freemasonry. Unfortunately, Bro. Meekren does not tell us wherc
its discovery was announced : I cannot find any reference to such discovery either
in A.Q.C. or in Misc. Lat.

Yet another omission from the paper is an exact reference to an article
or paper by Bro. Kress and Bro. Meekren dealing with 4 Mason's Examination,
in which these Brethren advance the view that these catechisms are incomplete
and partly corrupt versions of a common original. These are new claims so far
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as I am concerned, and naturally I should like to be able to follow in detail the
arguments on which they are based.

In referring on page 8 to the consecration ceremonies given by Preston
n his Hlustrations of Masonry. Bro. Meekren seems to suggest that they originated
about 1776, thus entirely overlooking the much earlier version contained in the
Postscript to Anderson’s Constitutions of 1723, and there attributed to the Duke
of Wharton.

Finally, a word concerning the date of A4 Dialogue Between Simon and
Philip in Early Masonic Catechisms. G. P. Jones and 1 placed this provisionally
as circa 1740 for reasons there stated. As the result of comments on our paper
on the Dialogue, read at Q.C. Lodge in January, 1944, we abandoned our
presumptions regarding ** Dr. Desaguilier’s Regulation ™ and * Old Masons ” and
*“New Masons ”, and in our reply (4.0.C., lvii, 20) stated that we now think that
it was set down in writing about 1725.

Bro. H. HIRAM HALLETT writes: —

I should like to tender my sincere thanks to Bro. R. J. Meekren for having
given us such a very interesting and scholarly paper, replete with knowledge on
a wide variety of abstruse subjects. which, although all connectcd with “ The
Lodge , the title of his paper. I cannot help feeling would have been far better
if he had dealt with them separately at different meetings of this Lodge, when
each might have been adequately discussed.

Readers of that most interesting magazine, Miscellanea Latomorum, which
I deeply regret has now ceased to be published, although it has been so admirably
carried on ever since the resignation as Editor of Bro. Lionel Vibert, in 1938, by
Bro. Col. F. M. Rickard, will doubtless remember that the April and May issues
of 1946 contained my article. The Lodge, covered with White Satin, in which 1
attempted to deal with this difficult subject, and the conclusion T tentatively arrived
at was that Dr. Oliver was right in saying that the Lodge and the Ark were
synonymous terms. [ was, therefore, very interested to sce that Bro. Meekren
admits that this article of Masonic furniture could be designated by either
according to special occasions. Although he has now relinquished the “ Ark™
hypothesis. he has added this qualification: * If the Ark hypothesis were eventually
to be substantiated it would not affect the certainty of the existence of the general
tradition that the ‘long square * was the lodge. and the most we should have to’
admit would be an alternative tradition running more or less underground parallel
to the main stream.” Although he has brought forward a great deal of evidence
concerning his present hypothesis that an “ oblong square ” was the Lodge. yet 1
feel that it does not solve many of the difficulties that arise by adopting it. As
Bro. W. B. Hextall years ago said: “ Much that is obvious in the way of ‘ covered
with white satin’: ‘covered and uncovered ’: and ‘incense scattered’ over it,
seems unaccounted for in the case of a trestle-board, and inapplicable to it.”

With these few remarks, which I should have considerably lengthened had
it not been for ill-health, I would again express to Bro. Meekren my thanks and
admiration for his treatment of so many diflicult subjects, which, 1 feel sure, will
tend to clarify our thoughts when we have had time to digest them thoroughly.

Bro. H. C. Bruct WILSON said : —

I should like to join in congratulating Bro. Meekren on a most interesting
paper.

Although on page 7 he modestly refers to his preliminary remarks as
« perhaps tedious, but not without purpose ”, the remarks on the methods of
Masonic research are. in fact, very much the reverse of tedious and make important
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criticisms on the principles on which such rescarch should be based. Particularly
useful is his reminder that Ritual is a genus. and that Masonry is a variety of one
of its many species. Some day, perhaps, an author will be found who will work
out a Morphology of Ritual in the same manner as Spengler has worked out his
Morphology of History. But meanwhile there is a need of detailed comparisons
between Masonry and other similar varieties of the same species, which might
throw light, from a new angle, on the development of Masonry.

[ doubt if Bro. Meekren gives its full value to the method of working
forward from a supposed hypothesis. T have myself used this method on more
than one occasion, with very satisfactory results. But it is, of course, necessary
never to forget that these suggested hypotheses are no more than provisional
working hypotheses. unless and until the accumulation of evidence renders them
something more definite. The danger of the method is that it produces what
Bro. Meekren aptly defines as ** hypotheses posing as facts ”. which are the most
fatal obstacles to Masonic research, and exercise a quite remarkable influence over
many serious Masonic students.

With regard to the French catechisms of Guillemain de St. Victor. to which
Bro. Meckren refers as having first appeared in 1781, I have in my possession,
and have had for a good many years, a French MS. of 1778 by Bro. Godard. then
Orator of the Frere Jumeau Lodge, which gives, among other things, what purports
to be the form of Catechism in a Craft Lodge in France at that time. I have
brought the relevant volume of the MS.. and it is on the table as an exhibit.
Godard’s Catechism consists of 208 questions and answers. of which 106 belong
to the Apprentice, 53 to the Compagnon, and 49 to the Master Mason ; this
includes a few which have been inserted later. They follow mostly familiar lines,
many being identical with those in use to-day, and others repeating items in the
older English catechisms referred to by Bro. Meekren. 1 have not been able to
compare Godard’s catechism with that of St. Victor, as I have not a copy of the
latter, and I have been ill in the country ever since I received the proof of the
paper. But they evidently differ in some details at least ; as, for example. Bro.
Mecekren records that St. Victor has the Master, 2 Wardens, 2 Master Masons,
| Compagnon, and | Apprentice . whilst Godard has the Master. 2 Wardens,
2 Compagnons, and 2 Apprentices. as we have to-day. It must be remembered
that about five years before Godard’s MS. the Grand Orient effected a Union of
the three principal observances in France, very much as United Grand Lodge was
formed in England by the Union of the two principal observances a generation
later. In France, the *“ Ancients 7, the “ Moderns ., and the New were united to
form the ** Grande Loge Unique ct Grand Orient de France ”, in which each of
the three observances had an equal representation on the Council. The rituals of
the three observances would presumably have had some differences which would
be reflected in their catechisms. And such a Union must almost certainly have
been accompanied by a consolidated catechism, which would have had the approval
of the United Grand Orient, whether officially or unofficially. As Godard gives
in his MS. the General Statutes and Regulations of-this United Grand Orient. he
must have becn in conformity with it and the catechism which he gives as in
use in France five years after the Union may fairly be taken to represent the
catechism approved by the Union.

On page 26 of Volume i of the Godard MS. is pasted a tracing board, cut
from a printed work : for the Ist and 2nd degrees. illustrating Bro. Meekren’s
Siamese-twin theory : the print is part of the original MS. On the same print is
an illustration of the ** houppe denteléc ”, shown as a cord with one knot on each
side and one tassel at each end: whilst as a frontispiece a bordercut from a
summons of the Lodge of the Perfect Union of Perseverance & St. Cecilia shows
the same cord with three knots on each side and three tassels at each end.

For contrast with this, I have brought down another French MS. of about
a generation later. which is also on the table as an exhibit. It is a French

©
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translation in MS. dated 1823 of a work of Jeremy L. Cross, referred to by Bro.
Meekren, for the Grand Chapter of the Royal Arch in America, for all Lodges
working that rite in New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut,
Vermont, New York, and New Jersey, printed by John C. Gray at Newhaven in
1820. The translator states that he has omitted such parts as he considers as of
only personal or local interest. The two frontispieces and thirty-nine plates are
all copied by hand, and very well executed. On pl. 7, facing p. 242, is a repre-
sentation of the * houppe dentelée ”, which is also described as the * bordure
marquetée . and is represented in the plate as a rectangular lace border with
fleur de lys at the four corners surrounding the mosaic pavement. On pl. 9 in
the same MS., facing p. 244, the upper object, to which there is no reference in
the text, appears to be an oblong chest or box, with a domed top, covered with a
veil with four bands of embroidery, the two ends noted as East and West, with an
opening in the form of a doorway in the East end—the West end is not visible :
this is presumably the *“ box or chest” known as “ the Lodge ™. carried in pro-
cession, placed in the centre of the lodge room, and veiled in white satin, to which
Bro. Meekren refers on p. 9 of his paper. On pl. 3 of the same MS. is a quaint
illustration of the Brethren meeting * on high hills and in low vales ™, to which
Bro. Meekren refers.

There is very much interesting detail throughout Bro. Meekren’s paper, and
we shall all look forward to seeing it in print in the Transactions and to making
ourselves more intimately acquainted with its contents.

Bro. E. H. CARTWRIGHT said : —

Apparently, Bro. Meekren’s principal aim in his most interesting paper is
to collate all the descriptions and definitions of the term “ Lodge ™ as used in a
Freemasonic connection, in the hope that they—or some of them—may help in
solving the problem of the origin of our ritual. The subject. as he says, is large
and complex, and one cannot but admire the manner in which he has dealt at
considerable length with the material. There are, however, a few minor points in
the paper that 1 think call for animadversion.

Thus, he speaks of the ritual common in the U.S.A. as being derived from
the * York ” rite. I was under the impression that the “ York ” rite, in so far as
the term connoted something entirely different to, and antedating, the system still
practised throughout England, was an exploded myth. I have no first-hand
knowledge of American workings, but from what I have gathered about them it
seems obvious that they arose from the direct, or indirect, importation of the
earlier form of our present system and that—no doubt as the result of constant
intercommunication between the countries—it developed in America on the same
lines as it did here, though 1 fancy that in some American jurisdictions
it has in recent times been still further elaborated, for a Brother once told me
that he had been present at the working of ‘the Second Degree in an American
Lodge and that it took three hours. T include “indirect importation ” because
there are some who maintain that the Craft and its ritual was introduced into
America not directly by way of Bristol (formerly the main port of communication)
but by the Lodges of Irish regiments which at one time were in America. But,
after all, that comes to the same thing, since surely Ireland got its Freemasonry
originally from England and that, too, mainly through Bristol, the port of com-
munication with Ireland as it was with America.

Bro. Meekren makes the curious statement that “ The Irish forms would
appear to be basically the same as the ‘York’ rite, with much superficial
contamination [his italics] from the English type.” Clearly, if the *“ York ™ rite is a
myth, this suggestion is absurd. One would like to know Bro. Lepper’s views on
this point.
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It seems to me that the importation of the ritual into America by way of
Bristol — whether directly or indirectly — accounts for the fact that one often hears
Brethren who are acquainted with American workings and who for the first time
visit a Bristol Lodge. express themselves as struck by sundry * Americanisms ™ in
its working. The Bristol ritual retains certain old-time details which in England
generally have disappeared in the course of ceremonial attentuation that had its
origin in the metropolitan areas.

Bro. Meekren takes the English tradition to be prevailingly “ Modern ™.
Does he mean by this that at the Union the working of the *“ Moderns ” was
followed rather than that of the “ Antients ™ ? Surely it is generally agreed that to
all intents the forms and formularies of the ““ Antients ”” were adopted in toto.

Then we come to an interesting detail. Like the old lady whose religiosity
was so stimulated and heartened by * that blessed word Mesopotamia ”, Bro.
Meekren appears to be greatly impressed by that abominable word * parallele-
pipedon ”. He seems to regard it as ubiquitously characteristic of English working.
But, in fact, of the many ritual variants now used in England (all of them the
same system and differing only in unessentials). that word occurs in only one of
them. and in that one it was introduced —no doubt by some would-be clever
innovator — at some time between 1844 and 1870. Bro. Meekren says that in a
certain connection it is a “ pomposity ”: 1 would rather say that in any Free-
masonic connection it is a monstrosity. As Bro. Meekren spells it, and as it is
generally pronounced by those who use it in Lodge, it is a non-existent word.
A parallelepipedon (in English all the vowels are short — though in the original
Greek the first “ e ” is long — and the main stress should fall on the second “e ™)
is a solid figure of which the common brick is a perfect example. Now the
hypothetical Lodge as described in our working is a pyramid of infinite height
whose apex is at the centre of the earth and whose cross-section at any point is
a rectangular parallelogram, a plane figure. It is this cross-section that is con-
noted by “the form of the Lodge”, which is, therefore. not a solid figure. In
Brown ™ the form of the Lodge " is said to be “a parallelogram . That is an
imperfect definition since that figure need not be rectangular. In Claret (1838)
and in the Oxford ritual it is said to be *“ an oblong square ™, which. though strictly
speaking a contradiction in terms. conveys the intended meaning well enough. In
the Exeter and Bury rituals it is a *“ rectangular oblong ”, which is unexceptionable.
There is one further curious point in this connection. In the O.E.D. besides the
ordinary meaning of the 'word, a secondary meaning is given, namely. “a prism
whose base is a parallelogram . | may be wrong. but I do not think that in a
purely geometrical connection the word is ever used in that sense, and, if that be
so, I cannot help wondering whether the editor of that section of the dictionary
was a Brother accustomed to the one ritual in which the word occurs, who.
realising the nature of the figure therein so named, decided to add this as a
meaning.

3

Bro. G. W. BULLAMORE writes: —

Folklore is the science which investigates survivals from bygone stages of
culture. Freemasonry is such a survival and its scientific investigation is far more
likely to produce reliable results than the legal methods dependant on documentary
evidence used by the authentic school.

Owing to the paucity or non-existence of early Masonic documents the
results of the legal method is stagnation.

If we accept Broach Dornel as a corruption of Broached Ornal, it points.
to a ritual in use when urnel was a recognised building stone. The folklorist
would accept this. but the authenticist requires a copy of the unwritten ritual.
My own view is that the broached urnal was a pyramidal stone of the stage used
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so freely in perpendicular architecture as capping stones for the numerous
pinnacles of that style. The broach was a spire or spike. so a broached stonc
would be a pointed stone.

I think there is abundant evidence in ritual that we have two traditions
which have become merged. In one the working tools are the gavel, trowel and
heavy maul which belong to the layer and setter. In the other are the mallet and
chisel. the tools of the hewer or mason. So far as 1 am aware the mason was
unknown in Saxon times. His work was done by the layer. setter and carver.
The early Saxon churches were of timber and the Christianised ceremonies of the
builders are likely to have brought in Noah and Bezaleel.

The open air meeting suggests the folk moot and the man-making cere-
monies of primitive peoples. Its boundaries were the Zodiac and the sky was
the roof. 1If a spot was specially marked out, I should expect it to be a square.
With the return of the Crusader came the method of preparing stone by the use
of the mallet and chisel. The men who used the method were the masons and
their workshop was the lodge. This was definitely the oblong building with walls
and the infinite dimensions attributed to it T consider to have been taken from
the meeting-place of the older guilds.

When the Freemason Company governed the trade the ceremonies of the
rough masons and the freemasons may have been made to approximate to one
another, and when the ceremonies became entirely speculative they interchanged
parts freely. .

Unfortunately, even the authentic school take for granted much for which
there is no evidence. It is always assumed that the accepted masons and the
Freemasons had the same ccremonies, but if anyone cared to assert that the
accepted masons were of the Noah tradition, 1 do not think it could be
controverted.

Unless we adopt folklore methods and admit the antiquity of our cere-
monies, no advance is possible. The belief in words of power and other forms
of magic go back to primitive times, and 1 have little doubt that originally it was
believed that the pretence that a building was K.S.T. had an influence on the
structure. The perambulation of the lodge by the candidate and the method of
preparation were originally of a protective nature. The ritual is packed with
tolklore, and without this explanation is an absurdity.

Bro. W. WAPLES said :—

Bro. Meekren’s notes on the word “ Lodge ” and its application masonically.
are. in my opinion, helpful and valuable towards a solution of * that something
termed “ The Lodge.”

Had it not been for the numerous references to the Dedication of Masons’
Halls. Public Buildings and structures circa 1776 - 1835, in which the " Lodge "
is that " Something ” carried by Past Masters in Processions, and used in the
dedicatory ceremonials, there may have been considerable speculation as to its
place and purpose in Masonic ceremonial.

Numerous references show. however, that whatever its origin its function in
Masonry was dedicatory, that is to say —it was that part of a Lodge set aside
as Holy Ground. and upon which the drama of Masonry was enacted.

It would appear that wherever it was used in a Lodge room or in the
open (i.e.- -when a public building or structure was to be dedicated)., it was
upon an “ Oblong Square ™ that the actual ceremonial took place. Bro. Meekren
says, “ There is a wealth of evidence for the continuous tradition that the oblong
square is the Lodge. and with this T agree.” In the absence of references by Bro.
Meekren 1 beg to offer a selection.
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Early English Catechisims — (Knoop & Jones)
ie.—The Dialogue between Simon & Philip (circa 1730-50).
There is depicted *an ancient form of a lodge and the new form, the
caption of which reads:— This is the new Lodge under the
Desaguilier’s regulation .

The descriptive matter informs us that " The Lodge as
contra, is commonly made with tape nailed to the floor &c.”

In the Westminster Journal No. 24 of 8th May, 1742, under the title
of “The Freemason’s Downfall &c™, we find a description of a
Lodge —

The true and faithful Masons Lodge

upon which poor old Hyram made his

entered prentices — The Masons for want

of this are forced to make something

like it with chalk on the floor —

that is, when they have a Making.

The Freemasonw's Magazine, October, 1796.
Tuesday, August 9th, 1796 — Wearmouth Bridge, Sunderland
p. 235.
The *lodge ™ veiled with white Satin carriecd by four of the
Senior Grand Stewards.
p. 238.
When the Grand Master and all the Masons being in front,
and having then a full view of the Bridge, a halt was made
and the Grand Honours given. The gentlemen who were not
Masons were disposed of at each end of the Bridge. The Tylers
were placed. and the Grand Lodge formed in the centre.
The Lodge-lights &c were deposited, Lodge unveiled and
Masonic business transacted.
p. 303.
Grand honours were given and the Lodge was veiled. The
procession resumed its order (moved off to the High Street)
where the Grand Master gave orders to the Senior Warden to
have the Lodge deposited —it was accordingly placed in the
Sea Captains Lodge room in the following form.
Tyler of the Lodge
Marshal
Masters bearing the Corinthian and Tonic Lights
The Lodge
Borne by Four Grand Stewards
Master with Doric Light
Two Stewards of the Day
Senior Grand Warden.
When the Lodge. Light, &c were
deposited and secured, and the
Brethren concerned had resumed their
places, the Procession moved off &c. &c.

(4) History of South Saxon Lodge No. 311, 1797.

from order of Procession:—

The Lodge Board covered with
White Satin carried by four
Royal Arch Masons.

Cross (copying trom Webb) and other later American manuals refer to the

Lodge (or flooring), and generally qualify the flooring as a carpet.
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I think the above refer to that ** something ” which was the dedicated part
of a Lodge.
On reference again to The Westminster Journal of 8th May, 1742, one
finds : —
The Masters Lodge is a representation of the
Coffin old Hyram was supposed to lie in, with
Cross bones at the feet and a Deaths head on
the upper part and the two letters M.B. &c. &c.
in the middle part.

In St. John's Lodge No. 80, at Sunderland, there were formerly three old
cloths for the Ist, 2nd and 3rd degrees respectively. In 1867, when the new
hall was dedicated. the original * Making > Cloth was superseded by a permanent
“ druggetting ” 8ft. x 4ft. The original second degree cloth depicting a winding
stair case, and the third degree cloth, corresponding with the Master’s Cloth
described in The Westminster Journal, of 1742, are still in regular use.

Numerous references in the Province of Durham variously describe the
Lodge as:—

The Lodge

The Lodge Board
The Lodge Boards
The Ceremonial Board
The Tracing Boards

and in the R.A. Chapter consecrations, as

The Chapter
The Floorcloth
The Ceremonial Board

In the Freemasons’ Magazine, July, 1796, page 12. is the following:-—

The Grand Secretary proclaims the new Lodge three times
after which the new Master proceeds to explain the Lodge.

It would be interesting to learn whether such an explanation is extant ;
if so, much of our surmise would be ended.

My conclusions are, that a comprehensive study of the origin of present
day tracing boards would lead through a long transitional period to the time
when a representation of the Holy Ground of K.S.I. was chalked upon the floor
of the Lodge, and I feel that Bro. Meckren shares the same view.

As regards Bro. Meekren’s mention of the * Entering of Apprentices ™
coming at the end of their servitude, 1 cannot reconcile this with the records
in Durham County. In the Minute Books of the Swalwell Lodge (now Lodge
of Industry No. 48) and operative until 1735, and semi-operative until 1775, the
Entering of Apprentices was made when the boy was first apprenticed. as witness—

From the Penal Orders — 1725 (or before)

Order No. 4.
When any Mason shall take an Apprentice he shall enter him
on the Company’s records within 40 days and pay 6d. for
registering on penalty of 00.08.04.

Order No. 5.
That Apprentices shall have their Charge given at the time of
Registering, or within 30 days &c. &c.

Order No. 6.
If the Master and Apprentice do not show the Indentures to
be recorded in the Register Book within three months after
date shall pay each 00.02.06.
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From the Minute Books 1725-1778.
September 29, 1725. Then Matthew Armstrong and Arthur
Douglas. Masons, appeared in ye Lodge of Freemasons and
agreed to have their names registered as Enterprentices
to be accepted at next Quarterly Meeting paying one
shilling each for entrance and 7/6 when they take their
freedom.

I am assuming from the above that ** Registering” means ** Entering.”
In conclusion may 1 say that Bro. Meekren’s paper has given me great
pleasure and I trust it will be one of more to follow.

Bro. A. J. B. MILBORNE writes:—

It is over twenty years since | first wrote to Bro. Meekren, and during the
passing years we have corresponded at great length. chiefly about ritual origins
and devclopment. In later years we have been able to meet very occasionally.
At the beginning of our friendship very little had been written on the subject, and
many of the MSS. sources. now readily available, were difficult to obtain. Bro.
Meekren had made copies of those in the British Museum during a visit to England
in 1913. Ten years later he was again in England, and gathered much additional
material from the Lodge Library and the Library of the United Grand Lodge.
Still later he examined the great collection of the Grand Lodge of lowa, at Cedar
Rapids, and also the archives of the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts. at Boston.
This material formed the basis of our inquiries. My role was that of apprentice
to master, rather than collaborator, and | gratefully acknowledge the debt T owe
to him for his kindly and valuable instruction through the years. Two or three
times I have met and talked Masonry with Bro. Meekren, appropriately enough.,
on the top of a high mountain—OwI’s Head. whose eastern side rises precipitously
from the waters of the beautiful L.ake Memphramagog, and on which. in a natural
lodge room formed in the rocky crevices of the summit, Bro. Meckren’s Lodge,
Golden Rule, No. 5, G.R., Quebec, has met annually on St. John’s Day in Summer
for nearly a hundred years.

On one occasion I borrowed Bro. Meekren's copy of Les Francs-Magons
Ecrasés, and had almost completed a transcript when | obtained a copy from a
book dealer in Belgium. On examining my newly-acquired treasure. I noticed
that the lion drawn on one of the plates wore a most benign and benevolent
expression, while Bro. Meekren’s lion was a ferocious-looking brute. This led to
the discovery that 1 had a copy of a hitherto unknown 1747 edition of the work.
The late Bro. Vibert was greatly interested, and wrote a note about it in Misc. Lat.,
Vol. xx, p. 110.

While on the subject of lions, | note that Bro. Meekren mentions that the
roaring lion was of Continental origin. It would seem that it roamed about a
good deal, for it appears in a Ritual of 1780 used by some Brunswickers serving
with the British Forces in America under General Riedesel. When the British
surrendered to the Americans, the Brunswick troops were interned at Charlotteville,
Virginia, with some British regiments, among which was the 20th Foot. This
regiment held an Irish Warrant No. 63 for the “ Minden Lodge ”, and it appears
that a number of the Brunswickian soldiers were made Masons in this Lodge.
Did the Brethren of the 20th Regiment bring the lion from Ireland, or did they
adopt it while serving on the Continent ?

The difficulties attending the translation of Masonic ritual from one language
tc another has also been noted by Bro. Meekren, and this ritual of 1780 is par-
ticularly interesting from that point of view, having been translated, presumably
orally, from English (with perhaps a little Irish brogue added to give it colour)
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into German, and then from German into English for reproduction in the pages
of the Transactions of the Irish Lodge of Research, 1934, p. 151. One of the
translators seems to have been better acquainted with the French language than
the German—otherwise 1 am unable to account for the Jewel of the Junior Warden
appearing in the translated version as ** Lead, or Ground Level .

The Lodge, too, has acquired some peculiar characteristics. Its length is
* From morning to evening . Its width “ From midday to midnight ”. * 3 makes
a Lodge, 5 makes it Regular, 7 Perfect, 9 still more Perfect. and 11 Brilliant ™.
There are three Jewels in the Lodge—"* The Hall, the vaulted window. and the
square floor 7. There are three *“ outward ornaments "—" Mosaic Floor, Flaming
Star, Tesselated Border "—and it is furnished with * The Bible. Compasses,
Square, Rule. the Lead, or Ground Level ”. The Master stands ** In the morning ™,
and the two Wardens ™ In the evening ”. The notes and translation from German
into English were made by the late Bro. Reinhart T. Bailz, Secretary of the
Deutschland Lodge No. 3315 E.C., London, and the original article was contributed
by C. Kampe and H. Handlow to the Masonic journal, Das Freimaurer-Museum,
Bayreuth, Vol. vi (1931), pp. 103 et seq.

It may be noted here that the Provincial Grand Lodge of Quebec warranted
a Lodge in the Anhalt-Zerbst Regiment in 1780, registered on the roll of the
Grand Lodge of England (“ Moderns ) under the No. 516, re-numbered 425 in
1792. I have been unable to find any further details of this Lodge. but at a
meeting of St. Andrew’s Lodge. Quebec, held on August 14th, 1783, * The
Worshipful Master informed the Lodge that a Grand Lodge of Emergency was
held since our last meeting, that it was for the purpose of conferring Honorary
Masonick titles on Major-General Redecasel, Brigadier-General Spcight, and
Lieutenant Graefe, in order to Entitle them to a seat in the Germanick Grand
Lodges ” (Graham. Outlines of the History of Freemasonry in the Province of
Quebec, p. S1). The Anbhalt-Zerbst Regimental Lodge does not appear on a list
of the Lodges in a Circular issued by the Provincial Grand Lodge dated
7th September, 1784, and the regiment had doubtless returned to its native land
with the others in 1783.

1 hope that members of the Lodge will note the opportunities for further
investigation to which Bro. Meekren has drawn attention. For my part, 1 have
been cagerly anticipating a critical examination of the Graham MS.

Bro. H. C. BOOTH writes . —

I should like to add my thanks to Bro. R. J. Meekren for his interesting
paper, The Lodge. He has certainly set some problem: What was “ The Lodge ™ ?
The stone-mason’s workshop : his meeting room, where there was something which
could be veiled and carried in processions : the varying numbers of different
grades of workmen forming a Lodge: and finally the Spiritual Lodge. What
was “ The Lodge " ?

The trouble is that the farther back you try to get the less is the material
you have to work upon.

On pages 25-26 he gives us two lists of documents. 1 am not familiar with
all of them, but with the exception of one or two of the MS. items, which may be
aide-mémoires, the rest would be generally classed as exposures, and from that very
fact are suspect. They were written apparently by men who had only a superficial
knowledge of what they were writing about, and from a hazy memory. Generally
written for profit from the sale of the same. for the revclation of something secret
was bound to attract the curious.

We have to fall back on the Old Charges and their local connections, and
the one or two MS. Rituals and lectures of pre-Union days.
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So far as the early Operative days are concerned, I fully agree with what
the late Bro. Songhurst said. The old minutes are short and to the point, as:
* Junc 24th, 1728. Then John Robinson to yc Lodge his having taken Mattw.
Bambrough Apprentice for seven years, and promises to shew or produce the
Indentures at next quarterly Meeting day.”

These apprentices were only boys of 14 years. They would not be at any
regular meetings, except perhaps the annual Festival on the 27th December. until
they were out of their time, and then became entered apprentices or improvers, as
they were called 50 years ago. when | finished my indentured apprentice as an
engineer ; they were not recognised as journeymen. They then entered the guild
or profession. But at times we have another type of entry, as: “ September 29.
1725. Then Mathew Armstrong and Arthur Douglass, Masons, appeared in ye
Lodge of Free Masons and agreed to have their Names Registered as Enter-
prentices to be accepted next Quarterly Meeting paying One Shilling each for
entrance and 7/6 when they take their freedom.” Here we have men who have
been through an apprenticeship. tor they are called Masons. They would have
some short ceremony, no doubt like the Apprentice’s charge. The Lodge in those
days was the business meeting room.

Then we have the arrival of the Speculative, and 1 quote from a MS. which
says: “The following is the manner of Constituting a new Lodge, as practised
by his Grace the Duke of Wharton, when Grand Master in the year 1722, according
to the antient usages of Masons.” It is too long to give the whole of this, so |
give quotations from parts as follows:—

*“The Grand Master and his officers, accompanied by some
dignified clergyman having taken their stations and the Lodge which is
placed in the centre being covered with white satin, the ceremony of
consecration commences.” Prayer follows.

*“The chaplain or Orator produces his authority (the constitution
roll) and the Lodge being uncovered and he being properly assisted
proceeds to consecrate.

The Deputy Grand Master and Grand Wardens then take the
vessels of corn, wine, and oil and the chaplain sprinkles the Elements
of consecration upon the Lodge. . . . Incense is scattered over
the Lodge . . . the honors are given each time . . . The
Invocation is then pronounced with the honors . . . The Lodge
being again covered all the Brethren rise up, solemn music is
resumed. "

What was this Lodge which was placed in the centre, which is covered with
White Satin, and on which the consecrating elements are sprinkled ?

I quote now from a manuscript ritual which came down to us through Old
Swalwell Lodge, a revised copy of an older one that, I believe, originated at York.
This is what the late Bro. Yarker saw and called the York Rite.

This ritual begins: —

“To Open the Lodge in the F.D. The Brn. being all clothed
the following arrangement of Officers, Ornaments Furniture and Jewels
takes place.”

Then follows the detailed placing of everything. including the proper positions of
the different grades of Brethren.
Finally we have:—

* The Mosaic P., the Blazing S. and the tas. border are repre-
sented by a circular board, the ground chequered, the Sun in the centre,
with the planets and sateilites round it, which with all the other
emblems of Science are to be in the E. and the 3 lights in the E. S.
& W
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The Mosaic Pavement, the Blazing Star, and the Indented or Tesselated
Border are called the Ornaments of a Masonic Lodge. and represent the Ground
Work, the Sun, and the Planets and Satellites.

The Bible, Square and Compasses, Tracing Board, Rough Ashlar and
Perfect Ashlar, etc.. are called the Furniture of the Lodge.

Here we have something in this circular board, with its contents, that could
be veiled and also carried in procession, and was referred to as the Lodge.

Finally, in Grand Lodge Library is a MS. set of lectures in question and
answer form. Watermark 1794, an actual date 1797. The first three parts contain
all the questions and answers in Three Distinct Knocks and a very great deal
more.

In the Third Part, third section, the mystical building of the perfect Lodge
is described, with the reasons for every step, and there is no doubt about this.
1 believe this to be Athol.

Bro. H. A. HARTLLY said : —

Bro. Meekren is to be congratulated on an excellent paper, and thanked
for the enormous amount of work he has put into it. The following criticisms
should not, thereforc. be thought to minimise the value of his contribufion.

I must agree with him that the efforts of some Brethren whose enthusiasm
has outweighed their knowledge have tended to bring less well documented research
into disrepute, but I must take exception to his statement that some have failed
because their attempts were based on some preconceived theory. Where facts are
few, it is an accepted principle of scientific method that the creation of a theory is
entirely justified provided that it accounts for the known facts, and a theory which
cannot be supported by facts is a justifiable working hypothesis until a fact has
been discovered which does not fit into the theory. Then, and only then. must the
theory be discarded.

Bearing this in mind, there seems to be plenty of room for theories on the
form of the Masonic ritual and ceremonial, and 1 personally was much excited
when 1 heard that Bro. Meekren was going to tread these unfamiliar paths. I was
disappointed somewhat, therefore, to find he trod them with rather hesitant foot-
steps. We are early taught that Freemasonry is a peculiar system of morality,
veiled in allegory and illustrated by symbols, and | feel that Bro. Meekren has
tended to spend too much time on examining the symbols. while obviously being
uncertain as to their authenticity.

[ agree with his statement that this field of Masonic research sadly lacks
the inspiration such as we see in modern historical methods. and I think it is due
to a reluctance shown by workers in this field to lcave the well-charted path.

I shall not criticise his paper in detail. but will concentrate particularly on
his thesis that “ the oblong square is the Lodge ™.

There is a good deal of confusion as to what is the Lodge, no doubt in
large measure due to the fact that the Lodge room itseif is so frequently called the
Lodge. There can be no doubt that an examination of extant rituals makes it
clear that the Lodge is made up of Brethren, and not of furniture and jewels.
In his exhaustive analysis of these rituals and catechisms. Bro. Meekren seems to
have overlooked a ritual used in several of the older Scottish Lodges, of which
my own mother Lodge—Fort William No. 43 S.C.—is a prominent example. The
ritual of opening in the first degree contains the following phrases: —

RWM. WS.W., wherein do Masons meet ?

W.S.W. Within the body of a just, perfect and lawful Lodge.

R.W.M. Is this a just, perfect and lawful Lodge ?

W.SW. Itis, RWM.

R.WM. How do you prove to the Brn. that this is a just and lawful
Lodge ?
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W.S.W. By seeing before me the Great Lights in Masonry, namely,
the V.SL. and S. and C., a Charter or Warrant. from the
G.L. of S, and a sufficient number of Brn. present to
hold and constitute the same.

RWM. WSW, how many O.Bs constitute a Lodge of E.LAM.s ?

W.S.W. Seven or more, namely, the R.-W.M., the S. and J.W.s, the
S. and J.Ds, and the 1. and O.Gs.

Again, the fact is recognised by all Grand Lodges. for when a new Lodge
is consecrated the consecration ceremony is carried out in full, even though that
particular Temple may have witnessed the consecration of many earlier Lodges.
It is the Founder Members who are consecrated, and they are consecrated because
they are the Lodge and will start the Lodge's work.

Bro. Meekren is correct in assuming that Lodges were sometimes or
formerly held in the open air. Such meetings were held by my mother Lodge
before it received its Charter in 1743, and its Charter does, in fact, empower it to
hold a Lodge wherever it pleases, and open-air Lodges have been held as recently
as the latter half of the nineteenth century. Singularly enough, they were held in
a narrow defile where the O.G. could well defend the only entrance with his drawn
sword.

Again, the newly-admitted Brother, when given the Charge in the N.E., is
informed quite plainly that he has laid the foundation stone of his Masonic career
and is invited “to erect a superstructure " The idea is very widely
prevalent that if one departs from the strict letter of the material symbols, that
*“ peculiar systém of morality ™ is, in fact, instruction on how to erect one’s spiritual
temple, and that surely is what constitutes the Mason’s Lodge.

' We must be very careful not to take too much inspiration from the French
rituals. Anyone who has had a fair amount of work to do in translating French
technical literature must have been amazed and amused at the curious nomenclature
devised by the French when their own language had not a suitable word. A
Masonic ritual from this point of view could well be considered “ technical ”,
and a large number of the words used in French rituals are of very doubtful
authenticity. The French, moreover, with their love of the flamboyant. are rather
addicted to the use of extraneous trappings in their ceremonies, and this can very
widely mislead those who come after. An examination of the rituals compiled by
such an eminent Freemason as Albert Pike for the first three degrees of the A. and
AS.R. will illustrate the point I wish to make. These were inspired by the French
formularies, to use Bro. Meekren’s term, and show a theatrical conception of the
three Craft degrces which would stagger a simple-minded English Brother who
had never heard of these “ foreign goings-on ™.

I must correct Bro. Meekren on one point when he refers to the height of
the Lodge “ from the zenith to the nadir 7 as being ** from the earth’s surface to
infinity ”.  As E.A.s we were instructed that the Mason’s Lodge was in length
from N. to S. and in breadth from E. to W., and the height is from Zenith to
Nadir, but the whole thing is quite obviously derived from the astrological
conception of the universe. The horoscope is centred on the person concerned,
and represents a chart of the heavens above and below him at his moment of birth.
Again, we see thc Lodge, which obviously in dimensions corresponds with the
astrological universe, as being centred on the individual, and the Mason’s zenith
is, therefore, located in a ** celestial canopy of diverse colours ”, and his nadir is
on the other half of the celestial sphere which he cannot see. Any particular part
of the earth merely enters into it, because when he was born he was on a part of
its surface.

At one point Bro. Meekren points out that the G.L. of S. expressly forbade
the use of Tracing Cloths or Boards, and this is quite true. Indeed, the tradition
is so strong in many parts of Scotland that Tracing Boards do not figure in many
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of the older Lodges, nor are the subject of any lectures, although much of the
history included in the English lectures is included in the normal ritual. These
old Lodges have always tended to view with a certain amount of scorn the
" artificial " nature of many of the devices depicted in the English Lodges, and 1
have even heard them referred to as ** innovations .

I am absolutely in agreement with Bro. Mcekren's opinion that although
there may be a relationship between the Ancient Mysteries and Freemasonry. it is
not of direct descent. This does not seem to be the point at which to introduee
a discussion on this very interesting subject, but I would with all respect suggest
that undue importance should not be attached to tracing back the origin of the
symbols we use. My private belief is that they were introduced comparatively
recently and are somewhat jejune in character. In particular they are no part
of the Lodge.

Bro. R. J. MEEKREN writes in reply :—

The members of the Lodge have treated my paper very kindly, and 1
appreciate it very much. 1 had really expected more disagreement than appeared.
and in a way this has been a disappointment, but I hope that the thesis presented
may lead others to take up the subjects in view. and procced further than 1 have
been able to do.

The evidence adduced in the paper is, | believe, fairly and typically
representative of the three main branches of the Masonic tradition in respect of
the Lodge, but T would not myself call it exhaustive.

Bro. Heaton mentions my “ glossary of terms . I would like to emphasise
again that 1 am quite indifferent whether they are accepted or not as an addition
to our technical terminology, so long as in some way the distinctions they have
been employed to designate are kept clear. Like Humpty Dumpty in Through
the Looking Glass, 1 have made these words mean what 1 like: though less
generous than he, I do not pay them ecxtra. But when, for the sake of any
argument, things are divided and distinguished that are usually lumped together,
it is often necessary to treat words as algebraic symbols and assign to them limited
and defined meanings in order to avoid continual periphrases. And in this con-
nection I would like to say that the definitions of ritual and ceremonial given by
Bro. Edwards in his Prestonian Lecture (A.Q.C., xlix) are much more in accord
with etymology and common usage than are mine. But separate and specific
terms were needed, and [ did the best I could in selecting them. Nor was the use
of the term * ritual > in the restricted sense original, for 1 here followed the lead
of several writers on anthropological subjects.

I also gathered from Bro. Edwards’ lecture, and it is confirmed by his
present comments, that he is inclined to believe that the material collected by
anthropologists and students of comparative religion and mythology. folk-lore and
like subjects, can be used with advantage in attempting to solve the problems
presented by the Masonic ritual and its concomitants in respect of origin and
development. 1 am very glad of his support here, as also that of Bros. Bullamore
and Wilson, for I hold this to be a most important line of advance.

In regard to Bro. Edwards’ question, I have not read Frere’s well-known
work, but simply because 1 have never had the opportunity to do so, although 1
am, as | suspect he is too, much interested in Liturgics.

Bro. Lepper’s reference to the old translation of Rabelais also interested
me very ntuch. But I am personally inclined to doubt that there can be any
direct relationship between the passage he cites and the requirement, “without
crow of cock . Chanticleer was a bird of good omen all over western Europe ;
his crowing drove evil spirits away. and he figures not only in folk-tales, but also
in mythology. The subject, however, might yield interesting results if it were
followed up.
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I wonder if Bro. Lepper has ever noticed a number of passages in Urquhart
and Le Motteux (I should guess due to the former) where phrases occur that have
a very distinct Masonic flavour—I go no further than that. There are seven or
eight of them, if memory serves me. For example, in Bk. iii, ch. 43, occurs * by
the rule and square of whose advice . . .” and in Bk. iv, ch. 15, *“ made shift
to tope to him on the square ”. The curious thing is that in every instance these
words are due entirely to the translator—there is nothing corresponding to them
in the original.

With Bro. Knoop’s suggestion that the paper nceded some sub-dividing |
fully concur. When 1 first looked through the proof it struck me the same way
exactly. The printer made things worse by leaving out the heading to the
Addendum, which was in the “copy ”. | may say in apology that I have usually
been in the way of putting in sub-heads on the page proofs, when it is more easily
seen how they will look. Perhaps I may be permitted to insert a few even yet.

I have also another apology to make, this time in respect of Bro. Knoop's
own work. The paper as first written was nearly half as long again. and was
subjected to drastic surgery in revision for the fair copy. The passage in which the
first reference to Early Masonic Catechisins occurred was excised en bloc, and 1
did not notice until too late that the second mention was thus left in the air.

In regard to what I have called the Songhurst MS., for want of a better
name ; it seems that this title was ill-advised. being already pre-empted. And I must
frankly confess that when I first used it I did not know of the copy of the Old
Charges so entitled, nor indeed have I even yet ever seen Q.C. Pamphlet No. 2.
Bro. Knoop is also quite right, 1 believe, in saying that no allusion to it has ever
appeared in either 4.Q.C. or Misc. Lat. So far as I know. it has never been
mentioned in print, save one or two passing references in the Builder. 1t is rather
a peculiar situation. It would appear that 1 am now the only one alive who has
seen and examined the document in question. I had naturally supposed that it
was in safe-keeping in the archives of the Lodge. and T was greatly surprised when,
some few years ago, I made inquiry about it of Bro. Rickard. and found that he
knew nothing of it and could find no trace of it. Nor yet of another document—the
transcript of the Warrington Lodge of Lights lectures (catechisms), made and
presented by the late John Yarker to the Lodge ; a companion copy of the one he
gave at the same time to the Grand Lodge Library. It seems, therefore, that two
documents have been lost or mislaid in the last twenty years or so. Under these
circumstances it may be well to put the facts on record. Being in England in
1923 and 1924, 1 spent as occasion served a good deal of time at 27, Great Quecen
Street. At the particular time | was there practically every day for some two
weeks. The date is fixed by a letter to Bro. Kress. 1 may explain that T wrote
him continued letters, as much for a permanent record for myself as for his
information, in regard to the work I was doing and the books and documents of
which I was taking notes. Under date of January 24th, 1924, is the following: —

When S. came in he told me that this morning he came into
possession of a MS—perhaps middle of the 18th cent. by the writing,
of which the antecedents are unknown. It is at first sight a copy of the
Mystery of Freemasons, of which there is a copy in the British Museum
which | copied in 1912. But there are some slight differences, among
which the following may be important: * entered apprentice ” which
appears in the printed version is in this “ entered an apprentice ”. 1
should on the whole be inclined to think it was copied from the
published document. S. thinks probably independent. Both opinions
of course off-hand.

I had not referred to this correspondence for many years, and 1 was in
truth somewhat surprised to find that 1 had written the very day the MS. was
discovered. It also appears that on one point my memory played me false. T did
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remember that Bro. Songhurst had said that there was no reason why it should be
assumed that it was a copy of the print. But I had taken the view that it probably
was a copy, largely. I think, because I would have liked to think it was independent.
And | had forgotten that, after our examination of the document, he had given
it as his opinion that it was not a copy. and might be some years carlier than the
print. He told me that he had found it in one of a number of old books he had
been looking through. These books had been sent by a dealer the day before, and
1 remember that among them was a copy of Batty Langley’s Pracrical Geometry.
I pointed out the frontispiece in this to Bro. Songhurst, but he did not seem to
think much of it, but mentioned that the same plate was also in the Builder's Jewel,
and that Dring had reproduced it in his paper on the Tracing Boards. This was
all new to me then.

However, after we had spent the best part of an hour over the MS., Bro.
Songhurst put it into a large envelope, upon which he wrote. 1 presume, a
description, and remarked that he would have to file and index it. 1 got the
impression that he was not very much interested in it, and generally that he had a
very low opinion of all such documents as evidence.

Another point raised by Bro. Knoop concerns the statement made in the
body of the paper that the catechisms ME. and MFM. are versions of a common
original. So far as [ know there has never been any published discussion of this.
I have referred to it in the Builder, and elsewhere, perhaps rather dogmatically.
But in truth the relationship has always seemed to me so obvious, that once it
was pointed out anyone with the two documents before him could hardly fail to
sec it for himself. In 1924 T did make a preliminary draft of a paper that was
intended to deal with the relationships between the several items in this group
and GMGr. T showed it to Bro. Songhurst. but he seemed to think that it would
not be of any particular value or interest, so 1 went no further with it. But 1
have found the tabulations of resemblances and differences that 1 had made very
useful on many occasions.

Incidentally. in regard to the Builder, it does not seem to be at all known
in England. as Bro. Knoop has observed before. Yet it should not be more
inacessible than, for example, 4.Q.C. is to the average Mason student in North
America. The Builder should at least be available in Q.C. Reading Room and
Grand Lodge Library if not now to be found in Leicester, Manchester and
Liverpool and in the libraries of the other Lodges and Associations for Masonic
rescarch and study. They all received it as long as it was published.

The question of references was an open onc. My plan at first was to give
none at all. though as I went on I did not live up to this self-denying ordinance very
strictly. If we could write with the same freedom that scholars generally are able
to do. things would be much easier. But I do not need to point out that there
are extraneous considerations to be taken into account in this case. I hope that
upon reflection the members of the Lodge will at the least appreciate my motives
for reserve even if they think it unnecessary. The fact that I am not dealing with
a restricted period, such as it is not unusual to confine studies of this nature,
makes a real difference in the present case. Those of my readers who are familiar
with the kind of literature cited in the argument will find ample clues to the source
in each case, while for those who are not mere references to title and page would
not be, I venture to think. of very much assistance.

In regard to the Consecration ceremonies (they are not ritual in the sense
defined), I do not think that it is the same thing as the Constitution. Perhaps
the point was not made sufficiently clear in the paper. What Anderson gives is
the Manner of Constituting a New Lodge. Preston adds to this a form for
consecrating a lodge, which appears to be a modification of the ceremonial
arranged for the Dedication of Freemasons’ Hall. But the two ceremonials are
merely in juxtaposition ; they have no organic connection with each other. T take
it that when the Manner of Constituting was compiled the Lodge (in the ritual
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sense) was supposed to be drawn upon the floor in the customary way. and that
no idea had then arisen that it stood in any need of consecration.

Finally, I have to confess that that it had slipped my memory that Bro.
Knoop and Mr. Jones had changed their first tentative dating of DSP. 1 do not,
however, think that this would have been overlooked had it been of real moment
in the argument. So far as it goes the earlier assigned date is more favourable
to what 1 was trying to show than the later one. But I apologise for the over-
sight.

I am really very glad indeed that Bro. Knoop’s comments have afforded
an opportunity to make the above clarifications and explanations, especially in
regard to the MS. version of MFM discovered by Bro. Songhurst.

Since the above was written 1 have heard of the- deeply regretted death of
Bro. Knoop. There seems, however, no reason to make any alteration in what
I wrote when he was alive. 1 personally shall feel the loss of a great scholar.
and on certain points a worthy antagonist, very much indeed.

Bro. Hallett’s article in Misc. Lar. was brought to my attention by Bro.
Milborne, and needless to say, I read it with great intcrest. But 1 still feel that
the evidence so far before us does not indicate an earlier date than the beginning
of the ninetcenth century for the employment of an ark or chest as a representation
(or symbol) of the Lodge. And it seems to me that Webb’s Monitor is conclusive
that in America the * Floor ”, or painted cloth—which had taken the place of the
original diagram — was still held to be the “Lodge” for the purpose of the
*“ consecration ” ceremonial.

[ quite agrce with Bro. Hextall's dicrim, referred to by Bro. Hallett. that
the scattering of incense upon a “ Lodge Board ™ is unaccountable and irrelevant.
In fact, I think the scattering of incense is meaningless any way. Incense is intended
to be burned. But I think that if it be kept in mind that the board or cloth is a
survival, a last shadowy representative, of the original enclosure. the incongruity
from the historical point of view is removed.

Bro. Wilson’s French MSS. seem to be very interesting. 1 trust he may be
able to collate the one that belonged to Bro. Godard with the Recueil Precieux
of de St. Victor. The catechisms appear to be unusually lengthy for French
working. De St. Victor does not mention the tapis in any form, but I have little
doubt but that it was taken for granted.

It seems from the description given by Bro. Wilson that the designs copied
from the Masonic Chart of Jeremy Cross must have been modified. In the latter
the chequered pavement has a floriated border, not indented. and certainly not
at all resembling lace, nor are there fleurs de lys in the corners.

On the ninth plate by count, bearing page number 10, appears a very
box-like object. It is intended for a representation of the Tabernacle. Three
very flat-looking pillars are shown in the front (marked E.) with what is intended
for a curtain, or veil, half drawn back. This, as all the other designs in the
book, are not symbols but memnonic emblems ; each refers, in its order, to a
clause in the ** lectures.” This particular device is to remind the forgetful Brother
of the statement concerning the situation of the Lodge, and the reason given is
that the Temple was ‘““so situated ”, and that that was because Moses thus
erected the Tabernacle in the Wilderness. It would appear that the translator
did not know “ what it was all about ” and mistook the design (very pardonably)
to represent a box or chest. It would thus be another of the multitude of instances
where a symbolism grew up based on misunderstanding.

I am afraid I cannot accept Bro. Wilson's parallel between the Union of
the “ Ancients ™ and “ Moderns” with the formation of the Grande Loge
Nationale, of France, in 1772, which a year later took the title of Grand Orient.
The former was a stable union, the latter had hardly been arranged before it
began to break up. If one may so describe them, the differences between
*“ Ancients ” and “Moderns”* were confessional. while those between the old
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Grande Loge, the Knights of the East, the Emperors of the East and West, and
the Chapters of Rose Croix, were dynastic. Nor can I believe that this united
body of a moment had the time, even if it would have had the desire (which T
doubt) to revise ritual or catechisms. At the same time 1 quite belicve that Bro.
Godard’s MS. would have been regarded as sufficiently orthodox in any grouping
of French Masons of the period.

After reading what Bro. Cartwright has said I have to confess that T did
not realize how completely unfamiliar with the designation “ York Rite” my
Brethren in England might be. 1t has, I suppose, the right to exist created by
usus loquendi, seeing it is a household term among some two million Masons.
Surely Bro. Cartwright has forgotten the note to the Regulations in the second
edition of Dermott’s Ahiman Rezon. * They are called York Masons because
the first Grand Lodge in England was congregated at York, A.D. 926 by Prince
Edwin ". The Craft in America was largely of Ancient origin. and inherited
Ahiman Rezon and all that went with it. There is not, and never has been, any
idea of a modern derivation from the city of York. This may also clarify my
meaning when I said that the Irish forms appear to be basically the same as the
“York ” working. It is most natural that they should be seeing the original
“ Ancients ” were mainly Irish Masons. But as to the Brethren in Ircland, living
next door, it is also natural that they should in the course of a hundred years or
so have been influenced by English formularies — the word T used was the Latin
contaminatio, not contamination, as the printer made me say in the proof. It was
for that reason it was italicized. I used that form to convey a nuance of meaning.
“ Contamination ”’ might easily convey an aura of disapproval. while 1 wished
to make clear that there is nothing to deprecate or disapprove in the process ;
which is also inevitable whether we approve or not.

It is hard to make clear the difference between the * York > rite and the
English working. It is not only differences in arrangement. but the whole texture
of the forms of words is different. 1 am not speaking of the essential differences
between the “ Ancients ” and “ Moderns ”. These were all settled up in 1813,
and the Modern Lodges in America followed suit. In Europe the (alleged)
innovations of the “Moderns ” are still retained in general, except in Lodges
deriving from the A. & AS.R. This rite, coming from America. followed the
usage in these matters agreed upon in the International Compact at the Union.
But though the whole English speaking Masonic world accepted, and has since
followed. the simple and clear-cut requirements then promulgated, there was no
overturning of accustomed phraseology or arrangement. In these respects quondam
“ Ancients ”” remained Ancient, and “ Moderns " likewise remained Modern. But
since then there has been that constant process of contaminatio (Latin again !)
which has, as I see it, produced two quite distinct types of ccremonial and ritual,
the English on the one hand, prevailingly Modern (in the respects specified), and
the “ York ” or American upon the other, which is basically “ Ancient.”

I am glad, however, to be in full agreement with Bro. Cartwright on one
point — our mutual detestation of * parallelopipedon ”, or as I take it he prefers
* parallelepipedon ”.  This is, indeed. more proper etymologically. but seems to
be the less used spelling among those whom one supposes should know —
geometricians and lexicographers. 1 may also explain that 1 took the Emulation
working as the representative of the English type chiefly because (from the out-
side) it seems to be the most widely known. But I dislike in principle as much
as Bro. Cartwright appears to do the aggressiveness of its proponents and
followers.

The phrase used in Exeter and Bury is, as Bro. Cartwright says, unexcep-
tionable as a description. It is parallel to that of the Grosse Landesloge, a
rechtwinkligen langlichen Vierrek, which might be rendered, a right-angly, longish
four-corner. Though Vierrek is, of course. the ordinary German word for
“square . But when we trace our word ‘““square ” back through the French to
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its source we find it was originally just a “ four-side ”. 1 contend, though, it is
a mere trifle, that it is the modern usage that is incorrect. But I freely admit that
it is much too convenient to discard. Still *“long square ” remains perfectly good.
even if somewhat obsolescent English.

The conception of the Lodge as an inverted rectangular pyramid with its
apex at the centre of the earth, and its cross-section at the surface a rectangular
parallelogram, which Bro. Cartwright has elsewhere set forth (as 4.Q.C. xlv, p. 93)
seems to me perfectly legitimate as an interpretation. though I personally would
prefer Preston’s ideal structure, with its foundations going down to the centre.
and its walls constructed of proper emblematical materials upon the ground plan
of (if Bro. Cartwright will forgive me) the long square, and its roof the vault of
the heavens. And I suppose that the improvers of Emulation had a like conception
when they inserted the pompous Greek terms : though they did not know their
Euclid very well or they would have called it * rectangular ” instead of * regular ™
for this prism is just as regular when it is bounded by rhomboids as it is when
bounded by rectangles. But all this is personal interpretation, about which there
is no orthodoxy — fortunately. My contention is that «ll interpretation must be
relatively late. The account of the “ Lodge ™ in the first place was descriptive
only ; descriptive of the actual enclosure within which the primitive ritual was
performed, with its natural and inevitable surroundings cryptically described.

In regard to Bro. Bullamore’s comments, I may say that I have followed
very closely what he has written and said in the past, and I feel sure that on many
points we are in agreement, but if I understand it correctly 1 do not think I could
accept his general position without much modification. That Craft organization.
and organizations, might have an influence on esoteric matters, seems not only
possible but under certain circumstances highly probable. Where there was
hostility or jealousy between rival groups, as for example between the various
branches of the Compagnonnage, it might well lead to such deliberate changes
as were apparcntly made by the Grand Lodge circa 1730. to exclude those deemed
false Brethren or irregular. And separation, however caused. will lead gradually
to further differences. But I cannot believe there was ever any clean-cut esoteric
division on the basis of the tools used by different sub-divisions of the stone-
workers’ occupation. The pick and the axe. and also the adze, preceded the
general use of the chisel ; and the long chisel. used without hammer or mallet.
like an old-fashioned “ jumper ™ rock-drill, was also used for carving in the best
period of pointed architecture. But the real ground for my disagreement would be
that all differentiation and specialisation in a craft or trade is relatively late, while
I am seeking to get behind such later modifications and adaptations to changed
and changing economic and social conditions.

Naturally, on the basis that the ritual was invented or devised deliberately.
at some particular time —say early in the Medizval period —it could be quite
possible that from the first there were different organisations with differing rites.
But I do not think that this is Bro. Bullamore’s contention, and in any case |
could not accept it ; for what | take to be the original ritual, as it can be discerned
under the complex of our modern observances, is something that could not possibly
have been invented de novo in the Middle Ages any more than in modern times.
I am not at all dismayed by the fact that the antiquity I would ascribe to the
fundamentals of the ritual would go back long before there were. in North
Western Europe, any Freemasons. or workers in stone of any kind. But this is
not the place to go into that.

. Just one thing more. That the ** pointed stone ™ was envisaged in Europe
as a cube surmounted by a pyramid is certain. And this could be taken as being
a debased derivative of the capping stone of a Gothic pinnacle. If Bro. Bullamore
has read Perdiguier he may recall the erection apparently used by the Compagnons
of the Enfans de Salomon for the instruction of their neophytes. From the
description (none too clear) it would have been something like a pinnacle. or
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perhaps more like a tall carved font-cover, in which every kind of joint and
moulding was exemplified. This object. Perdiguier says, was criticised by some —
at the time he wrote — on the grounds that such moulding and jointings were no
longer in use. 1 suppose that the object represented in the illustrations in 4.Q.C.
xxiii, pp. 9 & 12, is intended for this exemplar of different kinds of carpentry and
joinery. It is somcthing of a mystery, however, in spite of Perdiguier’s explanation.

I must thank Bro. Waples for some new evidence, new to me at least,
although one or two of the items are familiar enough. But as I have already said.
what I offered in the argument was not intended to be exhaustive (had it been
within my knowledge to achieve this). but to offer a representative selection. |
am, therefore, the more glad to have others bring fresh evidence pointing in the
same direction.

The phrase, * Explanation of the Lodge ”, is still current in the “ York
Rite ", and refers to the equivalent of the Lecture on the First Tracing Board
in present-day English working. It is a narrative lecture based on the third
section of the catechism of the first degree in the so-called “ Webb ™ lectures. It is
regularly given under this designation in my own lodge.

I was well aware, and indeed have been since I first read Gould thirty-five
years ago, that in the old Swalwell Lodge the Apprentices were to receive “ their
Charge ” within forty days of the registering of their indentures. It is an
exceptional state of aflfairs and I have never felt inclined even to guess at the
reason for the anomaly. For that it is an anomaly 1 believe. and 1 think that in
my paper on the Aitchison’s Haven Minutes (4.Q.C., Vol. iii. p. 147). I made
out a reasonable case for the statement to which 1 alluded early in the present
paper. This, of course, referred only to Scotland. Outside of the County of
Durham, and the two or three isolated instances and references, such as the
initiation of Ashmole and Col. Mainwaring, there is simply no evidence at all for
England, so we cannot assert anything, though perhaps it may be allowable to
argue that the customs would be alike in the two kingdoms. There are a few
indications that * free brothers ™ might still be found in a stone yard at the end
of the 17th century, though Bro. Knoop does not rate them very highly 1 gather,
for apparently he ignored them. But if we tentatively accept them at their face
value we could infer that enterings and passings (under whatever designations)
were still practised here and there in the English operative craft, i.e. trade. Other
indications, however, rather point to an undivided rite in which the apprentice
out of his time was made a Fellow in one step. Either that, or an amalgamation
or telescoping of what had been two steps, such presumably as those practised in
Scotland. Personally, T am inclined to the hypothesis that at first— very long
ago — the ritual of initiation was one. This from internal evidence. And that
later a division was made on account of changing extcrnal conditions : those
changes that went on in various countries at varying periods, which led to the
emergence of an cmployer class, the members of which sought in different ways
to restrict the accession of others to that status and to create a monopoly for
themselves.

Bro. Milborne's references to myself I shall pass over. But 1 will say that
whatever small services I have been able to render him have been well worth
the effort, and have actually been repaid to me in the same coin — a hundredfold.

The curious incident of the Brunswicker Lodge in captivity in Virginia is
interesting. 1 should be inclined to classify their “work ”, from the excerpts
given, as of a good German vintage of the period. The transformation of the
cardinal points sounds very curious in English. but not in German. Morgenland
is a very usual word for the orient. Abendmeer is the Atlantic ocean. The
formulary of the Grand National Mother Lodge, Zu den drei Welt-Kugeln, has
(or had) Morgen, Abend, Mittag and Mitternacht instead of the more direct terms,
Ost, West. Sud and Nord.
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Lead, or ground level also seems to be good German. Blei is used very
much as we use “plumb ”, and Bleiwage (lead-balance) or Serzwage are usual
words for the level — the instrument. Grundwage is apparently a plummet and
line, but das Blei is used in the same sense.

The * Hall, vaulted window and square floor,” are, 1 am sure, our old
friends the Porch, Dormer and Square Pavement. Die Halle is * the Hall 7, but
equally it is the “ Porch ”, though Vorhalle may also be used. What the original
of the *“vaulted window” may have been I do not know. Bogendecke is a
vaulted ceiling, but Bogenfenster is usually a bow or bay window. Bogendach is
an arched roof, and Dachfenster is a dormer window (roof window). 1 have not
a formulary of Zu den drei Welt-Kugeln, only notes, and it is possible this would
give the original of the phrase.

The remainder of Bro. Milborne’s remarks do not, 1 think, call for further
notice here.

Bro. Booth’s judgment upon the earliest ritual remains seems in the nature
of a nemesis upon me. Often as | have referred to and quoted these documents.
the present paper is the first time that I have done so without the usual deprecations
and disclaimers. It seemed that after the publication of Early Masonic Catechisms,
with its notes on the various documents, and the very pithy paper on the Masonic
Catechism given by Bro. Poole before the Lodge quite recently. that these
preliminaries were becoming a mere convention. I would ask a question: Is it
customary in courts of law for the justice or magistrate to refuse to hear the
evidence of a disreputable or suspected witness ? We have to use what evidence
is available and make the best of it with such critical skill and experience as
we possess. 1 do not quite understand what Bro. Booth would have us do with
it, but I have given the general principles that I follow myself in the next to last
paragraph of the paper.

Bro. Booth’s sketch of the probable line of development of the ceremonial
of Freemasonry (and I take it he is not using the word ceremony. in othier than
its usual colloquial sense) follows a pattern that has been frequently given as a
solution of the problem of the origin of the ritual. It was common to many of
the founders of the historical school of Masonic research. But none of those who
have advanced it have apparently ever seen that it was a pure assumption. No
evidence was ever offered in support, its common-place plausibility was taken as
its sufficient warrant. But no legal procedure, no business formalities, ever evolved
into a ritual pattern, the analogues and parallels of which are only to be found
in the survivals of folk custom. and the rites of primitive magic. As I have —
briefly — described my method. and my canons for dealing with evidence, it seems
to me that here was the proper place for Bro. Booth to have attacked my position
and not in subsidiary details. 1 hope sincerely he will not feel I am taking an
unfair advantage of my right of reply if I take this as a text, or at least as an
opportunity, to express a certain discontent 1 have often felt with Masonic research.
outside of, and always excepting the purely historic. It seems as if we could never
get on, but, as St. Paul put it in quite another connection, we are always to be
returning to the weak and beggarly elements. 1 am not referring to the discussions
in Quatuor Coronati Lodge particularly, my complaint is general. In other
investigations a body of accepted doctrine is gradually built up, which all concerned
can, and do, take for granted. 1 remember, as a boy, a bright and sardonic-
humoured examiner setting a paper in Euclid. He asked for the proof of a
theorem, fortunately not too far along in the first book, which he desired should
be proved from the ground up. using only the postulates and axioms for reference.
Such it seems to me is what we are continually doing in our researches into the
origins of the distinctive and most intriguing feature of Freemasonry —its ritual.

Of the three MSS. cited by Bro. Booth, and judging by what is said of
them, I should say that the first must be a compilation, based upon Anderson’s
account of Wharton's procedure in constituting new lodges and the account of
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the ceremonial at the dedication of Freemasons® Hall, or more likely from some
edition of Preston’s Ilustrations. The one that he says is derived from the old
Swalwell Lodge may quite well be authentic, in that it may have been used in one
or more Lodges, but is evidently abnormal in respect of the form of the Lodge.

The one dated 1797 has evidently come to light since T was last in England.
It sounds interesting, and if it should prove to be a set of *“ Ancient ™ lectures of
the period it would be important, for there is very little direct evidence about these
between 1760 in England. and circa 1800 in America.

I trust Bro. Hartley will forgive me if 1 say that while he in one place
credits me with something like omniscience concerning matters ritualistic, he in
other places corrects me concerning Masonic formularies I do happen to know.
I did not overlook the one used in his Lodge ; for one cannot overlook what one
has never seen or heard of. But I do have a printed work. purporting to be
Scottish, in which the form of opening is almost identical with the quotation he
gives, so far as it goes. 1 classed it, and some others 1 possess, also apparently
published for use in Scotland, under the English type, and 1 refer to the paper
for my reason for using this designation. 1 did not, however. suppose it was
necessary to explain that when I classed certain things together I did not mean
they were all alike. A mouse differs in quite a number of anatomical points
from a whale, but both are classed as mammals ; and no one so far as T know
questions the classification.

I am glad to have his confirmation of the statement that the Grand Lodge
of Scotland forbade the use of painted floor-cloths. However, David Murray
Lyon, who was my authority, does not mention * boards . (Hist. Lodge of Edin.,
1873. p. 195). From the excerpt from the records there given it seems quite clear
that it was not the use of * floors ” that was condemned, but that as permanent
floorings, painted on cloth, “ might be of pernicious consequence to Masonry ”
they were in consequence “ forbid ”. Lyon indeed goes on to say expressly that
“in earlier times” the * symbols peculiar to each degree were usually drawn on
the floor of the lodge-rooms”, thus indicating that exactly the same usages
prevailed in Scotland in this regard as in England.

It is somewhat humorous to find that Bro. Hartley finds so little cogency
in my argument that he can say that 1 assume that lodges ** were sometimes or
formerly held in the open air ”. However, it is perhaps not fair to take this au pied
de la lettre ; it is so difficult to say what one means exactly, and when one tries
particularly to do so the probability is that it will be the more thoroughly mistaken
and misunderstood.

I am a little surprised to find that I am understood to reject the use of
hypotheses. by Bro. Wilson as well as by Bro. Hartley. But whether their use is
to be approved or not, it seems to me that they are inevitable. In any case, my
paper began in hypothesis and leads into others. and is ready to bud them all
along. I did not draw attention to this. for it did not scem particularly relevant
to do so.

One more thing I would like to add in order to prevent, if possible, any
misapprehension on the point. My argument led to a primitive outdoor assembly
at or about a delimited enclosure of some kind or other. This I called the Lodge.
And this I did for the reason that it is so called in all the traditional accounts,
from the present day back to the obscurities of the beginning of the 18th century.
If my hypothesis—I will call it that—is well founded. and if those of the occupation
of stone-workers and builders in stone, or some of them, inherited certain usages
and ritual observances from testators unknown (though possibly to be guessed at).
then this outdoor enclosure, if it had any designation at all, was not then called
the Lodge. And as a sub-hypothesis 1 would suppose that the applying the name
of the workshed to it was originally part of that system of cryptic descriptions
which grew up. naturally enough, in the examination of strangers claiming to be
of the craft.



FRIDAY, 5th MARCH, 1948

HE Lodge met at Freemasons' Hall at 4.30 p.m. Present:—Bros. Wallace
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Secretary of the Lodge. in the form of a cheque subscribed by the members of the Lodge.

Bro. S. Pore read the following paper:—
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MILITARY LODGES AND MILITARY MASONS IN
EAST KENT DURING THE 18™ AND EARLY
197" CENTURIES

BY BRO. S. POPE

EORGE. Parker, sailor. soldier. actor, author and lecturer, was
born in 1732 at Greenstrect. near Canterbury. in which city
he was educated at the King’s School. 1In his Praise of Masonry
he says:-—

“To those who have to vary the stages of their
lives as itinerants, there is hardly a more serviceable or
more honourable appellation than that of Free-Mason.™

By the time that George Parker was writing his Praise his active service
days were over, and he probably had in his mind his peregrinations as actor and
lecturer ; nevertheless the history of Freemasonry in the 18th and early 19th
centuries shows that Masonry was highly appreciated by military men of all ranks
and that they took a prominent part in its development; possibly they had a
hand in compiling the early ritual, and it is interesting to note that in Jachin and
Boaz the precision of action observed at one point during the singing of the
Fellow Craft’s Song is compared with certain military drill of the period. We
are informed that when the word “ Badge ” is reached in the line

“ Distinguished by the Badge* they wear”

** Here the whole Lodge strike their Right Hands all at once on their
Aprons, kecping as regular Time as the Soldiers in St. James Park, when they
strike their Cartouch-Boxes .

A reminder of the Military Lodges which prevailed in Kent during the
early part of the 19th century was provided in 1945, when an old Masonic Apron
was presented to the Cinque Ports Lodge No. 1206, Sandwich. It was found
in the office of a local firm of Solicitors, and is considered to have belonged to
the founder of the firm, " Richard Emmerson, a very old and prominent Mason.
who was a member of an old Sandwich family going back for several generations ™ ;
he was Master of the Cinque Ports Lodge in 1872 and was appointed Provincial
Grand Junior Warden the same year : in 1891 he was G.St.Br. of England, and
his name appears among the Past Masters of the Lodge until 1906. One of
the Barons of the Ancient Court of Shepway Brotherhood and Guestling. selected
for the honour of supporting the canopy over King George 1V at his Coronation—
as was their privilege—was “ their esteemed townsman Charles Emmerson Esq.” *

The apron is 20 inches square and is made of linen, lined or edged with
half-inch black ribbon upon which has been sewn silver tinsel. The design
appears to have been originally painted in pale blue and afterwards gilded or
painted over : from the varying skill displayed and colouring used it would seem
that additional emblems have from time to time been added: the coffin bears
the date 1807 and on the flap of the apron is *“ No. 898”". Bro. Heron Lepper

! Freemasons' Manual for Kent. )
2 Gates of the Ancient Port and Borough of Sandwich (Rev. B. Austin).
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informs us that * The Apron is Irish and that Lodge No. 898—(1801-1848)—was
the Lodge in Meath’s Militia, which afterwards settled in Kells in Co. Meath.
The Militia was stationed on the South Coast in Kent for watch duty during
Napoleonic times”. It would thus appear that this old apron has probably
remained in the Sandwich district since it was left there by its wearer, a Military
Mason.

This apron is somewhat similar to *“* A Curious Masonic Apron ” described
and illustrated by Bro. Dr. D. R. Clark, M.A., F.S.A., Scot..! which he considered
*had its origin in the North of Ireland soon after the year 1817 . Symbols.
with Bro. Clark’s explanations, which are common to both aprons are:—

The Dove and Olive Branch: Ladder with Three Steps: a Cross tied
with a Knot which “ Bro. W. J. Hughan is inclined to refer to the ‘Union
Bands ' as worked in Ireland, Scotland and England early in this Century [19th].
The Rod and Serpent refer to the working of the veils, as still practised in
Scotland and Ireland in the Royal Arch, also the Pot of Manna which in the
carly part of this century [19th] appears to have been commonly employed in
the same connection. The degrees of Royal Arch, Ark Mariner, and K.T. (Cock,
Lamb, Lights on Triangle, etc.) are clearly defined”.

An early newspaper reference to Freemasonry in Fast Kent concerns a
Military Lodge : it appeared in the Canterbury News-Letter and reads as follows:

* Canterbury, December 29th, 1753.
Thursday last. being St. John’s Day. was celebrated by a body of the
Ancient Fraternity of Free-Masons, which belonged to the Earl of
Anchram’s Regiment of Dragoons in Sandwich, who assembled there,
and walked in procession thro’ the Town, with an agreeable Sett of
music attending them, which gain’d great applause from the spectators
etc.”

The Earl of Anchram, subsequently 5th Marquis of Lothian (Grand Master
of Scotland 1794-5), served for many years in his fathers’ regiment, the 11th
Dragoons, in which a Lodge was established by the Grand Lodge of England
“in Capt. Bell’'s Troop-—while he held a commission in 1756. He commanded
successively the 12th Foot, the 4th Regiment of Horse, the 1st Life Guards and
finally his original corps, the llth Dragoons. He reached the rank of General
in the army in 1796 .2

The date of the Warrant of the Lodge *in Capt. Bell's Troop” was 7th
February, 1755, and its number was 211 ; in 1770 the number was 155 and in
1781 it was 124. The Lodge was erased in November, 1782.%.

“ Visitors to the Faversham Lodge, then No. 259, included some of Lord
Anchram’s Dragoons” and " Thomas Leadbeater. serj. in Lord Anchram’s
Dragoons ”, was initiated, passed and raised in 1770.* There were members
of the Regiment as visitors in 1771, also in 1778, when we find that * visitors
included brethren from the 11th Regiment of Light Dragoons . To show that
the Faversham Lodge was not transgressing. I will quote the regulations on the
subject from Gould’s Military Lodges.

“No restrictions with respect to the class of persons who might
be initiated in a Regimental Lodge were ever imposed by the Grand
Lodge of Scotland. But by a law of 1768 the Irish Army Lodges
were prohibited from making any townsman a Mason in a place where
there was a registered Lodge; and the town Lodges, in a similar
way, from initiating ‘ any man in the Army where there was a warranted
Lodge in the regiment, troop, or company, or in the quarters ’ to which

1 A4.0.C., vol. iv.

2 Gould's Military Lodges, p. 46.

3 Lane's Masonic Records.

4 History of Lodge of Harmony (G. G. Culmer).
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he belonged. The zone of exclusive jurisdiction. or radius within
which no military could encroach upon the domain of a town Lodge,
was afterwards enlarged, and from the year 1850 no Army Lodge
has been allowed to initiate a civilian in any part of the British
dominions, when there is a registered Lodge held within ten miles
of the place where he resides. or where such Army Lodge then meets.

“The powers of the English Regimental Lodges were not inter-
fered with until after the union of the two Grand Lodges in 1813. Two
years later a new code of laws was enacted, from which I extract
the following:—

‘No military lodge shall, on any pretence, initiate into Masonry
any inhabitant or sojourner in any town or place at which its members
may be stationed, or through which they may be marching, nor any
person who does not at the time belong to the military profession.
nor any military person below the rank of a corporal, except as serving
brethren, or by dispensation from the Grand Master or some Provincial
Grand Master . !

Thomas Dunckerley was a visitor at the Faversham Lodge on 5th March,
1773—Bye Lodge. He also visited again *“ December 27th, 1774, being Provincial
Grand Lodge”, when the Prov. Grand Master, Captain Charles Frederick,
invested his Officers, all of whom were from the Faversham Lodge. This was
the first time a Prov. Grand Lodge meeting had been held within the Faversham
Lodge ; it would thus appear that Dunckerley's visit in 1774 was in connection
with the appointment of Capt. Charles Frederick as Provincial Grand Master of
Kent, and that he attended to invest him as such.

“In 1775 there were numerous visitors from the Inniskilling Regiment,
including Lord Robert Kerr, Capts. Newsham and Gunn : amongst those who
were initiated were the Hon. William Ogilvie, Lord Banff, Horace Churchill Esq.,
Richard Nevers Esq., and William Porter, surgeon in the regiment.” *

A Warrant of Constitution for a Royal Arch Chapter in this regiment
had been granted by the York Grand Chapter.’ as, at a meeting in October,
1770, *“ there were only four members of the Chapter present, but there were
also four Visiting Brethren, named Proudfoot, O’Brien. Cannon and Burke. All
were members of the Inniskilling Regiment of Dragoons and had obtained the
Royal Arch Degree previously. These four visitors made some Petition, as the
Minutes state that it was ‘ Agreed to grant a Constitution for the opening and
holding a most Sublime Royal Arch Chapter in the Inniskilling Regiment of
Dragoons’. This incident is confirmed by the following entry in the Account
Book: ‘Parchment for a Constitution granted to the Inniskilling Regiment, 9d°.”

“ At one time or other this Regiment appears to have held some four Craft
Warrants ; the one in operation in 1770 being an ‘ Antient’ Warrant of 1763,
As the ‘ Antients ’ regarded Royal Arch Masonry as the ‘ root, heart and marrow
of Masonry’, one wonders why the Brethren of the Inniskilling Regiment should
think it necessary to obtain a Royal Arch Warrant from York.” "

“ When the Inniskillings applied for a Warrant to hold a Royal Arch Chapter
in 1770, they may have wished to get hold of some document as outward and
visible sign of their right to confer the Degree in their Lodge. As Military Masons
they can hardly have failed to have come across the Royal Arch Degree. for
it was ordinarily conferred in the Regimental Lodges under the authority of the
Craft Warrant. Perhaps they thought a Royal Arch Warrant from York would
evoke the envy of other Regimental Lodges. I have no doubt it did.”®

1 Gould’s Military Lodges, p. 118.

2 History of Lodge of Harmony (Culmer).

Y The York Grand Chapter, G. Y. Johnson, 4.Q.C.. vol. lvii.
1ibid, discussion by Bro. Pick.

5 ibid, Bro. J. Heron Lepper.
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“ It is well known that Warrants issued by the ‘ Moderns’ recognised only
the three Craft Degrees, while those of the ‘ Antients * virtually included from
the first the Royal Arch.”' In spite of this the Inniskillings applied for and
obtained a ** Modern™ Royal Arch Warrant from York. Is it not possible that
this travelling Lodge. under the constitution of the ** Antients”’, may have found
that. generally speaking, whereas mixing with *“ Moderns ” in a Cratt Lodge was
seldom possible, they were received with open arms as Royal Arch Masons.
which may account for their desire to possess a ** Modern ” Royal Arch Warrant ?

“In the early Minutes of the Marquis of Granby Lodge. Durham. it is
recorded on the 25th March, 1775, that ‘ Bros. John Coss, John Brown. Alexander
Ford, Geo. Dale, Wm. Hennan, Robert Lisle. and William Wans, all belonging
to the St. Andrew’s Royal Arch, held in the 2nd Regiment of Greys’, visited
the Lodge : and on the 23rd February. 1783, members of the Regiment held a
Chapter of the Super-excellent Royal Arch in the Lodge Room of the Marquis
of Granby in Old Elvet, Durham, the Three Principals being designated Grand
Masters, and nine members of the Marquis of Granby Lodge were initiated into
the Order.” *

The suggestion has been put forward that the spreading of Freemasonry.
so far as the British Colonies and Dominions are concerned, may have been
carried out by Military Lodges. The activity of the “ St. Andrew’s Royal Arch
Lodge held in the 2nd Regiment of Grays”™ in sprcading Royal Arch Masonry
has been noted, and the following. from the History of the Lodge of Harmony,
No. 133, Faversham, demonstrates how that same Lodge assisted in that work
in Kent some five years before the First Roval Arch Chapter was chartered in
. the Province: —

- *1778. Visitors from the Royal Scotch Greys Regiment and
elsewhere. Expences of a Bye-Lodge held 21st December when seven
brethren were exalted to the Super-excellent Degree of a Royal Arch
Mason, by the assistance of Bro. Sumpter of this Lodge, and brethren
of the Royal Arch Lodge of St. Andrew, held in the Regiment of
Royal Scotch Greys. £1-12-6d.”

The names of the Brethren exalted at this ~ Bye-Lodge ™ were: —
Bros. Robert Lukyn
Julius Shepherd
John Hall - Members of the Faversham Lodge
John Creswell '
Philip Duly
James Cantis Tyler of the Faversham Lodge
James Waltson (Private)

Bro. Sumpter was already a Royal Arch Mason, and he was assisted by
*“ Bros. Beattie, Alexander Leishman (sergeant), & George Penn (Private) members
of the Royal Arch Lodge held in the Regiment of Scotch Greys.”

These particulars were taken from a few items written in the Craft Lodge
Minutes (the Minutes consist of notes written in the margin of the Register of
Attendance). The references to Royal Arch Masonry only cover the period 21st
December, 1778, to 10th March, 1779.

“This Regiment (Scots Greys) was probably stationed in Faversham or
Ospringe for some wecks. Situate on the high road to London (Watling Street).
it was a halting place for regiments on the March, and companies were sometimes
here for several weeks, especially during the Napoleonic crisis. Many regiments
had Lodges connected with them, and it is easily understood how these Masons
probably visited Craft Lodges and the exaltations suggested and carried out by
dispensation on December 2Ist, 1781, and the following regular Lodge meetings

U Masonic Facts and Fictions (Sadler), p. 176.
2 Bro. H. C. Booth in discussions on The York Grand Chapter., A.Q.C.. vol. Ivii.
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on the other dates. 13th January, 1779 . five Faversham brethren ecxalted, the
four members of the St. Andrew’s Lodge being again visitors ; onc Faversham
brother was exalted 27th January, 1779, and another 10th March, 1779.” !

Four of th: five Faversham Brethren exalted in 1778 afterwards became
members of the Chapter of Concord No. 38. Canterbury—probably previous to
1786. when * Bro. Julius Shepherd was appointed G. Superintendent of R.A.
Masons for Kent ”? — but there is no record of a Royal Arch Chapter being
formed in Faversham until 1821.

Concerning the Grand Master of Scotland when the Warrant was granted
to the Scots Greys, Bro. Gould says:—

*“James Adolphus Oughton. a natural son of Sir Adolphus Oughton—one
of the Military members of the Lodge at the Horne, 1724—served with the 37th
Foot at Culloden, and also (in command of that regiment) at the battle of Minden
in 1780, was a Lieutenant-General and Colonel of the 3Ist Foot. Amidst all
his campaigns he cultivated a taste for literature and the fine arts, and in the
opinion of Dr. Johnson, there were few mcn of dny profession whose range of
general knowledge was more complete.”

General (then Lieutenant-Colonel) Oughlon was Provincial Grand Master
of the Island of Minorca under the * Moderns ™ in 1752, and became a member
of Lodge Canongate Kilwinning at Edinburgh in 1754.

*In 1777, the Lodge ‘ Scots Greys Kilwinning’, in the 2nd or Royal North
British Dragoons, having lost their Charter and all their records in the wars,
petitioned for a Warrant from the Grand Lodge, which was granted and the
Lodge re-constructed by General Oughton-—12th March-—as the *St. Andrew’s
Royal Arch’.”"

The affiliation of a Regimental Lodge by a Grand Master, who was also
at that time commanding the King’s forces in Scotland, points out to us the
estimation in which Military Masonry was then regarded, and the significance
of the event is heightened by the circumstance that the Master of the * St.
Andrew’s Royal Arch”, Colonel William (afterwards 6th Lord) Napier, was in
command of the 2nd Dragoons.

Among the visitors to the Faversham Lodge in 1779 were some Dutch

prisoners of war from Wye: three of these were initiated., passed and raised in
1797 and one in 1798.
_ In 1804 there are visitors from the West Middlesex Militia and the 3rd
Battalion of the West Yorks Militia. In 1805, 28th May, an emergency Lodge
was held to raise a Brother of the West York Regiment (* which marches hence
to-morrow ")." These Military Masons and Dutch prisoners of war were not
made members of the Lodge.

As Gould observes, " It is, perhaps. not to be greatly wondered at. that.
with very few exceptions, all the vast array of actual records which would
have thrown a much-needed light on the proccedings of Army Lodges have
disappeared.” We have, therefore, to fall back upon the slender evidence afforded
by reports of Masonic functions and processions in which Military Lodges took
part and the visits paid by Military Masons to civilian Lodges. As is to be
expected, these occur more frequently in the records of those Lodges which were
under the constitution of the * Antients”. The Faversham Lodge, however.
appears to have been the exception, for although it was a * Modern” Lodge,
perhaps the fact that it started out as ** Antient” accounts for its ** Traditioner ”
outlook and for its readiness to co-operate with other Lodges—irrespective of
their dependency—which was not common during the controversy of the
“Moderns 7 v. “* Antients .

1 History of Lodge of Harmony (Culmer).

3 ll(:llfllfmry Lodges (Gould).

*jhid.

5 History of Lodge of Hurmony.
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HYTHE

The earliest Minute Book of the Prince Edwin's Lodge. Hythe, available
at the time of writing, commences 6th January, 1814 ; the number of the Lodge
at that date was 215 and “ The Lodge opened agreeable to the old Institution ™
As would be expected, its members included a number of military men, most
of whom were of necessity members of the Lodge for a short time only. Among
items concerning Military Masons there are references to the “ Chair Degree ™.

7th April, 1814: When * Bros. Sunderland, Hasty, Castle, Pickering,
Crowther, Laws and Graham passed the Chair 7. In the Minutes this is also
referred to as *‘taking the Past Master’s Degree” or “ being advanced to the
fourth degree ™.

18th July, 1821: " The Lodge passed to the second and third degrees
when Brothers Tiffin, Castray, Norman and King, also Brother Turner [visiting
from 170 Military Lodge. Ashford] and Brother Shallard [v151tmg from Lodge
389] were mmated into the degree of Past Master or Master in the Chair.

The * Chair” degree being taken by wisiting Brethren explains the
appearance of the #, used by lSth century Royal Arch Masons after their
signatures, by *“ Modern” Masons before the formation of Royal Arch Chapters
in Kent.

There is a blank page in the Minute Book indicating a break from 6th
July, 1815, to 6th October, 1819, on which date Bro. Laws, * of the Royal Staft
Corps ”’, who had been initiated in 1814, was “appointed Treasurer until the
next St. John’s Day . Bro. Williams, also of the Royal Staff Corps. who had
been initiated the same year, was among the seven Brethren present, thus showing
that this Lodge is in some measure indebted to its old military members for
helping to keep the Lodge alive during lean years. The decay of Military Lodges
has been attributed to the introduction of the Short Service System, and it will
be noted that these two zealous military Masons were in the * Royal Staff Corps ™
and therefore long service men, despite which it had been necessary for them
to seek “light” in a civilian Lodge.

In 1829 “the Order of the Ark ” and * the Order of the Mark = were
conferred on two military members, Bros. Johnson and Long: it will be noted
that the term “Order ” is used and not degree, possibly because in 1813 Free-
masonry under the Grand Lodge of England had been declared to consist of
the Entered Apprentice, the Fellow Craft and the Master Mason. including the
Supreme Order of the Holy Royal Arch.

DOVER

We are told that * excluding Military Lodges with Warrants located al
Dover, etc., because sojourners only (though during the 18th century they were
the means of making Freemasonry known in Great Britain and Ireland, as well
as abroad, better than any other medium), there werc many static charters issued
by the ¢ Antients ' for Kent.” '

Local newspaper reports and old minute books show that the friendly
relationship and mutual support existing between civilian Lodges and the Military
Lodges meeting at the Castle was of great assistance in keeping Freemasonry
alive in Dover during the period under consideration. In the Kenrish Gazette
we read : —

*“ Canterbury, June 29th, 1782.
Monday being the Festival of St. John the Baptist, the Ancient and
Honourable Socicty of Free and Accepted Masons assembled at the
Private Room in Biggin Street, Dover, and afterwards went to the
Castle and joined the gentlemen officers belonging to the 59th Regiment

' Masonic Hlustrated, April, 1903.
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of Foot, and walked in procession (accompanied with the band) to
Bro. Dodd’s where an elegant entertainment was provided on the
occasion, and the day spent in the utmost harmony and brotherly love ”.

The Lodge meeting in Biggin Street in 1782 was probably the Lodge of
Love and Unity. No. 518 under the Grand Lodge of the “ Moderns ”. the date
of whose Warrant was 1779 and which met at the ™ Private Room in Biggin
Street 7 in that year.'

The Lodge in the 59th Regiment of Foot was No. 243, Irish Constitution,
[754-97.*

There was another Lodge called Love and Unity, which was named in
1813, its number being 203 under the Constitution of the * Antients” ; the
Warrant of this Lodge was dated 17th December, 1777, and it met at the
Canteen Garrison of Dover in 1777 and at the Swan .Tavern, Dover Pier, in
1793 . it was erased in 1837.7

Bro. Canon J. W. Horsley has given us some notes from the Minute Books
of this old Lodge, in which we are told: —

* On March 21st, 1795, ‘the diffrant Arch Masons mett for the
Quarterly Communication’. On Januvary 8th. 1797, at a Lodge of
Emergency, * Bro. Emanuel Emanuel this evening having been proposed
to pass the Chair, passed it accordingly, paying 12s. for the step”.”*

It is unusual to hear of a Brother having to * pay for the step ™ ; it would
appear that ecither he was not a member of the Lodge. or that the payment
was for the Lodge of Emergency. It will have been noted that in 1823, at a
meeting of the Prince Edwin Lodge, Hythe, visiting Brethren were among those
who * were initiated into the degree of Past Master or Master in the Chair ™.
It would scem that this is what happened in earlier days, when Bro. Sumpter.
of the Faversham Lodge, in 1778 assisted to cxalt members of his Lodge.
Although this was five years before the first Royal Arch Chapter was constituted
in Kent, Bro. Sumpter was already a Royal Arch Mason.

CANTERBURY

There was a Military Lodge in the 17th Regiment of Light Dragoons.
No. 285 (*“ Antient”), the date of whose Warrant of Constitution was 27th
November, 1794, which met at Canterbury in 1799.° The only civilian Lodge
in Canterbury at that time was the Industrious Lodge, No. 326 under the Grand
Lodge of the “Moderns ™, of which-no Minute Books survive. The Treasurer’s
Book, however, shows that Military men were at that time being initiated, passed
and raised, but there is no suggestion of any co-operation with Military Lodges.
For evidence of that we have to wait until 1806, when Lodge No. 24 under the
Grand Lodge of the ** Antients ” was formed in Canterbury.

Bro. H. Sadler points out that “ Unfortunately the earliest lists of members
of the ‘ Antient’ Lodges are not now available (probably having been destroyed
prior to the Union in [813), and the Registers seldom contain information as
to the former Lodges of founders or joining members.” © He then tell us that
the * Antients” recognised no diflerence between Irish Masons and members of
their own jurisdiction in applications for Warrants, and he quotes the Industrious
Lodge No. 31, Canterbury—" Antient” No. 24. Constituted 24th March, 1806.

U Lane's Masonic Records, also Appendix C.
2 History of Freemasonry (Gould).

3 Lane’'s Masonic Records.

* Author's Lodge Transactions, vol. iii.

5 Lane's Masonic Records.

% Masonic Reprints and Revelations, p. 65.
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* A Lodge No. 24 was Warranted by the * Antients * at Bristol on the 17th
October, 1753, but it existed only about ten years, and the petititoners for the
above named Lodge were given the dormant number .

We are given the Petition, also
“ A List of Brothers wishing to form themselves into a body:—
George Taylor of 207 as W.M.

Thomas Powell of 522 SW.
Duke Buckingham of 400 J.W.

Aaron Paris .. do.
Jacob Hart .. do.
John Spiers .. do.
C. Baines ., do.
James Crawford ,. 243.

The Lodge to be holden at the Sign of the Marquis of Granby in Canterbury
in the County of Kent. Lodge nights, the second and fourth Saturdays”.

A letter of recommendation was “ signed in open Lodge 12th March, 1806,
by the WM., SW, J.W., and Secretary of Lodge No. 266" (now the Lodge of
Peace and Harmony. Dover, No. 199) and *the Petition was also strongly
recommended by the Irish Lodge No. 400 ™.

“Lodge No. 522, 1.C., was then held in the 4th Regiment. The five
petitioners next in rotation were members of Lodge No. 400. then held in the
13th Light Dragoons on the Roll of the Grand Lodge of lIreland. Duke
Buckingham, the first Junior Warden, is described as Farrier Major, Royal Horse
Artillery, Aaron Paris was a confectioner, Jacob Hart a silver smith, Charles
Baines and John Spiers were Quartermasters in the Royal Horse Artillery. James
Crawford was an old member of No. 243, Chatham, now No. 184. He was a
tailor residing in Canterbury, and the first Tyler of Lodge No. 24. After the
Union of the two Grand Lodges in 1813 this Lodge became No. 37 : on closing
up the numbers in 1832 it became 34 and in 1863 was awarded the number it
now bears.” '

The decision of Aaron Paris, Duke Buckingham and Jacob Hart to become
“Trish Masons” would appear to have been taken somewhat hurriedly. as the
first two signed the yearly accounts of the Industrious Lodge on 13th March,
1806, i.e., eleven days before Lodge No. 24 was constituted. and they probably
joined Lodge No. 400, lrish Constitution, with a view of becoming founders of
Lodge No. 24. The new Warrant issued actually gave the name of Bartholomew
O’Brien as Master, but the first time his name occurs in the Minute Book is
* May 8, 1807. Visited by Br. O’Brien from Lodge 400 ”: he joined the Lodge
7th July, 1807, and was Master during 1810, 1811 and 1812.* There was a
re-arrangement of Principal Officers from that given in the list of founders when
the Petition was presented, and the failure of *“ George Taylor of 207 to occupy
the chair of the new Lodge may have been, as will be noted later. due to the
state of his hecalth : Duke Buckingham disappears after a ycar as J.W., but
Aaron Paris—who must have received instruction in * Antient” working from
his Brethren of Lodge 400-—successfully occupied the Chair, for on 28th May.
1807, *a medal was presented by Br. Baincs in the presence of the Lodge to
our Wor. Master for his Meritorious Integrity in forwarding so flourishing a
Lodge in so short a space of time ™.

Of the four Lodges from which the Petitioners hailed therc was only one
which could be termed a Civilian Lodge. No. 207, Sheerness. At the end of
“Rules. Lodge No. 24" there is a MS. list of members from 1806-1815, in all

! ibid.
> Appendix C.
1 Appendix A. B and C.
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87 members, of whom 32 are given as military men. Some of the remainder
would seem to have been initiated in Military Lodges, as one reads:—

*“1811: William King, Miller, Sturry. from 960, I1.C.
1814: Jeams Irving : To (do) with flowers (Florist ?), 602, 1.C.

And there are others from Lodges under the English and Scottish Constitutions.
As these were local men., the probability is that they entered Masonry while
serving in the army. A number of members are also entered as “ being on
Foreign Service ™.

The Minute Book makes no mention of the Consecration of the Lodge :
the date of the first meeting—called *“ an occasional Lodge "—was 2lst April.
1806,! when the under-named Brothers were Installed in Antient and due form
as officers of Lodge No. 24, viz.: —

Brother Aaron Paris Master
. Thomas Powell S.W.
. Duke Buckingham JW.

* Present, W.M. and Wardens of Lodge No. 266 under the Ancient Constitution
of England, also the W.M. and Wardens of Lodge No. 400 under the Constitution
of Ireland . These were the two Lodges who recommended the petition.

The first Minutes were signed by the Tyler and a little later by the Tyler
and Secretary : it was not until 23rd January. 1834, that the Minutes were
signed by the W.Master.

Officers were elected * for the ensuing half yecar ™ at the meeting preceding
that held on St. John’s Day, and they included the following:-—W.Master, Senior
and Junior Wardens, Senior and Junior Deacons, Tyler and Secretary. In the
Minutes of the second meeting we find amongst those present ** Jacob Hart T ™.
Jacob Hart was Treasurer of the Lodge for scveral years. but there is no mention
of his election in the Minutes.

* June 24th, 1806, being St. John’s Day . . . a joint procession took
place between Lodge No. 24 and 400 Irish Constitution to St. Peter’s Church
from the City Arms, Northgate ”.”

On September 19th, 1806, ** a funerall procession took place at the Decease
of Bro. George Taylor, when part of Lodge 400, Irish Constitution, attended
the procession to St. Dunstan’s Church-Yard, from his former residence at the
Marquis of Granby,-Lamb Lane ™.*

Bro. Sadler tells us “ The first Master [George Taylor] is registered as
a pavior. His name is not in the register of the ‘ Antients’. It is possible he
may have been in the Irish Register ”. This possibility is strengthened by the
attendance of members of Lodge No. 400, Irish Constitution, at his funeral ”.*

The. only mention of a Bro. Taylor at this period in the books of
Lodge No. 207. now Adam’s Lodge, No. 158, is “only shown in the Lodge
Accounts Book. which says:— January 3rd. 1804. Wor. Bro. John Taylor in the
Chair . . .°” |If this was “ George Taylor of 207 ” it would account for his
position at the head of the petitioners, as none of the others had passed through
the Chair. On the other hand., why should John Taylor of Sheerness become
George Taylor in Canterbury ? It would be interesting to know if the name
of John Taylor of Lodge 207 is to be found in the Register of the ““ Antients ”

The name of Bro. George Taylor is at the head of the list of Petitioners
as *“ W.M.”, but the account of his funeral is the first time his name is mentioned
in the Minute Book : it appears again in the list of members at the end of “ Lodge
24 .5  Although it was a common practice at this period to make the proprietor

! The Warrant was issued on 24th March, 1806. Appendix C.
2 Minute Book, Lodge No. 24.

3 ibid.

t Masonic Reprints and Revelations.

> Appendix.
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of the Tavern at which the Lodge met a member of the Lodge. it is not usual
to find him occupying a prominent position in the Lodge . one wonders whether
the fact that Aaron Paris was made Master of the Lodge was due to the failing
health of Bro. George Taylor, or was due to the position he held as proprietor
of the Tavern at which the Lodge was to meet. The following month the Lodge
moved to the Sign of the Eight Bells. '

THE GERMAN LEGION

Among the Military men who were brought into Masonry in Lodge No. 24
were several members of the German Legion.

On 8th October, 1806, “ A Lodge of emergency was held to propose Mr.
John Christian Bettecar. Quartermaster in the Ist Regiment of German Legion
or German Light Horse. One Guinea being deposited as the usual fee for the
above candidate . On 9th October. 1806, he received the degree of an * entered
apprentice ".

On 14th October, 1806. Bro. Bettecar proposed Mr. Frederick Mayer.
Quartermaster in the 2nd Heavy German Legion. On 22nd January. 1807, Mr.
John Shefa Miller, Master Sadler in the 2nd German Legion. aged 36 years.
was proposed and unanimously approved.

“The most famous of the corps that have borne the name of legion in
modern times was the King's German Legion. The electorate of Hanover being
in 1803 threatened by Napoleon, and no effective resistance being considercd
possible, the British government wished to take the greater part of the Hanovarian
army into its scrvice. But the acceptance by the Hanovarian government of
this offer was delayed until too late, and it was only after the French had
entered the country and the army as a unit had been disbanded that the formation
of the King's German Regiment. as it was first called, was begun in England.
This enlisted not only ex-Hanovarian soldicrs. but other Germans as well. In
January, 1805, it had become a corps of"all arms. with the title of King’s
German Legion. 1t served in many campaigns of the Napolconic wars, but its
title to fame is its part in the Peninsular War in which it was an acknowledged
corps delite.” !

The German Legion was stationed in the Canterbury district.

* Canterbury, March 17th, 1807: It is reported that the whole
of the German Legion, Artillery. Cavalry & Infantry will very speedily
be embarked for the Continent & this conjecture is strengthened by
the departure of Col. Baron Alten and Major Bulow of the Light
Cavalry of the Legion, from Headquarters in Canterbury who were
called up to London by express on Sunday last. It is added that
several regiments of British Heavy Cavalry will also accompany the
German Legion .2

On 5th May. 1807, *“ A Lodge of emergency [was] called on the decease
of Br. Scotow from Lodge No. 7. A Procession took place at the funeral, at
which the undermentioned Brothers were present ™ [the names of thirteen Brethren
follow |.

In November, 1807, the Lodge received a visit from Bro. Ebenezer Cohen.
“one of the nine worthies ”: on 17th December, [807. it was * Resolv'd that
the sum of threc pounds together with two pounds collected be sent as a present
to our Worthy Br. Cohen of Lodge No. 7. Woolwich .

“In 1792 the Grand Lodge of the Ancients resolved that the Lodges under
their jurisdiction should each nominate a Brother, from whom nine ‘Excellent
Masters* were to be elected annually, whose duty was to visit the Lodges and

' Encyclopadia Britannica.
2 Kentish Gazette, Tuesday. 14th April. 1807,
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report to the Grand Chapter or the R.W. Deputy Grand Master. A special
medal was provided for their use during office, to be surrendered to their
successors. The appointment ceased at the time of the Union in 1813, and the
medals were later recalled. In the ancient Minutes of some old Lodges are
references to Brethren designated ‘Past N.W.—ie., ‘Past Nine Worthy'.”*

Lodge 24 was regularly visited by members of Lodge No. 7. This Lodge.
“No. 86 in the Royal Artillery, on payment of five guineas ‘to the Charity’
(in 1788), became No. 7 and is now Union Waterloo, No. 13, Plumstead, Kent.” *

It would seem that in 1807 this Lodge had artillery mechanicians or
technicians amongst its members, some of whom may have been employed at
Canterbury by the military authorities.

*“No. 13. Woolwich ™’ is among the Lodges from which visitors came to
Love and Unity Lodge, No. 203. Dover, according to the Minute Books, 1793-
1824 : among the visitors to Prince Edwin’s Lodge. Hythe, in 1815, is No. 13.
English Constitution. It will be noted that both these towns were military centres.

THE ROYAL ARCH

Bro. Sadler has pointed out that * notwithstanding that the Royal Arch
was first mentioned by Dermott in the records of the ° Antients’, it was not
generally adopted by them until some years after it had become exceedingly
popular with the ‘Moderns ’.”

We have already noted the assistance given by a Military Lodge under
the Scottish Constitution to Faversham Brethren in exalting five of their members.
four of whom afterwards joined the Chapter of Concord, Canterbury, which
ceased to function after 1803. The Royal Arch next became active in Canterbury
when Lodge No. 24 was constituted in 1806 ;: and with “ Rules Lodge No. 24 ™
are bound “ Rules and Regulations for the introduction to the government of
the Holy Royal Arch Chapter ”, duly signed by Robt. Leslie, Grand Secretary.
The following references to the “ Chair Degree . the qualification for the Royal
Arch, occur in the * Minute Book :—

“June 28th, 1808: This being the day appointed to celebrate
the festival of St. John. . . . The Chair being vacant. the following
Brothers past.” [five].

“Dec. 27th, 1808: The Lodge being opened to celebrate the
festival of St. John at the usual time. . . . The chair being vacant
the following Brothers past it viz:—" [seven].

There is no further reference to the “ Chair” degree. but an indirect
reference to the Royal Arch occurs after the two Canterbury Lodges joined in
1819, suggesting that it was still active at that date. It was not until 1877,
however, ie., sixty-four years after the Union of the two Grand Lodges. that
another Royal Arch Chapter was formed in Canterbury, when the old jewels.
which are considered to have belonged to the Chapter of Concord, were handed
over to the Bertha Chapter No. 31. by whom they have been in regular use
ever since.

CERTIFICATES

Two kinds of certificates are mentioned—* Lodge Certificates ™’ or ** Private
Lodge Certificates ', and * Grand Lodge Certificates ™.
“June 14th, 1810: When Bros. Gregor, Arnett and Munro took their Cer-
tificates on the Regt. leaving Canterbury.”
“May 16th, 1816: Bro. Thos. Powell requests a private Lodge Certificate
in case of being obliged to leave the county in search of work.”
“Feb. 14th, 1811: When Br. Ambrose was past as a Fellow Craft and

! Masonic Problems and Queries (Inman).
2 Military Lodges (Gould).
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Raised to the sublime degree of a Master Mason and recd. his Grand Lodge
Certificate.”
. The form of * Private Certificate ” is given at the end of “ Rules Lodge
No. 24 ™ and reads as follows: —
These are to certify
That the bearer hereof Brother
. has conducted himself
During his abode with us as is becoming
a Just and Lawfull Brother, as such
we recommend him to all regular -
Lodges under ye Ancient Constitution
from No. 24 Guildhall Tavern
Canterbury.
Given under our hands
and yc Seal of our Lodge the
and of Masonry . . . W.M.

Secretary.

So far as we know. the first three Lodges formed in Canterbury were
“Modern ”; the first was constituted at the Red Lion on 3rd April, 1730, the
number on the Roll being 66. Little is known of its members. but we now know
the names of “Certain mighty Dons ” who—according to the parody of the
Mayor’s proclamation against the Craft, both of which are quoted in a letter to
The Universal Spectator of 20th May, 1732-—

“ Were sent down here in Coach and Six from London.
By whose arrival we may be all undone.” ! For

“We hear that on Friday last Nathaniel Blackerby Esq.. Deputy Grand
Master, assisted by Dr. Desaguliers, formerly Grand Master, and other Grand
Lodge Officers, constituted a Lodge of Free and Accepted Masons at the Red
Lyon”at Canterbry. at which time several Gentlemen of that City and ncighbour-
hood were admitted members of that most Ancient and Honourable Society.” ?

The number of this Lodge was changed to S8 in 1740 and its erasurc
occurred on 29th November, 1754. Dissension caused by local politics may have
been the cause; it is. however. possible that the *“Modern” v. * Antient”
controversy may have entered into it, as Thomas Roch—an Irish Cabinet Maker—
the fly in the local political ointment—in his book, Proceedings of the Corporation
of C vy (1760), uses expressions which suggest that he had in some way
interested himself in Masonic affairs.®

The second Lodge was Warranted on 14th January, 1760, as No. 253 at
the King's Head : from 1770 until its extinction in 1773 it bore the number 201.
Visitors from Canterbury to the Faversham Lodge in 1763 and 1776 show that
some of the members of the King’s Head Lodge joined the third Canterbury
Lodge. the Industrious. on its formation in 1776.

“MODERNS” AND " ANTIENTS”

In January, 1807, Bro. John Baker presented to the Lodge twelve goblets
engraved with Masonic emblems and “ Lodge No. 24 ™, several of which are on
loan at the Provincial Grand Museum at Canterbury. We are informed that
“as an equivalent compliment his health where drank with the ceremonies of
Masonry ”. The City at this time returned two members of Parliament, one of
whom was John Baker, Esq.. a member of the Industrious Lodge (“ Moderns ™).
There was a Bro. John Baker, a plumber, who was a member of Lodge No. 24.
but. as I have stated before, considering the times and the circumstances, I very

! Appendix. also 4.Q.C.. vol lvi, p. 114,
% Leeds Mercury. 7/14th April, 1730.
Y 4.0.C.. vol. Ivi. p. 114
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much doubt if it was Bro. John Baker the plumber who presented the goblets.'
There is no mention in the Minute Book of Lodge 24 of “Modern” Masons
until four years later, when we find: —

“July 11th, 1811: . . . It was agreed that in future all Modern
Masons should pay the sum of one guinea for being made an Antient Mason.”

*“Lodge Night, 8th August, 1811.

“The Lodge being met and Duly open’d Mr. Moses Solomon a Modern
Mason of Lodge 326 weir remade an Antient Mason.” 2

11th September, 1811: “when Mr. T. Greenland was proposed to become
an Antient Mason (he being a Modern Mason) by paying the sum of 1. 1. 0.
he was unanimously approved of.”

Bro. Greenland was initiated and passed at this meeting and raised at a
later meeting.

WORKING

Lodge “ open’d in due form ™ or “in the 3rd Degree ™ : there is no mention
of any ceremony of opening in the second degree.

The Minutes of the first meeting of Lodge No. 24 on 2l1st April, 1806,
state that “the under nam’d Brothers were Installed in Ancient and due form
as officers of Lodge No. 24 . . .” From this it would appear that there was
a ceremony connected with the installation of the principal officers as well as
that of the Master.

In a footnote in Jachin and Boaz we read: —

*“The Senior and Junior Wardens, Secretary &c. receive the obligation as
the Master except the Grip and Word, there being none peculiar to them.”

~ Bro. Aaron Paris, after being succeeded as W.Master by Bro. Cook in
1807, becomes “P.M.”, and is probably the first Canterbury Mason to do so,
as the degree of Past Master was not recognised by the “ Moderns ” until 1810,
the first mention of it in the Industrious Lodge Treas. Book occurs in that year.

We have noted that the “ Antients” held combined meetings of Lodges
under the English, Irish and Scottish Constitutions, and this appears to have led
to the adoption by Lodge No. 24 of ™ Intervisiting, a great institution on St.
John’s Days ”* amongst Irish Masons and an old custom still observed in
Scotland. :

“Lodge Night Dec. 27th, 1811.

Visited by a Deputation from Lodge No. —— by 3 brethren from the
91st Regiment Artillery.”

*“24th June, 1813.

Visited by a Deputatiton of Lodge No. —— in the 5th Dragoon Guards,
Irish Constitution.”

“Dec. 27th, 1814.°

185
Visited by a Deputatiton from 221 E.C. in the 9th Regt. of Foot.”
24

“The above visit was returned by a Deputation from 37 to 221.”

After the Union of the two Grand Lodges in 1813 some difficulty appears
to have been experienced in changing over to the “New System ”, and a letter
dated 23rd February, 1817, in reply to one from Bro. Gurr, Provincial Grand
Secretary stated:—“ No one of the Brothers are in possession of the new
obligation or of the lectures.” This is the first time the Lectures are mentioned.
In July. 1820, “ Lodge was opened in the first, second and third degrees. Bro.
Watson of 215. Faversham, acting as W.M. for our instruction.”

he number of the Industrious Lodge. Canterbury. was 326 in 1811.
.0.C., vol. lii. ]
.A. Degrees. Manchester Records. Lodge Transactions, vol. xiii, p. 44.
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On June 19th, 1823, “it was proposed by the M. Elect that in taking
the chair he should feel most happy provided a Brother would be invited to
instruct the Lodge in the New System.” This was done, for on 2lst August
of that year “ Bro. Shrubsole of Lodge No. 215 was for his attention to us and
willingness at all times to render his services, entitled to become a Hon. Member.”
Bro. Shrubsole became a joining member of the Faversham Lodge from the
Lodge of Sincerity. No. 89, London, in 1919.'

Lodge No. 24 was not the only one to whom instruction was given by
the Faversham Lodge, for from the Minute Book of the Union Lodge, No. 207.
Margate, we learn:—

“30th March, 5825: . . . This being an Emergency on Acct. of the
Intention of several brethren to visit the Lodge of Harmony No. 215, Faversham.
on Tuesday next for the purpose of enquiries of the said Lodge relative to the
new way of opening and closing and other business for the good of Masonry
and this particular Lodge.”

The effect of the introduction of Irish and other workings on Freemasonry
in Kent, apart from the spreading of the Royal Arch, would probably have been
greater than it was had it not been for the “ revisal” of the Provincial Grand
Lodge of Kent by Capt. George Smith in 1776, who instituted half-yearly meetings
on St. John’s Days, which afterwards became the * Anniversary” Meeting held
on Whit-Monday. At these meetings By-Laws, written by Capt. George Smith
and afterwards revised,”> were read. Freemasonry in Kent centered itself very
much on Provincial Grand Lodge, and as the Lodges under the constitution of
the “ Antients” did not come under the jurisdiction of the Provincial Grand
Lodge until after the *“ Union ™ in 1813, whatever effect the presence of Irish and
other workings had, and whatever their influence may have been on the state
of affairs before they came in. it must have been considerably less than it would
have been had not the Provincial Grand Lodge been so well established. That
the Provincial Grand Lodge was functioning at this period we are reminded by
the following announcements in the Kentish Gazette, in which a prominent part
was taken by William Finch:—

The Ancient and Honourable Society of
Free and Accepted Masons,
His Royal Highness the Prince Regent,
GRAND MASTER
Will hold their PROVINCIAL ANNIVERSARY
Meeting, for the County of KENT, on- Whit-
Monday, the 18th inst., at the King's Head Inn. in
CANTERBURY. at 10 o’clock in the forenoon.
Procession to Church at-11 o’clock, where
A SERMON WILL BE PREACHED,
By the Rev Brother HATT, B.A. and P.G. Chaplain.
Before
Sir Walter J. James, Bart.,, P.G.M., and the Provincial
Grand Officers and Brothers of the County.
By order of the Provincial Grand Master,
Rochester, May 10th, 1812. J. GURR, P.G.Sy. and Tr.
Dinner on Table at three o’clock.

KENT PROVINCIAL MEETING.
ON Whit-Monday.
Order of Procession.
Two Brethren with Jewels, voted them for services
rendered to the Craft, through the assistance of

1 History of Lodge of Harmony (G. G. Culmer).
2 Appendix.
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Brother Finch’s Printed Lectures.
Two Masters of Lodges in disgrace, for speaking disre-
spectfully of Finch’s printed Lectures on Masonry.
Two Brethren carrying in triumph Finch’s Books and
Prints on Masonry.
Twenty-eight Brethren, two-by-two, in disgrace for breach
of Fortitude, receiving the chief Instructions from W.F.
and then, Judas like, betraying their Master.—Four of
the above in the Band of Musicians, and four with long
white wands.
Six Brethren with Silver Jewels of Office at their neck,
disgraced by the Rough Ashlar of Intemperance.
The Banner containing a general Challenge for
£100, that Finch’s Lectures have within these 14 years
produced such a wonderful Revolution in the Affairs of
Masonry, that 700 out of 800 Lodges now work entirely on
his Plan, and on the Ground-work of his Discoveries and
Researches.—Proof to be obtained from the Masonic
Returns and Grand Lodge Vouchers; and of W. Finch,
Freemason's Arms, No. 5. New Cut. Lower Marsh,
Lambeth.
N.B The expenses of the day not to exceed £1.11.6d.

From the Kentish Gazette of 12th May, 1812.

The Ancient and Honourable Society of
Free and Accepted Masons
His Royal Highness the Prince Regent.
GRAND MASTER,
Will hold their PROVINCIAL ANNIVERSARY

MEETING, for the County of Kent, on Whit-
Monday, the 18th instant, At the King's Head Inn,
Canterbury. at ten o'clock in the forenoon. Procession to
church at eleven o’clock, where a Scrmon will be preached
By the Rev. Brother HATT, B.A. and P.G. Chaplain,
before, Sir Walter J. James, bart.. P.G.M. and the Pro-
vincial Grand Officers and Brothers of the county.

By order of the Provincial Grand Master,

J. GURR. P.G. Sy. and Tr.
Tickets 12s.
Dinner on Table at three o’clock.

An advertisement having appeared in this Paper
and in the Kentish Chronicle of Tuesday last, immediately
under that of the above Masonic Meeting, and which could
only have been inserted for the purpose of rediculing its
proceedings, and must have been the production of some
disappointed, refractory, or malicious individual, arising
from the wild effusions of a disordered brain, J. GURR,
G.P. Sy. and Tr. thinks it right to state that no brother
but himself is authorised to convene the above meeting.

Rochester, May 12, 1812.

From the Kentish Gazette of 15th May. 1812.

The Provincial Anniversary Meeting of the Ancient
and Honourable Society of Masons, for the county of
Kent, was yesteday held in this City and was
numerously attended by the Kentish Lodges: T.

Killick. esq.. of Gravesend. in the absence of Sir
Walter James James. bart., the Provincial Grand
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Master, conducted the business of the day. After
the opening of the Lodge. a large concourse of
Brethren, accompanied by the Band of the 5th
Dragoon Guards in full uniform, proceeded to st.
Paul’s Church., where their Chaplain, the Rev.
Brother Hatt. delivered an excellent and impressive
discourse on the importance of unity and brotherly
love, after which they returned to the King’s Head
Inn in this city. where a sumptuous dinner was pre-
pared, and the day was concluded with that order
and harmony which are emblematic and character-
istic of this society. :

From the Kentish Gazette of 19th May, 1812.°

While there is no doubt as to the author of the advertisement. the following
incident, which occurred at the previous Anniversary Meeting of the Provincial
Grand Lodge, has some bearing on the matter.

Provincial Grand Lodge * held on Whitmonday, June 3rd, 1811
at the Royal Hotel, Margate . . . Mr. Finch of notoriaty being reported to
the Grand Master being in the Lodge Room, a consultation took place as to the
propriety of his continuing present. when he was requested to withdraw. in his
absence. it was Resolved he should not be admitted again.”'

At these meetings Finch had the opportunity of meeting members of the
“Modern ” Lodges throughout the Province, and his exclusion must have caused
him great disappointment.

We have noted that in 1819 the membership of the two Canterbury Lodges,
one a Lodge which had been constituted under the Grand Lodge of the
“Moderns ” and the other under that of the “ Antients ”, had fallen so low that
they joined together to form onec Lodge which is now the United Industrious
Lodge, No. 31. The ups and downs of Freemasonry in the Province of Kent are
illustrated by the Lists of Lodges. Of sixteen “ Modern ™ Lodges active in 1789,
six are missing in the list dated 1801, viz.: Dover 2. Dartford 2, Sandwich 1,
Margate 1. Times were hard, and half-a-century was to pass before there was
any sustained improvement. To-day it is hard to realise that in 1860. when the
late Earl Amhhurst, as Viscount Holmesdale, was appointed Provincial Grand
Master of Kent. therc were only seventeen Lodges in the whole of the Province,
the eighteenth being formed at the end of that year.® Of the ten of these which
had been formed before the Union of the two Grand Lodges in 1813, five had
been constituted under the Grand Lodge of the ““Moderns ”, viz.:—

The Royal Kentish Lodge of Antiquity. now No. 20, Constituted 1723.

The Lodge of Freedom. Gravesend, now No. 77 - 1751.
The Lodge of Harmony. Faversham. now No. 133 “ 1764.
The Lodge of Emulation, Dartford, now No. 299 - 1793.

The Union Lodge, now No. 127, Margate, was warranted 7th November.
1763, and met at Spitalfields: it was erased 7th April, 1784, and reinstated
17th November the same year, it lapsed about 1811." The Minute Books from
April, 1792, are in possession of the Lodge. and they record a meeting 2Ist
February, 1811, the next one being 3rd March, 1813. the Master and Wardens
being the same at both of these meetings. At the latter meeting five Brethren
became quarterly members, four of whom were elected W.M., SW., J.W. and
Secretary respectively. and a motion was carried that *“The Lodge be removed
to Margate in the County of Kent”. The next Minute records a meeting at

! Provincial Grand Lodge Minute Book.

2 Appendix D, Provincial Grand Lodge Minute Book.

3 15th May, 5844: It was computed that there %ere 250 subscribing members to
Lodges in the Province.” (Minute Book. Union lodge No. 149, Margate).

1 Lane's Masonic Records.
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Margate a week later. No Dispensation appears to have been applied for to
remove the Lodge to Margate, but at a meeting on 15th July, 1813, we read :—

“ William Henry White Grand Sect®. Visiting Brother. Bro. White
Expressing the Sentiments of His Royal Highness the Duke of Sussex, Grand
Master of Masons, His Intire approbation of our ‘proceedings on the removal of
the Union Lodge 169 to Margate and likewise his Mr. White’s approbation of
our manner of conducting the said Lodge as appeared to him in the Minute and
Bye Law Books of this Lodge being in due form ™.

A Warrant of Confirmation was issued to the Union Lodge in 1882, and
a Centenary Warrant (Special Jewel) 1863.!

Four Lodges had been constituted under the Grand Lodge of the
*“ Antients 7, viz. :—

“No. 168. This Warrant was originally granted to a Lodge in the City
of Bath, Somersetshire, on 9th April, 1771, but was returned to Grand Lodge
on 25th September, 1773. It was re-issued on 13th March, 1807, to a new Lodge
at Hythe, Kent, being endorsed. ‘Let the within Warrant be Transferred to
Brother Abraham Levi, Master, Samuel Hanniford and Simon Gompertz, Senr.
and Junr. Wardens, and their Successors, being first duly registered pursuant to
the Statute, and to be holden at the Red Lion, or elsewhere, at Hythe, &c.
This Lodge, which still possesses the old Warrant of 1771, is now ‘ The Prince
Edwin’s Lodge,” Hythe, No. 125.7 2

“No. 266. Originally granted to a Lodge at Maidstone, Kent, on the
22nd February, 1791, the Warrant was re-issued in 1801 to a new Lodge at
Dover in the same County. endorsed, ‘ Transferred and Granted to be held at
Dover in the within County of Kent (being first duly Registered pursuant to the
Statute in that case made and provided)’."*

. This was the Lodge of Peace and Harmony, Dover, whose number became
199 in 1813.

Adam’s Lodge. No. 158, Sheerness, constituted 1797 (works with a Warrant
of 1778).

The remaining Lodge is No. 24, which joined with the Industrious Lodge
in 1819 and is now the United Industrious Lodge No. 31.

“New Warrants were in a few instances issued bearing the old Numbers
[*“ Antients "] and containing a reference to the original Lodge to which the
Number was first granted. T

“No. 24. Originally granted to a Lodge at Bristol on 17th October.
1753, which ceased to meet about the year 1765. On 24th March, 1806, a new
Warrant, bearing this number, was issued to a Lodge at Canterbury, Kent,
authorizing * The Worshipful Bartholomew O'Brien one of our Master Masons,
The Worshipful Thomas Powell his Senior Warden, and the Worshipful Duke
Buckingham his Junior Warden, to form and hold a Lodge of Free and Accepted
Masons at the Marquis of Granby, Canterbury, or elsewhere, in the County of
Kent, in virtue of our Warrant No. 24 (heretofore granted under date the seventh
day of April, 1755, and held at Bristol), the names and places of abode of all
and every members of the said Lodge being first duly Registered with the Clerk
of the Peace of the said County persuant to the Statute in that case made and
provided.”* The date quoted here is likewise erroneous, the 7th April, 1755,
being the date of the first entry for this Lodge in Vol 2, Letter B, but the
members were continuously registered from Vol. 1, Letter A (‘Morgan’s
Register °), the correct date being 17th October. 1753. The Lodge is now ‘ The
United Industrious Lodge’. Canterbury. No. 31.”

Concerning the Lodge of Harmony, Faversham, Bro. Vibert, in notes on
* Provincial Warrants ”, 4.0.C., vol. xlii, p. 134, tells us:—

! Lane's Masonic Records.

f g?;dy Book to the Lists of Lodges (Lane).

1ibid.
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* Lodge of Harmony, Faversham, Kent: No. 133 is another Lodge that
to-day possesses two Warrants. . This was originally an * Antient ’ Lodge,
warranted in 1763 as No. 144.* This Warrant was never returned, but the
Lodge in the next year applied to the * Moderns’ for a Warrant, and they were
issued with one with a number 319, under which they are working to-day. The
Lodge will be found at p. 136 of Lane. But the Minutes are in the same book.
and without break, the same names appear, and the original J.W. is the first
Master under the ‘ Modern’ Warrant. The * Antients * seem to have completely
lost sight of their Lodge (vide an article in the Freemason of 3rd January, 1891,
by Bro. Speth). At the Union the Lodge took rank as a ‘ Modern’ Lodge, with
consequent loss of seniority.”

The introduction of “ Antient” Masonry into the Province of Kent may
not have influenced the working so much as it probably did in districts where no
Provincial Grand Lodge existed ; at the same time it is obvious that by extending
the scope of the Craft and thereby giving it a greater opportunity of demonstrating
that ** Masonry is the centre of union between good men and true and the happy
means of conciliating friendship amongst those who must otherwise have remained
at a perpetual distance ”, it assisted the Lodges to hold on until conditions
improved. From 1760 therc has been an ever-increasing number of Lodges in
Kent, since which date Freemasonry in the Province has never looked back.

APPENDIX A
List of the Members of Lodge No. 24, held at Guildhall Tavern, Canterbury,

and returned to the Grand Lodge every Saint John’s Day.

Daleoyl\.fhfghxlgadc Name Profession Residence Remarks
‘Aron Paris Confectioner Canterbury Left the Lodge
Tho. Powell Carpenter Do Do
Duke Buckingham F.R.H. Artillery Do Do
Charles Baines Q.M.R.H. Artillery Do Do
Charles Spiers Do Do Do
1806 Jacob Hart Jeweler & c. Do Do
April the 21 George Taylor Vitualer D& Dead
Thomas Cook Carpenter
Thomas Hammond Do Do Left the Lodge
George Crawford Taylor Do
26 Andrew Smith | Royal H. Both from Lodge '
Francis Chambers ) Artely. No. 7. E.C. Woolwich | Left the Lodge
May the 31st Augustus Harrison Carpenter Canterbury Do
Richard Adams Bricklayer Do
June the 19 John Baker Plumber Do
Octobr. the 9 | John Crist. Beltecar Q.M. King's German Legion Left the Lodge
11 | John Coleman Travlor Do
18 | Fredick Meyer Q.M. 2nd Heavy German Legion | Left the Lodge
November 13 Mark Mordica Dealer & Chapman Folkestone
1807 Jan. 22 Charles Gill Bricklayer Canterbury Left the Lodge
Richard Finch Carpenter Do
February 12 John Shefa Miller Sadler with 2 H. German Legion Left the Lodge
Barnett Nathen Glass Cutter Dover
March 12 Thomas Burnett Carpenter Canterbury
Jacob Rubens Dealer & Chap. Dover
Heny. Wm. Chamburg
Dedric Amoss 1| 2 H. German Legion Canterbury Both left
May the 28 Alfred Sabine Baker the Lodge
September 24 John Turmain Sadler Margate
November 5 William Read Plumber Canterbury
19 David Patteson || Royal Horse Do
John Webster ! Artillery Do
Philip Nixon 1
James Lowery All from Roval ;
George Gibbs foot Artiilery Do Left the Lodge
Robus Glendening from Lodge No. 7, Woolwich
Master.
Secretary. S. Warden.
J. Warden.

' Lane, 1895. p. 106.
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List of Members of Lodge No. 24, held at the Guildhall Tavern, Canterbury,
and returned to the Grand Lodge every St. John’s Day.

Date when Made

or Joind. Nanes Profession Residence Remarks
December 10 Robert Oliphant Royal Artillery Canterbury | Left
James Manning Yeoman Do Left
1808 Hugh Oldham Royal Horse Artillery Do Left
John Horn M. Taylor Royal H. Artly. Do
January 14 John Holland Serg. Armr. 10 4th Dragoons Do Deceased
Walter Hemans Royal FFoot Artillery Do Do
18 Thomas Blomley Serg. R.A. Drivin Do On Service
February 18 Richd. Cockland Q.M. Royal Artillery Do Left the Lodge
Evan Jones Yeoman Do
March 3 David Moses Dealer & Chapman Travcler Left the Lodge
Samuel Bentley Corps. R.H. Artilly Canterbury | Dead
Daniel Brown M. Taylor 78 ? Regt. Do Left the Lodge
April the 21 Thomas Friacher ? | Serg. 4 Dragoons Do On Scrvice
May 19 John Greenstreet Boot & Shoe Maker Do
July 4 Richd. Mason Taylor 4 Dragoons Do Left the Lodge
7 Bar. Obrian B Sergeant Cant from Lodge No.
400 1.C.
James Nunnery Yeoman Do
August 18 Willm. Wiltshire Vitualler Do
Kirby Francis 1} Declrd. oft
Thos. Blair J{ Plumbers Do
John Lane Yeomen Do
September 15 Robert Calderwood | Carpenter Do
William Dence Vitualer Do
December 19 Barbr. Richd. ? Sadler Do
1809
March 16 Clemment Giles Dredger Whitstable
April 16 Solomon Chappell | Vitvaler Canterbury
John Gibbs Dredger Whitstable
June 17 Wm. Fairbrass Do Do
July 6 Fairbrass Do Do
David Wood Schoolmaster Do
Oct. 28 Grigor Serg. 42nd Gordon Highland
Hugh Munro 42nd Regt.
John Arnott 42 Rept.
APPENDIX C
List of Members of Lodge No. 24/37, held at the Saracen’s Head. Canterbury,
return’d to United Grand Lodge the 19th of Feby., 1815.
Dalgr“}loci‘;_{‘j’{dde Nanes Profession Residence Remarks
1808 January 14 John Horn Master Taylor R. H. Artilly., Canterbury
July 7 Bartu. O’Brian Barrack Sergeant Canterbury
August 18 Thos. Blair Plumber Do Now Tyler of
the Lodge
1811 February 14 | Jacob Hart Jeweler Do
August 8 William King Miller Do From 960 1.C.
Robt. Suthereron Carrier Swurry Do 643 Do
1812 December 28 | John Horspool R. H. Artil. Canterbury| On Foreign
Service
1813 July 8 Charles Williams Victualer Do
Septembr. 9 | Moses Harriot R. H. Artil. Do
1814 April 12 Wm. Ladd Taylor Do From late
87 E.C.
Jeams lrwin To with Flowers Do From 602 I.C.
June 24 Thos. Cook Steward fr. J.C. Honnywoods Rejoined from
15 March, 1810
August 11 John Wilson Paper Maker Chartham | From 172 1.C.
December 8 | Tho. Francs. Smith | Ensign in 26 Canterbury | Left
Reg. of Fool
27| Thos. Powell Carpenter Canterbury | Rejoin’d
John King Victualer Do 288 E.C.
W. Campbell R. H. Artily Do 221 1.C. Foreign
Service
1815 Jany. 12 Thos. Mottershead | Victualer Do
May 11 Evan Jones Yeoman Do Rejoin’d
18 Thos. Inge Do Barham
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Letter to **Mr. White” from Wm. Epps, Prov. Grand Sec.
Canterbury, 11 Feby.. 1786.

* Dear Sir,

The enclosed list for such Kentish Lodges as have remitted to
me you will be pleased to insert in the next printed list and if you
can you may say remitted from the P.G. Secretary of Kent.!

Of the five items in the list two concern Dover Lodges and
are as follows: —

424 Lodge of Love and Unity, Dover, for Registering
three new made Brethren viz:—Bros. Grostiff
Brockman, John Alleyne, Anthony Reye of do. 0. 15. 0.
To the Fund of Charity 2. 0.

194 Lodge of True Friendship Dover for being
reinstated

W
—_
»
[=))

APPENDIX D

LAWS, RULES / and / REGULATIONS, / for the good government of / The
Provincial Grand Lodge, / for / The COUNTY OF KENT: / Together with /
the necessary Instructions for the / several Lodges in that County. / By
JACOB SAWBRIDGE, Esq.. / Provincial Grand Master of Kent. / Printed
in the year of Masonry 5789. /
LAWS, RULES / and / REGULATIONS, / for the good government of / The
Provincial Grand Lodge / For the County of Kent, &c. /

By virtue of a power invested in Jacob /[ Sawbridge, Esquire, by the
Most / Worshipful and Right Honourable | Thomas Howard, Ear! of Effingham,
Lord | Howard, Acting Grand Master of Free | and Accepted Masons in
England, bearing / date in August, Anno Lucis 5785, and Anno / Domoni 1785,
appointing him Provincial | Grand Master jor the County of Kent; with [/ full
power to make Masons and constitute [/ regular Lodges as occasions may
require ; / and also do and execute all and every / such other acts and things
appertaining to / the said office. and agreeable to the Laws, [ and Regulations
of the Grand Lodge of | England, &c. He doth hereby constitute /| The
Provincial Grand Lodge of Kent to | consist in the following Grand Officers, |

I Provincial Grand Master,

[ Provincial Deputy Grand Master.

2 Provincial Grand Wardens,
Provincial Grand Chaplain,
Provincial Deputy Grand Chaplain.
Provincial Grand Orator,

Provincial Grand Treasurer,
Provincial Grand Secretary,
Provincial Deputy Grand Secretary,
Provincial Grand Artist,

Provincial Grand Record-Keeper,
Provincial Grand Architect,
Provincial Grand Seal-Keeper,
Provincial Grand Master of Ceremonies,
| Provincial Grand Sword-Bearer, and
12 Provincial Grand Stewards.

— e et et o e e = e —

1 Grand Lodge Library, Prov. of Kent.
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BYE-LAWS, / for the good Government of The Provincial Grand Lodge of
Kent |

ARTICLE 1

This Provincial Grand Lodge shall be / held once in every year, and shall consist
of all present and past Grand Officers, all / present and past Grand Stewards.
and the / Masters and Wardens of all the regular / Lodges in the county of
"Kent. acting under / the authority of the Grand Lodge of England. /

ART. 1L

Every Officer of this Provincial Grand / Lodge shall at the time of his appoint-
ment, / pay into the hands of the Treasurer. for the / time being, the following

sum. / L s d
Deputy Grand Master 1 10
Grand Wardens each 015 0

Grand Chaplain, Deputy Grand Chaplain,
Grand Orator, Grand Artist, Grand
Record-Keeper, Grand Treasurer, Grand
Master of the Ceremonies, and Grand

Sword-Bearer each 10 6
Twelve Grand Stewards each 0 7 6
and a like sum annually

ART. III.

The money arising from this annual / subscription, shall be disposed of only
by / the consent of the majority of the members / in Provincial Lodge assembled.
except the / expence of jewels. printing and postage of / letters.

ART. 1V.
Any Brother belonging to a regular / Lodge, or that has been made under the /
Constitution of England, may appear in / this Provincial Lodge, but shall have
no / vote in the same.

ART. V.
The Provincial Grand Secrctary shall / acquaint the Officers of this Lodge.
and / the Masters of every Lodge in Kent. when / and where each Provincial
Grand Lodge / is to be held : at least three weeks before / the time of its meeting.

ART. VI

Such sums of money as each respective / Lodge is accustomed to pay annually
to / wards the General Fund of Charity. as [ likewise all other sums for building
the / Hall &c. bearing date the 29th of October, / 1768, shall now be paid
into the hands of / the Provincial Grand Treasurer, in order / that such sums
may be paid into the Fund ; of the Grand Lodge of England: and such /
Lodges as are not able to attend the / Provincial Meeting are to remit the said /
sums to Mr. Charies Austin or to Mr. | William Epps, Canterbury, or to the
Grand | Treasurer or Grand Secrctary for the time / being.

ART. VIIL

That any person who resides in / any town in this country where a Lodge is /
held, is proposed as a candidate for j; Masonry at any other Lodge in the
County, / the Master of that Lodge in which the / proposition is made, is
strictly enjoined to / write to the Lodge of the town where the / candidate
resides, previous to his initiation / and acquaint them with such proposition, /
to prevent any unworthy person from being / made a Mason : and when a person
is pro / posed in any Lodge in Kent and not / approved of, the Master of such
Lodge / shall immediately acquaint the Provincial / Grand Master of the
circumstance, who / shall direct his secretary to communicate / the same to all
the Lodges in the County.



98 Transactions of the Quatuor Coronati Lodge.

GENERAL LAWS /

For the Government of
The Provincial Grand Lodge of Kent.

ARTICLE 1

All matters are to be determined by a / majority of votes: each member
having / one vote, and the Provincial Grand Master / two votes; unless the
Lodge leave any / particular thing to the Provincial Grand [/ Master, for the
sake of expedition. The / opinions or votes of the members are to be / signified
by each holding up one of his ; hands, which uplifted hands the Provincial /
Grand Wardens are to count; unless the / number of hands be so equal as to
ren / der the counting usless. Nor shall any / other kind of division be ever
admitted.

ART. II

At the third stroke of the Provincial / Grand Master’s hammer (always to be /
repeated by the Provincial Grand Wardens) /there shall be a general silence ;
and he who / breaks silence without leave from the chair / shall be publicly
reprimanded ; and the / same silence is to be observed whenever / the Provincial
Grand Master or his Deputy / shall rise from the chair, and call to order.

ART. I1IL

In this Provincial Grand Lodge, every member / shall keep his seat during
Grand Lodg