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CHAPTER XVIL

LODGE MINUTES—ALNWICK—SWALWELL—YORK—THE PERIOD OF
TRANSITION—MASONRY IN NORTH AND SOUTH BRITAIN.

#2T is certain that the same degree of confidence which is due to an historian who
narrates events in which he was personally concerned, cannot be claimed by one
who compiles the history of remote times from such materials as he is able to
collect. In the former case, if the writer's veracity and competency are above
suspicion, there remains no room for reasonable doubt, at least in reference to those
$ " principal facts of the story, for the truth of which his character is pledged. Whilst in
the latter case, though the veracity of the writer, as well as his judgment, may be open to
no censure, still the confidence afforded must necessarily be conditional, and will be measured
by the opinion which is formed of the validity of his authorities.!

Hence, it has been laid down that since a modern author, who writes the history of
ancient times, can have no personal knowledge of the events of which he writes; con-
sequently he can have no title to the credit and confidence of the public, merely on his
own authority. If he does not write romance instead of history, he must have received his
information from tradition—from authentic monuments, original records, or the memoirs of
more ancient writers—and therefore it is but just to acquaint his readers from whence he
actually received it.? .

In regard, however, to the character and probable value of their authorities, each historian,
and, indeed, almost every separate portion of the words of each, must be estimated apart, and
a failure to observe this precaution, will expose the reader, who, in his simplicity, peruses a
Masonic work throughout with an equal faith, to the imminent risk “of having his indis-
criminate confidence suddenly converted into undistinguishing scepticism, by discovering the
slight authority upon which some few portions of it are founded.”® But it unfortunately
happens that the evidence on questions of antiquity possesses few attractions for ordinary
readers, so that on this subject, as well as upon some othérs, there often exists at the same
time too much faith and too little. “From a want of acquaintance with the details on which
a rational conviction of the genuineness and validity of ancient records may be founded, many
persons, even though otherwise well informed, feel that they have hardly an alternative
between a simple acceptance of the entire mass of ancient history, or an equally indis-

1 See Isaac Taylor, History of the Transmission of Ancient Books to Modern Times, 1827, p. 116 ; and Lewis,
Inquiry into the Credibility of the Early Roman History, vol i., p. 272.
? Dr R. Henry, History o1 Great Britain. 3 Taylor, dp. cit., p. 119,
VOL. 1L 21
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criminate suspicion of the whole. And when it happens that a particular fact is questioned,
or the genuineness of some ancient book is argued, such persons, conscious that they are little
familiar with the particulars of which the evidence on these subjects consists, and perceiving
that the controversy involves a multiplicity of recondite and uninteresting researches; or that
it turns upon the validity of minute criticisms, either recoil altogether from the argument or
accept an opinion without inquiry, from that party on whose judgment they think they may
most safely rely.” !

It thus follows, as a general rule, that such controversies are left entirely in the hands of
critics and antiquaries, whose peculiar tastes and acquirements qualify them for investigations
which are utterly uninteresting to the mass of readers.? Comparing small things with greater

“ones, this usage, which has penetrated into Masonry, is productive of great inconvenience, and
by narrowing the base of Masonic research, tends to render the early history of the craft
naught but “the traditions of experts, to be taken by the outside world on faith.”

The few students of our antiquities address themselves, not so much to the craft at large,
as to each other. They are sure of a select and appreciative audience, and they make no real
effort to popularise truths not yet patent to the world, and which are at once foreign to the
intellectual habits and tastes of ordinary persons, and very far removed from the mental
range of a not inconsiderable section of our fraternity.

In the preceding remarks, I must, however, be more especially understood, as having in
my mind the Freemasons of these islands, for whilst, as a rule—to which, however, there are
several brilliant exceptions—the research of Masonic writers of Germany and America has not
kept pace with that of historians in the mother country of Freemasonry, it must be freely
conceded, that both in the United States and among German-speaking people, there exists a
familiarity with the history and principles of the craft—that is to say, up to a certain point—
for which a parallel will be vainly sought in Britain.

These introductory observations, I am aware, may be deemed of a somewhat desultory
character, but a few words have yet to be said, before resuming and concluding the section of
this history which brings us to a point where surmise and conjecture, so largely incidental to
the mythico-historical period of our annals, will be tempered, if not altogether superseded, by
the evidence derivable from accredited documents and the archives of Grand Lodges. The pas-
sage which I shall next quote will serve as the text for a short digression.

« However much,” says a high authority, “ of falsification and of error there may be in the
world, there is yet so great a predominance of truth, that he who believes indiscriminately
will be in the right a thousand times to one oftener than he who doubts indiscriminately.” 3

Now, without questioning the literal accuracy of this general proposition, the sense in
which its application is sometimes understood, must be respectfully demurred to.

If, indeed, no choice is allowed to exist between blindly accepting the fables that have
descended to us, or commencing & new history of Masonry on a blank page, the progress of
honest scepticism may well be arrested, and the fabulists be left in possession of the field.

But is there no middle course ? Let us hear Lord Bacon :—

« Although the position be good, oportet discentem credere [a man who is learning must be

1 Taylor, History of the Transmission of Ancient Books to Modern Times, 1827, pp. 1, 2.
2 See Chap. L., p. 4, note 1. 3 Taylor, op. cit., p. 189.
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content to believe what he is told], yet it must be coupled with this, oportet edoctum judiciare
[when he has learned it, he must exercise his judgment and see whether it be worthy of
belief], for disciples do owe unto masters only a temporary belief and a suspension of their
own judgment until they be fully instructed, and not an absolute Tresignation or perpetual
captivity.” !

“Those who have read of everything,” says Locke, “are thought to understand everything
too; but it is not always so. Reading furnishes the mind only with materials of knowledge;
¢ 18 thinking makes what we read ours. We are of the ruminating kind, and it is not enough
to cram ourselves with a great load of collections ; unless we chew them over again, they will
not give ug strength and nourishment. The memory may be stored, but the judgment is little
better, and the stock of knowledge not increased, by being able to respect what others have
said, or produce the arguments we have found in them.” *

It unfortunately happens, that those who are firmly convinced of the accuracy of their
opinions, will never take the pains of examining the basis on which they are built. “They
who do not feel the darkness will never look for the light.”® “If in any point we have
attained to certainty,” says a profound thinker of our own time, who has gone to his rest, “ we
make no further inquiry on that point, because inquiry would be useless, or perhaps dangerous.
The doubt must intervene before the inwestigation can begin. Here then,” he continues, “ we have
the act of doubting as the originator, or, at all events, the necessary antecedent of all progress.
Here we have that scepticism, the very name of which is an abomination to the ignorant,
because it disturbs their lazy and complacent minds ; decause it troubles their cherished super-
stitions; because it imposes on them the fatigue of inquiry; and because it rouses even
sluggish understandings to ask if things are as they are commonly supposed, and if all is really
true which they, from their childhood, have been taught to believe.” ¢

“ EvIDENCE,” says Locke, “is that by which alone every man is (and should be) taught to
regulate his assent, who is then and then only in the right way when he follows it.” &

But there exists a class of men whose understandings are, so to speak, cast into a mould,
and fashioned just to the size of a received hypothesis. They are not affected by proofs, which
might convince them that events have not happened quite in the same manner that they have
decreed within themselves that they have. To such persons, indeed, may be commended the
fine observation of Fontenelle, that the number of those who believe in a system already
established in the world does not, in the least, add to its credibility, but that the number of
those who doubt it has a tendency to diminish it.®

To the want of reverence for antiquity—or, in other words, tradition—with which I have
been freely charged,” I shall reply in a few words. “ Until it is recognised,” says one of the

1 Bacon, Works (Advancement of Learning), edit. Spedding, 1857, vol. iii., p. 290.

3 Conduct of the Understanding, § 20 (Locke’s Works, edit. 1828, vol. iii., p. 241),

3 Buckle, History of Civilisation in England, edit. 1868, vol. i., p. 835.

4 Itid. Locke obeerves, *‘ There is nothing more ordinary than children receiving into their minds propositions from
their parents, nurses, or those about them, which, being fastened by degrees, are at last (equally whether true or false)
riveted there by long custom and education, beyond all possibility of being pulled out again " (Essay on the Human
Understanding, chap. xx., § 9).

8 Conduct of the Understanding, § 34.

¢ Cited approvingly by Dugald Stewart in his * Philosophy of the Mind,” vol. ii., p. 857.

? The Rev. A. F. A. Woodford in the Fr , passim.
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greatest masters of historical criticism, “ that the same strict rules of evidence are applicable to
historical composition, which are employed in courts of justice, and in the practical business
of life, history must reniain open to the well-grounded suspicions under which it often labours,
and will, by many, be treated with that despairing scepticism, which is one of the great
obstacles to the advancement of knowledge. The historian will do well to remember the old
legal adage, ‘ Mendax in uno, presumitur mendax tn alto} and if, in putting together his
materials, he makes additions from his imagination, he incurs the danger of being met—by
persons who adopt Sir R. Walpole’s canon of judgment—with general disbelief.”

Those of us, indeed, whose mission it is (in the opinion of our critics) only to destroy,® may
derive consolation from some remarks of Buckle, which occur in his encomium upon Descartes.
Of the pioneer of Modern Philosophy, he says—* He deserves the gratitude of posterity, not
so much on account of what he built up, as on account of what he pulled down. His life was
one great and successful warfare against the prejudices and traditions of men. .°. .. To
prefer, therefore, even the most successful discoverers of physical laws to this great innovator
and disturber of tradition, is just as if we should prefer knowledge to freedom, and believe
that science is better than liberty. We must, indeed, always be grateful to these eminent
thinkers, to whose labours we are indebted for that vast body of physical truths which we
now possess. But let us reserve the full measure of our homage for those far greater men,
who have not hesitated to attack and destroy the most inveterate prejudices—men who, by
removing the pressure of tradition, have purified the very source and fountain of our knowledge,
and secured its future progress, by casting off obstacles in the presence of which progress was
impossible.” ¢

Until quite recently—and it must be frankly confessed that the practice is not yet extinct
—the historians of the craft have treated their subject in a free and discretionary style,
by interpolations, not derived from extrinsic evidence, but framed according to their own
notions of internal probability® They have supplied from conjecture what they think
might have been the contents of the record, if any record of the fact were extant, in the

1 ¢ Testimonium testis, quando in unA parte falsum, preesumitur esse et in ceteris partibus falsum ” (Menochius, de
Presumptionibus, lib. v., pref. 22).

% Lewis, On the Methods of Observation and Reasoning in Politics, vol. i, p. 246. The same writer observes:
‘It is of paramount importance that truth, and not error, shonld be accredited ; that men, when they are led, should
be led by safe guides ; cnd that they should thus profit by those processes of reasoning and investigation which have
been carried on in accordance with logical rules, but which they are not able to verify for themselves*’ (On the Influence
of Authority in Matters of Opinion, p. 9).

3 As the term ‘‘iconoclast™ has been frequently applied to me by my friend, the Rev. A. F. A. Woodford, who,
moreover, suggests that my historical studies evince a policy of * dynamite,” the attention of my reverend critic is
especially invited to the following observations of Dr Arnold: *To tax any one with want of reverence, because he
pays no respect to what we venerate, is either irrelevant, or is & mere confusion. The fact, 8o far as it is true, is no
reproach, but an honour ; because to reverence all persons and all things is absolutely wrong. .°. .°. If it be meant
that he is wanting in proper reverence, not respecting what is really to be respected, that is assuming the whole question
at issue, because what we call divine, he calls an idol ; and as, supposing we are in the right, we are bound to fall down
and worship, so, supposing him to be in the right, he is no less bound to pull it to the ground and destroy it " (Lectures
on Modern History).

¢ History of Civilisation in England, vol. ii., p. 88. As Turgot finely says : *‘ Ce n'est pas 1'erreur qui s'oppose aux
progrés de la véritd.  Ce sont la mollesse, 'entétement, I'esprit de routine, tout ce qui porte & l'inaction” (Pensées,
(Kuvres de Turgot, vol. ii., p. 843).

8 S8ce Chap. XI1L, p. 1.
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same mauner that an antiquary attempts to restore an inscription which is part defaced or
obliterated.!

“If, indeed,” as it has been well observed, “ the results of historians led to an
immediate practical result; if the conclusion of the writer deprived a man of his life,
liberty, or goods, the necessity of guiding his discretion by rules, such as those followed in
courts of justice, would long ago have been recognised.” *

It is, moreover, but imperfectly grasped by Masonic writers, that as a country advances,
the influence of tradition diminishes, and traditions themselves become less trustworthy.?
Where there is no written record, tradition alone must be received, and there alone it has
a chance of being accurate. But where events have been recorded in books, tradition
soon becomes a faint and erroneous echo of their pages;* and the Freemasons, like the
Scottish Highlanders, are apt to take their ancient traditions from very modern books, as
the readers of this work> in the one instance, and those of Burton’s “ History of Scotland”®
in the other, can readily testify. Yet if an attempt is made to trace such traditions
retrogressively up to the age to which they are usually attributed, we are presented with
no evidence, but are merely given the alleged fact, a mode of elucidating ancient history,
not unlike that pursued by Dr Hickes, who, in order to explain the Northern Antiquities,
always went farther north—a method of procedure which might serve to illustrate, but
could never explain, and has been compared to going down the stream to seek the
fountain-head, or in tracing the progress of learning, to begin with the Goths.”

Although it is impossible to speak positively to a negative proposition, nevertheless
the writer who questions the accuracy of his predecessors can hardly, by reason of his
scepticism, be considered bound to demonstrate what they have failed to prove® It has been

1 ¢f. Lewis, On the Methods of Observation and Reasoning in Politics, pp. 247, 248, 201.

3 Ibid., pp. 196, 197. The author of the ‘* Memoir of Sebastian Cabot ” (bk. i., chap. i.), thus comments on a hear-
say statement respecting the discoveries of that navigator: * It is obvious that, if the present were an inquiry in a
court of justice, the evidence which limits Cabot to 56° would be at once rejected as incompetent. The alleged com-
munication from him is exposed in its transmission, not only to all the chances of misconception on the part of the
Pope's Legate, but admitting that personage to have truly understood, accurately remembered, and faithfully reported
what he heard, we are again exposed to a similar series of errors on the part of our informant, who furnished it to us at
second-hand. But the dead have not the benefit of the rules of evidence.” The preceding extract will merit the attention
of those persons who attach any historical weight to the newspaper evidence of 1723, which makes Wren a Freemasou,
or to the hearsay statement of John Aubrey.

3 « Although,” says Buckle, ‘* without letters, there can be no knowledge of much importance, it is nevertheless
true that their introduction is injurious to historical traditions in two distinct ways: first by weakening the traditions,
and secondly by weakening the class of men whose occupation it is to preserve them™ (History of Civilisation, vol. i,

. 207).
i ¢ .)l H. Burton, History of Scotland from 1689 to 1748, vol. i., p. 185. 8 8ee Chap. XIL., passim.

¢ A parallel might be drawn between the influence upon the popular imagination of such works of fancy as Scott's
+ Lady of the Lake” and Preston’s * Illustrations of Masonry.” In his notice of the Highland Costume, Burton
observes : ‘¢ Here, unfortunately, we stumble on the rankest corner of what may be termed ths classic soil of fabrication
and fable. The assertions are abundant unto affluence ; the facts few and meagre’ (History of Scotland, vol. ii.,
p. 874).

7 Nichols, Literary Anecdotes, vol. iv., p. 457.

8 This is precisely and exactly what my reviewers (in the Masonic press) seem to require of me, and I respectfully
commend to their notice the following remarks on the intolerance of the ** Cameronians,” as being capable of a far
wider lpplic.tfon : * The ruling principle among these men was the simplest and the broadest of all human principles—
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well observed—* To every intelligent mind it is clear, that assertion without proof can no
more be received to invalidate history, than to confirm and support it; and when objections
founded on facts are advanced, it will then be for consideration whether they apply, and to
what extent. But till assertion is converted into proof, and that proof found to destroy the
authenticity of the instances produced, those instances must, by every rule of good sense and
right reason, and infallibly will, be regarded as adequate evidence by every competent
judge.”?

Taylor rightly lays down that, “ when historical facts, which in their nature are fairly open
to direct proof, are called in question, there is no species of trifling more irksome (to those who
have no dishonest ends to serve) than the halting upon twenty indirect arguments, while the
centre progf—that which clear and upright minds fasten upon intuitively—remains undisposed
of.”? Now, it must be freely conceded, that however strongly the balance of probability may
appear to incline against the reception of Sir Christopher Wren, at any time of his life, into the
Masonic fraternity, the question after all must remain an open one, as even his dying declara-
tion to the contrary, were such extant, might be held insufficient to clearly establish this
negative proposition.® Though until “assertion is converted into proof, and that proof found
to destroy the authenticity of the objections” raised by me to the current belief, I shall rest
content that the latter “ must, by every rule of good sense and right reason, and infallibly
will, be regarded as adequate evidence by every competent judge.”

Among these objections, however, is one, which no lapse of time can remove, and it is, the
contention that Wren could not have held in the seventeenth century a title which did not
then exist. This point I shall not re-argue, but may be permitted to allude to, as by “ the
removal of the pressure of tradition”* in this instance, it is confidently hoped that “the
future progress of our knowledge ” has been ensured, “ by casting off obstacles in the presence
of which progress was impossible.” 8

that which has more or less gnided mankind in all sges and all conditions of society—in despotisms, oligarchies, and
democracies—among Polytheists, Mohammedans, Jews, and Christians. It was the simple doctrine, that I am right
and you are wrong, and that whatever opinion different from mine is entertained by you, must be forthwith uproof
(Burton, History of Scotland, vol. i, p. 88).

1J. 8. Hawkins, History of the Origin and Establishment of Gothic Architecture, 1818 P 89.

8 History of the Transmission of Ancient Books to Modern Times, p. 224.

3 In support of this position, the case of the late Duke of Wellington may be cited, who was initiated at the
close of the last century in Lodge No. 494 on the Registry of Ireland (F. Q. Rev., 1886, p. 442 ; Masonic Magazine,
vol. ii., 1874-75, p. 198), and of whom Lord Combermere said at Maccleafield in 1852—*‘ Often when in Spain, where
Masonry was prohibited, he [Wellington] regretted .°. .. that his military duties had prevented him taking
the active part his feelings dictated ” (F. Q. Rev., 1852, p. 505). Although the records of No. 494 are said to
contain a letter from the Duke, written during the secretaryship of Mr Edward Carleton (1838-53), declining to allow
the Lodge to be called after him, ‘‘ inasmuch as he never was inside any lodge since the day he was made” (Masonic
Magazine, loc. cit.), the following communication attests that shortly before his death the circumstance of his initiation
had quite passed out of his mind : * London, October 13th, 1851—F. M. the Duke of Wellington presents his compli-
ments to Mr Walsh.  He has received his letter of the 7th ult. The Duke has no recollection of having been admitted
a Freemason. He has no knowledge of that association ” (F. Q. Rev., 1854, p. 88).

¢ Although the ancient tradition of Wren's Grand Mastership was first published to the world in & work of compara-
tively modern date (Anderson’s Constitutions, 1788), it must not be forgotten that fables, as Voltaire says, begin to be
current in one generation, are established in the second, become respectable in the third, whilst in the fourth generation
temples are raised in bonour of them (Fragments sur 1'Histoire, ut. i., Euvres, tome xxvii., pp. 158, 169).

8 8ee p. 252 ; and Buckle, op. cit., vol. ii., p. 82.
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It is immaterial whether Wren was or was not a mere member of the Society. To my
mind, and upon the evidence before us—to which our attention must be strictly confined—it
seems impossible that he could have been, but even if he was, we should only have one
speculative or geomatic brother the more, a circumstance of no real moment, and unless
supported by new evidence of such a character as to utterly destroy the authenticity of
that already produced, not in any way calculated to modify the judgment I have
ventured to pass upon his alleged connection with Freemasonry. But the consequences
arising from the deeply rooted belief in his being—under what title i3 immaterial—the Grand
Master or virtual head of the Society, have already borne much evil fruit, by leading those
who have successively founded schools of Masonic thought, to pursue their researches on
erroneous daia, and as a natural result, to reduce to a minimum the value of even the most
diligent inquiry into the past history of the craft. Indeed, a moment’s reflection will convince
the candid reader that any generalisation of Masonic facts, based on an assumption, that the
era of “Grand Lodges” can be carried back to 1663 —when the famous regulations are
alleged to have been made, which I have handled with some freedom in the last chapter *—
must be devoid of any practical utility, or in other words, that in all such cases the want of
judgment in the writer can only be supplied by the discrimination of his readers.

By way of illustration, let us take Kloss. It is certain that this author collected his
materials with equal diligence and judgment ; but yet, we perceive that in much relating to a
country not his own, he was often egregiously misinformed.

I am not here considering his misinterpretation of the English statutes? an error of judg-
ment ariging, not unnaturally, from the inherent defects of the printed copy to which alone we
had access, but the inaccuracies which are to be found in his writings, owing to the confidence
he placed in Anderson as the witness of truth.

The writings of Sir James Hall may also be referred to, as affording equally cogent evidence
of the wide diffusion of error, owing a similar dependence upon statements for which the com-
piler of the first two editions of the “ Constitutions” is the original authority. In the latter
instance, we find, as I have already mentioned, that the fact of Wren's Grand Mastership, is
actnally relied upon, by 8 non-masonic writer of eminence, as stamping the opinion of the
great architect, with regard to the origin of Gothic architecture, as the very highest that the
subject will admit of ¢

How, indeed—when we have marshalled all the authorities, considered their arguments,
examined their proofs, and estimated the probability or improbability of what they advance
by the evidence they present to us—any lingering belief in the existence of Grand Lodges
during the seventeenth century can remain in the mind, is a mystery which I can only
attempt to solve by making use of a comparison.

‘Writing in 1633, Sir Thomas Browne informs us, that the more improbable any proposition
is, the greater is his willingness to assent to it ; but that where a thing is actually impossible,
he is, on that account, prepared to believe it} &

3 Cbaps. IL., p. 105 ; XIL, p. 11 ; and XV., p. 208. 3 P. 208, et oeg.

3 Chap. VIL, pp. 857-360, 362, 366. ¢ Chap. VL, p. 260.

§ ¢ Methinks there be not imposeibilities enough in religion for an active faith. I love to lose myself in & mystery,
to pursue my reason to an Altitudo. 1 can answer all the objections of Satan and my rebellious reason with that odd
resolution I learned of Tertullian, certum est quia impossibile est. 1 desire to exercise my faith in the difficultest point,
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By principles such as these, it is very evident that some living writers are accustomed to
regulate their assent, and in this way a belief in Wren's membership of the Society will
naturally arise out of its extreme improbability,! whilst a firm conviction in his having been
Grand Master, will as readily follow from the circumstance of its utter impossibility | 2

The object of this digression will have been but imperfectly attained, if any lengthened
observations are required to make it clear.

Upon the confidence hitherto extended to me by my readers, I shall again have occasion
to draw very largely as we proceed. We are about to pass from one period of darkness and
uncertainty to another of almost equal obscurity, and which presents even greater difficulties
than we have yet encountered. In writing the history of the craft, as far as we have pro-
ceeded, the materials have been few and scanty, and I have had to feel my way very much in
the dark.

If, under these conditions, I have sometimes strayed from the right path, it will not
surprise me, and I shall be ever ready to accept with gratitude the help of any friendly hand
that can set me right. All I can answer for is a sincere endeavour to search impartially after
truth. Throughout my labours, to use the words of Locke, “ I have not made it my business,
either to quit. or follow any authority. Truth has been my only aim, and wherever that has
appeared to lead, my thoughts have impartially followed, without minding whether the
footsteps of any other lay that way or no. Not that I want a due respect to other men's
opinions, but after all, the greatest reverence is due to truth.” 3

It may be observed, that in my attempt to demonstrate the only safe principles on which
Masonic inquiry can be pursued, whilst making a free use of classical quotations in support of
the several positions for which I contend, the literature of the craft has not been laid under
requisition for any addition to the general store. For this reason, and as an excuse for all the
others, I shall introduce one quotation more, and this I shall borrow from an address recently
delivered by our Imperial brother, the heir to the German Crown, who says: “ But while earlier
ages contented themselves with the authority of traditions, in our days the investigations of

for, to credit ordinary and visible objects is not faith but persuasion” (Sir T. Browne, Works, edit. by 8. Wilkin—
Bohn’s Antiq. Lib.—vol. ii., Religio Medici, sect. ix., p. 332). After this expression of his opinions, it is singular to
find that only twelve years later (Inquiries into Vulgar Errors), the same writer lays down, that one main cause of error
is adherence tv authority ; another, neglect of inquiry ; and a third, credulity.

1 The remarks on which the biographer of Sebastian Cabot founded his conclusion, *‘that the dead have not the
benefit of the rules of evidence” (anfe, p. 258), may be usefully perused by those who accept the paragraphs in the
Postboy (Chap. XII. p. 9)—the only positive evidence on the subject prior to 1738—as determining the fact of Wren's
membership of the Society. If the argument in respect of Cabot is deemed to be of any force, it follows, a fortiors, that
we should place no confidence whatever in a mere newspaper entry of the year 1728.

It has been forcibly observed: ‘‘ dnonymous testimony to a matler of fact is wholly devoid of weight, unless,
indeed, there be circumstances which render it probable that a trustworthy witness has adequate motives for conceal-
ment, or extraneous circumstances may support and accredit a statement, whick, lef? to itself, would fall to the ground "
(Lewis, On the Influence of Authority in Matters of Opinion, p. 23). ’

2 Tertullian’s apophthegm, *‘credo quia impossibile est "—JI believe because it iz impossible—once quoted by the
Duke of Argyle as *‘ the ancient religious maxim " (Parl. Hist., vol. xi., p. 802), * might,” Locke considers, *‘in a good
man pass for a sally of zeal, but would prove a very ill rule for men to choose their opinions or religion by " (Essay on
the Human Understanding, bk. iv., chap. xix., § 11). According to Neander, it was the spirit embodied in this
sentence which supplied Celsus with some formidable arguments against the Fathers (General Hist. of the Christian
Religion and Church, vol. i., p. 227).

3 Essay on the Human Understanding, bk. i., chap. iv., sec. 23.
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historical oriticism have become a power. .. .°. Historical truths .. can only be secured
by historical investigations; therefore such studies are in our time a serious obligation
towards the Order, from which we cannot withdraw, having the confident conviction, that
whatever the result may be, they can in the end be only beneficial. If they are con-
firmatory of the tradition, then in the result doubts will disappear; should they prove
anything to be untenable, the love of truth will give us the manly courage to sacrifice
what is untenable, but we shall then with the greater energy uphold that which is
undoubted.” !

‘We left off at that part of our inquiry,® where the evidence of several writers would seem
to point very clearly to the widely-spread existence of Masonic lodges in southern Britain,
at a period of time closely approaching the last decade of the seventeenth century.® But
however naturally this inference may arise from a perusal of the evidence referred to, it may
be at once stated that it acquires very little support from the scattered facts relating to the
subject, which are to be met with between the publication of Dr Plot’s account of the
Freemasons (1686), and the formation of the Grand Lodge of England (1717).

The period, indeed, intervening between the date of Randle Holme's observations in the
« Academie of Armory,” to which attention has been directed,® and the establishment of a
governing body for the English craft, affords rather materials for dissertation than consecutive
facts for such a work as the present. It may be outlined in a few words, though by no means
the least important portion of this chapter, which the study and inclination of the reader will
enable him to fill up.

It is believed that changes of an essential nature were in operation during the years
immediately preceding what I shall venture to term the consolidation of the Grand Lodge of
England, or, in other words, the publication of the first “ Book of Constitutions” (1723). The
circumstances which conduced to these changes are at once complicated and obscure, and as
they have not yet been studied in connection with each other, I shall presently examine them
at some length. :

That the Masonry which flourished under the sanction of the Grand Lodge of England in
1723, differed in some respects from that known at Warrington in 1646, may be readily
admitted, but the more serious point, as to whether the changes made were of form only, and
not of substance, is not so easily disposed of. In the first place, the time at which any change
occurred, is not only uncertain, but by its nature will never admit of complete precision.

« Criticism,” as it has been happily observed, “ may do somewhat towards the rectification
of historical difficulties, but let her refrain from promising more than she can perform. A
spurious instrument may be detected; if two dates are absolutely incongruous, you may
accept that which reason shows you to be most probable. Amongst irreconcilable statements
you may elect those most coherent with the series which you have formed. Buf an approzi-

1 From an address delivered by the then Crown Princo of Prussia, in the double capacity of Deputy-Protector of
the Three Prussian Grand Lodges, and M. I. Master of the Order of the Countries of Germany (Grand) Lodge, on June
24, 1870 (cited by Dr E. E. Wendt, in a lecture printed in the History of 8t Mary’s Lodge No. 63, 1883, pp. 90-92).

2 Chap. XV., pp. 244, 246. :

3 Ashmole, 1682 ; Plot and Aubrey, 1686 ; Randle Holme, 1688 ; and Aubrey, 1691. Anle, pp. 6, 143, 163, 180.
For the dates dependent on the testimony of John Aubrey, see, however, pp. 5, 161.

4 A.D. 1688. Ante, pp. 180, 181.

VOL. IL 2K

L)




258 EARLY BRITISH FREEMASONRY—1688-1723.

mation to truth, except so far as concerns single and insulated facts, 18 the utmost we can
obtain. We have absolute certainty that the battle of Trafalgar was fought, but there is
80 much variety in the accounts of the Logs, that we cannot ascertain with precision the
hour when the battle commenced, nor the exact position or distance of the fleet from the
shore,”?

In the same way we have reasonable certainty that an alteration in the method of com-
municating the Masonic secrets took place in the eighteenth century, but there is no evidence
that will enable us to fix the date of the alteration itself. “ An approximation to the truth is
the utmost we can obtain,” and in order that our inquiry may have this result, some points
occur to me, which in my judgment we shall do well to carefully bear in mind during the
progress of our research, as upon their right determination at its close, the accuracy of our
final conclusions with regard to many vexed questions in Masonic history, can alone be
ensured.

In the first place, let us ask ourselves—were the Masonic systems prevailing in England
and Scotland respectively, before the era of Grand Lodges, identical ?

They either were, or were not, and far more than would at first sight appear is involved
in the reply to which we are led by the evidence.

If they were, the general character of our early British Freemasonry, would be sufficiently
disclosed by the Masonic records of the Northern Kingdom. A difficulty, however, presents
itself at the outset, and it is—the minutes of all Scottish Lodges of the seventeenth century,
which are extant, show the essentially operative character of these bodies—whilst the scanty
evidence that has come down to us—minutes there are none—of the existence of English
Lodges at the same period, prove the latter to have been as essentially speculative? I am not
here forgetting either the Haughfoot records in the one case, or those of Alnwick in the
other, which might be cited as invalidating these two propositions, but it will be seen that I
limit the application of my remarks to the sevenfeenth century. Not that I undervalue the
importance of either of the sets of documents last referred to, but their dates are material, and
in both instances the minutes might tend to mislead us, since if the customs of the Scottish
and English masons were dissimilar, the old Lodge at Haughfoot and Galashiels may possibly
afford the only example there is, before Desaguliers’ time, of the method of working in the
south of Britain, having crossed the Border; whilst the very name of the Alnwick Lodge
arouses a suspicion of its Scottish derivation.

Leaving undecided for the present the question, whether the two systems were in
substance the same, or whether England borrowed her's from Scotland, and repaid the
obligation (with interest) at the Revival, let us see what alternative suppositions we can find.

If the Freemasonry of England was sus generis, are we to conclude, that like the civilisa-
tion of Egypt, it culminated before the dawn of its recorded history ? Or, instead of a gradual
process of deterioration, is there ground for supposing that there was a progressive improve-
ment, of which we see the great result, in the movement of 1717 ?

By some persons the speculative character of the Warrington Lodge, so far back as 1646,

1 Palgrave, History of Normandy and England, vol. i., pp. 116, 117. The same writer remarks : ‘* We can do no
more than we are enabled ; the crooked cannot be made straight, nor the wanting numbered. The preservation or
destruction of historical materials is as providential as the gunidance of events” (Ibid., p. 121).

% I.e., In the one oase the lodges existed for trade purposes, and in the other not.
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may be held to point to an antecedent system, or body of knowledge, of which the extent
of time is, without further evidence, simply incalculable, whilst others, without inquiry of
any kind, will shelter themselves under the authority of great names, and adopt a conclusion,
in which our later historians are practically unanimous, that Freemasonry, as it emerged from
the crucible in 1723, was the product of many evolutionary changes, consummated for the
most part in the six years during which the craft had been ruled by a central authority.

It will be seen, that in tracing the historical development of Freemasonry, from the point of
view of those who see in the early Scottish system something very distinct from our own, we
must derive what light we can from the meagre allusions to English lodges that can be pro-
duced in evidence, aided by the dim and flickering torch which is supplied by tradition.

It may be freely confessed, that in our present state of knowledge, much of the early history
of the Society must remain under a veil of obscurity, and whilst there is no portion of our
annals which possesses greater interest for the student than that intervening between the
latter end of the seventeenth century and the year 1723—the date of the earliest entries in the
existing minutes of Grand Lodge, and of the first “ Book of Constitutions "—it must be as frankly
admitted, that the evidence forthcoming, upon which alone any determinate conclusion can be
based, is of too vague and uncertain a character to afford a sure foot-hold to the historical inquirer.

By keeping steadily in view, however, the main point on which our attention should be
directed, many of the difficulties that confront us may be overcome, and without giving too
loose a rein to the imagination, some speculations may be safely hazarded, with regard to the
period of transition, connecting the old Society with the new, which will be at least
consistent with the evidence, and may be allowed to stand as a possible solution of a very
complicated problem, until greater diligence and higher ability shall finally resolve it.

An antiquary of the last century has observed: “ In Subjects of such distant ages, where
History will so often withdraw her taper, Conjecture may sometimes strike a new light, and
the truths of Antiquity be more effectually pursued, than where people will not venture to
guess at all. One Conjecture may move the Veil, another partly remove it, and & third happier
still, borrowing light and strength from what went before, may wholly disclose what we want
to know.”?

Now, I must carefully guard myself from being understood to go the length of laying down,
that wherever there is a deficiency of evidence, we must fall back upon conjecture. Such a
contention would utterly conflict with all the principles of criticism which, both in this and
earlier chapters, I have sought to uphold.

But an historical epoch will never admit of that chronological exactitude familiar to anti-
quaries and genealogists, and the chief objection, therefore, to a generalisation respecting the
changes introduced during the period of transition will be, not so much that it wants certainty,
as that it lacks precision. For example, there is a great deal of evidence, direct, collateral,
and presumptive, to support the belief that but a single form of reception was in vogue in the
seventeenth century, and there are no known facts which are inconsistent with it. In 1723,
as accredited writings prove, the ceremonies at the admission of Fellow Crafts and Apprentices
were distinct from one another. Here is the old story of the Battle of Trafalgar and the con-
fusion in the Logs?® over again. We are certain that alterations took place, but the dates

1'W. Borlase, Antiquities of Cornwall, 1764. Prefuce, p. vii. 2 Ante, p. 268.
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cannot be established with precision and exactitude. We can point out the year in which a
classification of the Society was published by order of the Grand Lodge ; but who can point
out the year in which the idea of that classification was first broached ?

Upon the grounds stated, it will be allowable to speculate somewhat freely upon the
possible causes—leading to results, which are patent to our senses.

The remaining evidence, that will bring us up to the year 1717, or to the close of what
is sometimes described as Ancient Masonry, is, as already stated, of a very fragmentary
character. Taking up the thread of our narrative from 1688, we find that Dr Anderson
speaks of a London Lodge having met, at the instance of Sir Robert Clayton, in 1693, and on
the authority of *“some brothers, living in 1730,” he names the localities in which six other
metropolitan lodges held their assemblies! a statement furnishing, at least so far as I am
aware, the only historical data in support of the assertion in “ Multa Paucis,” that the
formation of the Grand Lodge of England was due to the combined efforts of siz private
lodges.? Meetings of provincial lodges, in 1693 and 1705 respectively, are commemorated by
memoranda on two of the “Old Charges,” Nos. 25 and 282 buf the significance of these
entries will more fitly claim our attention a little later, in connection with the subject of
Masonry in York.

The records of the Alnwick Lodge come next before us* and are of especial value in our
examination, as they constitute the only evidence of the actual proceedings of an English
lodge essentially, if not, indeed, exclusively operative, during the entire portion of our early
history which precedes the era of Grand Lodges. That is to say, without these records,
whatever we might infer, it would be impossible to prove, from other extant documents, or
contemporary evidence of any sort or kind, that in a single lodge the operative predominated
over the speculative element. The rules of the Lodge are dated September 29, 1701, and the
earliest minute October 3, 1703. It would overtask my space were I here to give a full
summary of these records, which, however, will be found in the appendix, so I shall merely
notice their leading features, and restrict myself to such as appear to be of importance in
this inquiry.

It should be stated, that the question of degrees receives no additional light from these
minutes, indeed, if the Alnwick documents stood alone, as the sole repreeentktive of the class
of evidence we have been hitherto considering, there would be nothing whatever from which
we might ever plausibly infer, that anything beyond trade secrets were possessed by the
members. To some extent, however, a side-light is thrown upon these records by some later
documents of a kindred character, and the minutes of the Lodge of Industry, Gateshead,
which date from 1725, ten years prior to its acceptance of a warrant from the Grand Lodge of
England, supply much valuable information relative to the customs of early operative lodges,
which, even if it does not give us a clearer picture of the Masonry of 1701, is considered by

1 Chap. X1V., pp. 178, 179 ; Constitutions, 1738, p. 106 ; 1756 and 1767, p. 176 ; and 1784, p. 183.

2 Chap. XII., p. 37, note 1. See also * The Four Old Lodges,” p. 28 ; and Woodford, A Point of Masonic History
(Masonic Magazine, vol. i., p. 255).

3 Chap. I1., pp. 68, 70.

4 An abstract of these was given by Hughan in the Freemason, January 21, 1871, which was reprinted in the
Masonic Magazine, February 1874, and I have also before me the valuable MS. notes made from the original documents
by Mr F. Hockley, to whom I here offer my best thanks. Cf. ante, Chaps. |1., p. 69, and XIV,, p. 156,
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some excellent authorities, to hold up a mirror in which is reflected the usages of a period
antedating, by at least several years, the occasion of their being committed to writing.

Although the circumstance of no less than three Cheshire lodges having been “ constituted *
—i.c., warranted—by the Grand Lodge in 1724, the first year in which charters, or as they were
then termed, “ deputations,” were granted to other than London lodges, may be held to prove
that the old system, so to speak, overlapped the new, and to justify the conclusion, that the
Masonry of Randle Holme's time survived the epoch of transition—this evidence is unfortu-
nately too meagre, to do more than satisfy the mind of the strong probability, to put it no
higher, that such was really the case. All three lodges died out before 1756, and their
records perished with them. But here the minutes of Grand Lodge come to our assistance,
and as will be seen in the next chapter, a petitioner for relief in 1732 claimed to have been
made a Mason by the Duke of Richmond at Chichester in 1696.

The Lodge of Industry affords an example of an operative lodge—with extant minutes—
which, although originally independent of the Grand Lodge, ultimately became merged in the
establishment.!

The original home of this lodge was at the village of Swalwell, in the county of Durham,
about four miles from Gateshead; and a tradition exists, for it i3 nothing more, that it was
founded by operative masons brought from the south by Sir Ambrose Crowley, when he
established his celebrated foundry at Winlaton about A.p. 1690. Its records date from 1725,
and on June 24, 17352 the lodge accepted a “deputation” from the Grand Lodge. The
meetings continued to be held at Swalwell until 1844, and from 1845 till the present time
have taken place at Gateshead. In the records there appear “ Orders of Antiquity, Apprentice
Orders, General Orders, and Penal Orders,” all written in the old Minute Book by the same
clear hand, circa 1730. These I shall shortly have occasion to cite, but in the first instance
it becomes necessary to resume our examination of the Alnwick documents.

The records of the Alnwick Lodge comprise a good copy of the “ Masons’ Constitutions” or
“Old Charges,”® certain rules of the lodge, emacted in 1701, and the ordinary minutes,
which terminate June 24, 1757, though the lodge was still in existence, and preserved its
operative character until at least the year 1763.¢ The rules or regulations are headed :—

1 Authorities consulted—By-Laws of the Lodge of Industry, No. 48, 1870 ; Abstract of the Minutes of the Lodge
by the Rev. A. F. A. Woodford (Masonic Magasine, vol. iii., 1875-76, pp. 72, 82, 125, 848) ; and Letters of Mr Robert
‘Whitfield (Freemason, October 26 and December 11, 1880).

% Although no previous lodge was cAartered in or near Newcastle, the following extracts show that there were
soveral independent or non-warranted lodges in the neighbourhood about this period. ‘¢ Newcastle-on-Tyne,
May 20.—On Wednesday last was held at Mr Bartholomew Pratt'sin the Flesh-Market, a Lodge of the Honourable
Society of Free and Accepted Masons, at which abundance of Gentlemen assisted, wearing white Leathern Aprons and
Gloves. N.B.—Never such an Appearance of Ladies and Gentlemen were ever seen together at this place ” (Weekly
Journal, No. 272, June 6, 1780). [Newcastle] * December 28, 1784.—Yesterday, being St John's Day, was held the

~  wsual anniversary of the Most Honourable and Ancient Fraternity of Free and Accepted Masons, at Widow Grey's, on

the Quay, where there was the greatest appearance that has been known on that occasion, the Society consisting of the
principal inhabitants of the town and country. In the evening they unanimously nominated Dr Askew their Master,

Mr Thoresby their Deputy Master, Mr Blenkinsop and Mr Skal their Wardens for the ensuing year ” (S8t James
Evening Post).

3 Chap. IL, p. 69.
¢ Rules and Orders of the Lodge of Free Masons in the Town of Alnwick, Newcastle, Printed by T. Slack, 1763.
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“ORDEBS TO BE OBSERVED BY THE COMPAYY AND FELLOWSHIP oF FREEMASONS ATT A LODGE
HELD AT ALNWICK, SEPTR 29, 1701, BEING THE GEx“* Heap MrETING DaY.

£ <
“ 1st.—First it is ordered by the said Fellowship thatt there shall be yearly Two *

Wardens chosen upon the said Twenty-ninth of Septr., being the Feast of St Michaell

the Archangell, which Wardens shall be elected and appoynted by the most consent

of the Fellowship.?
“ 2nd.—Item, Thatt the said Wardens receive, commence, and sue all such

penaltyes and fforfeitures and fines as shall in any wise be amongst the said Fellow-

ship, and shall render and yield up a just account att the year's end of all such

fines and forfeitures as shall come to their hands, or oftener if need require, or if

the Master or Fellows list to call for them, for every such offence to pay?* . . 06 8
“3rd.—Item, That noe mason shall take any worke by task or by Day, other

then the King's work, butt thatt att the least he shall make Three or Four of his

Fellows acquainted therewith, for to take his part, paying for every such offence . 3 6 832
“4th.—Item, Thatt noe mason shall take any work thatt any of his Fellows is -

in hand with all—to pay for every such offence the sume off'¢ . . 2 6 8t
“ 6th.—Item, Thatt noe mason shall take any Apprentice [but he must] enwr

him and give him his charge within one whole year after. Nott soe domg, the

master shall pay for every such offence . .
“ 6th.—1Item, Thatt every master for entering hls apprenhces shall pay® .00
“ 7th.—Item, Thatt every mason when he is warned by the Wardens or other

of the Company, and shall nott come to the place appoynted, except he have a

reasonable cause to shew the Master and Wardens to the contrary ; nott soe doing

shall pay? . .
“ 8th.—Item, Thatt noe Mason shall shon [shun] his Fellow or give h1m the lye,

or any ways contend with him or give him any other name in the place of meeting

(=)
(=]
[ 3 5

1 ¢¢That there shall on St John Baptist’s day, June 24th, yearly by the Majority of Votes in the assembly be chosen
a Master and Warden for the year ensuing, and a Deputy to act in [the] Master's absence as Master " (Swalwell Lodge,
General Orders, No. 1). *“That the Chief Meeting Day be June 24th each year, the 20th of September, the 27th of
December, and the 25th of March, Quarterly meeting days” (/bid., No. 2). See the rules of the Gateshead Corpors-
tion, ante, p. 161.

3 ¢« That the MASTER shall receive all fines, Penaltys, and moneys collected amongst the ffellowship; And keep
the moneys in the public fund-Box of the Company. AxD from time to time render a just account of the State thereof
when required on penalty of £01—00—00." (Ibid., Penal Orders, No. 8).

3 The Hockley MS. has, query £1, 6a. 8d.

¢ The * Old Charges " are very precise in forbidding one mason ¢ to supplant another of his work.” See the Buchanan
MS. (15), Chap. 1L, p. 99; also the Orders of Antiquity (8th) and the Penal Orders (20th) of the Swalwell Lodge
(Masonic Magaxine, vol. iii., 1875-76, pp. 82, 85).

8 Mr Hockley writes, query £1, 6s. 8d., which is the amount deciphered by Hughan.

¢ ¢ When any Mason shall take an APPRENTICE, he shall enter him in the Compeny's Records within 40 days, and
pay 64 for Registering on Penalty of 00—03—04 " (Swalwell Lodge, Penal Orders, No. 4).

7 % Whatever Mason when warned by a Sumnmons from Master & Wanlen [the last two words erasnd] shall mot
thereom attend at the place and time apointed, or within an hour after, without a reasonable Cause hindering, Sntnh-tm
to the fiellowship ; he shall pay for his Disobedience the sam of 00—00—06, whether on a Quarterly Meeting or any

other eccasion ~ (Jiid., Ne. 1)
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then Brother or Fellow, or hold any disobedient argument, against any of the

Company reproachfully, for every such offence shall pay?! . 0 0 6
“ 9th.—Item, There shall noe apprentice after he have served seaven years

be admitted or accepted but upon the Feast of St Michael the Archangell, paying to

the Master and Wardens?® . 0 6 8
“10th.—Item, If any Mason, elther in the place of meetmg or att work among

his Fellows, swear or take God’s name in vain, thatt he or they soe oﬂ'endmg shall

pay for every time?3 . . . . [0
“11th.—Item, Thatt if any Fellow or Fellows shall att any t.lme or times

discover his master’s secretts, or his owne, be it nott onely spoken in the Lodge or

without, or the secreets or councell of his Fellows, thatt may extend to the Damage

of any of his Fellows, or to any of their good names, whereby the Science may be

ill spoken of, ffor every such offence shall pay® . 1 6 8
% 12th.—Item, Thatt noe Fellow or Fellows within t]ns I.odge shall att any

time or times call or hold Assemblys to make any mason or masons free: Nott

acquainting the Master ® or Wardens therewith, For every time so oﬂ‘endmg shall

pay’. . 3 6 8
“ 13th—Item Thatt noe rough Iayers or any othera thatt has nott served thelr

time, or [been] admitted masons, shall work within the Lodge any work of masonry

whatsoever (except under a Master), for every such offence shall pay® . . 313 4
14th.—Item, That all Fellows being younger shall give his Elder fellows the

honor due to their degree and standing. Alsoe thatt the Master,” Wardens, and

all the Fellows of this Lodge doe promise severally and respectively to performe

all and every the orders above named, and to stand bye each other (but more

particularly to the Wardens and their successors) ° in sueing for all and every the

forfeitures of our said Brethren, contrary to any of the said orders, demand thereof

being first made.”

(<}

ap

1 ¢ That no Mason shall huff his ffelow, gine him the lie, swear or take God's name in vain within the accustomed
place of meeting, on pain of 00—01—00, on the yearly or Quarterly meeting days " (Swalwell Lodge, Penal Orders, No. 2).

3 ¢ That no apprentice when having served 7 years, be admitted or accepted into the ffellowship, but either on the
chief meeting day, or on a Quarterly meeting day " (I%id., General Orders, No. 8).

3 See note above to the eighth order of the Alnwick Lodge.

4 A blank here, according to Mr Hockley.

5 ¢ If any be found not faithfully to keep and maintain the 8 firaternal signs, and all points of ffelowship, and
principal matters relating to the secret craft, each offence, penalty 10—10—00" (Swalwell Lodge, Penal Orders, No. 8).

¢ Masters (Hockley MS.).

7 «That no master or flelow take any allowance or flee of any, for their being made a Mason without ye knowledge
and consent of Seaven of the Society at least” (Swalwell Lodge, Orders of Antiquity, No. 10). Cf. Buchanan MS. (15),
Special Charges, § 5; Schaw Statutes No. 1, § 18; Rules of the Gateshead ‘' ffelowshipp;” and Plot's Account of the
Freemasons, ante, Chaps. IL., p. 99; VIIL, p. 886 ; XIV., pp. 151, 164.

8 See Chaps. II., p. 100 (Buchanan MS., §16) ; and VIIL, pp. 386, 390 (Schaw Statutes, No. 1, § 15, and No. 2, §12).

9 Masters (Hockley MS.).

10 The absence of any allusion to the Master, in view of the observations that follow in the text, should be carefully
noted.

1t ¢ That you reverence your elders according to their degree, and especially those of the Mason's Craft " (Swalwell
Lodge, Apprentice Orders, No. 3); and see further, Chaps. IL., pp. 98, 99 ; and VIII., p. 385.
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The regulations of the Alnwick Lodge, though duly enacting the manner in which the annual
election of Wardens shall be conducted, make no provision, as will be seen, for that of Master;
nor among the signatures attached to the code, although those of two members have the
descriptive title of “ Warden” affixed, is there one which we might deem more likely than
another to be the autograph of the actual head of the fraternity. This is the more remark-
able, from the fact that in several places Zhe Master is referred to;! and although we learn
from the minute-book that James Mills (or Milles) was “ chosen and elected Master ” in 1704
—there being but a single entry of earlier date (October 3, 1703), from this period till
the records come to an end—both Master and Wardens were annually elected. Some alteration
in the procedure, however slight, must have occurred, as instead of the election taking place
on the “ Feast of St Michaell,” from 1704 onwards, the principal officers were invariably chosen
on December 27, the Feast of St John the Evangelist. The latter evidently became the
“general head-meeting day” from at least 1704, and the words “made Free Decr. 27th,”
which are of frequent occurrence, show that the apprentices who had served their time in
accordance with the ninth regulation, were no longer “admitted or accepted” on the date
therein prescribed.

The fifth and sixth regulations, which relate to the “ entering ” of apprentices, are worthy
of our most careful attention, since they not only cast some rays of light upon our immediate
subject—the customs of those early English Lodges which were in existence before the second
decade of the eighteenth ccntury—but also tend to illuminate some obscure passages in the
Masonic records of the sister kingdom, upon which many erroneous statements have been
founded.? .

We have seen that a mason who took an apprentice was required to enter him and give
him his charge within a year, and in estimating the meaning of these words it will be essential
to recollect that a copy of the “ Old Charges” formed part of the records of the lodge® This
was doubtless read to the apprentice at his entry, and may be easily referred to;* but the
actual procedure in cases of admission into the lodge, is so vividly presented to us by a
passage in the Swalwell records, that I shall venture to transcribe it.

“ Forasmuch as you are contracted and Bound to one of our Brethren: We are here as-
sembled together with one Accord, to declare unto you the Laudable Dutys appertaining unto
those yt are Apprentices, to those who are of the Lodge of Masonry, which if you take good
heed unto and keep, will find the same worthy your regard for a Worthy Science : ffor at the
building of the Tower of Babylon and Citys of the East, King Nimrod the Son of Cush, the
Son of Ham, the Son of Noah, &c., gave Charges and Orders to Masons, as also did Abraham
in Egypt. King David and his Son King SOLOMAN at the building of the Temple of
Jerusalem, and many more Kings and Princes of worthy memory from time to time, and did
not only promote the ffame of the 7 Liberal Sciences but fformed Lodges, and give and granted
their Commissions and Charters to those of or belonging to the Sciences of Masonry, to keep

1882,7, 9,12, 14.

2 E.g., that apprentices were not members of the lodge, and that they possessed but a fragmentary knowledge of the
Masonic secrets. The Scottish practice with regard to the entering of apprentices will be presently examined.

3 8¢e, however, Johnson’s Dictionary, s.v. Charge.

¢ Hughan, The Old Charges of British Freemasons, p. 69 ; and Masonic Magazine, vol. i., 1873-74, pp. 2568, 295.
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and hold their Assemblys, for correcting of flaults, or making Masons within their Dominions,
when and where they pleased.” !

The manuscript last quoted is of value in more ways than one, a3 whilst indicating with
greater precision than any other document of its class, that apprentices under indentures were
received into the lodge, and that a ceremony embodying at least the recital of our legendary
history took place, the extract given tends to enhance the authority of the Swalwell records,
as elucidatory of usages dating much farther back, by showing that the lodge was still essen-
tially an operative one, and, so far as this evidence extends, that its simple routine was as yet
uninfluenced by the speculative system into which it was subsequently absorbed.

Whether, indeed, the customs of the Swalwell Lodge received, at any period prior to its
acceptance of a warrant, some tinge or colouring from the essentially speculative usages which
are supposed to have sprung up during what I have already termed the epoch of transition—
1717-23—cannot be determined; but even leaving this point, a8 we are fain to do, undecided,
the eighth Penal Order of the Swalwell fraternity, which I have given in a note to regulation
eleven of the Alnwick Lodge, possesses a significance that we can hardly overrate.

Reading the latter by the light of the former, we might well conjecture, that though to
the Alnwick brethren degress, as we now have them, were unknown, still, with the essentials
out of which these degrees were compounded, they may have been familiar. This point, in
connection with the evidence of Dr Plot and Randle Holme, will again come before us, but it
will be convenient to state, that throughout the entire series of the Alnwick records there is
no entry, if we except the regulation under examination, from which, by the greatest latitude
of construction, it might be inferred that secrets of any kind were communicated to the brethren
of this lodge.

The silence of the Alnwick records with respect to degrees, which is continuous and un-
broken from 1701 to 1757, suggests, however, & line of argument, which, by confirming the
idea that the Swalwell Lodge preserved its operative customs intact until 1730 or later, may
have the effect of convincing some minds, that for an explanation of Alnwick regulation
No. 11, we shall rightly consult Penal Order No. 8 of the junior sodality, to which attention
has already been directed.

If, then, the silence of the Alnwick minutes with regard to “degrees ” is held to prove—
as it will be by most persons—that the independent character of the lodge was wholly un-
affected by the marvellous success of the speculative system; or, in other words, that the
Alnwick Lodge and the lodges under the Grand Lodge of England, existed side by side from
1717 to 1767—a period of forty years—without the operative giving way, even in part, to the
speculative usages—it follows, a fortiors, that we must admit, if we do no more, the strong
probability of the Swalwell customs having preserved their vitality unimpaired from the date
we first hear of them (1725) until at any rate the year 1730, which is about the period when
the Penal and other Orders, to which such frequent reference has been made, were committed

to writing.?

1 Swalwell Lodge, Apprentice Orders, No. 1 (Masonic Magazine, vol. iii., 1876-76, pp. 82, 88). These orders are
eight in number, and may be termed an abbreviated form of the ordinary prose ¢‘ Constitutions” or *‘ Old Charges.”
8ee ante, Chap. IL., p. 70 (80).

2 Ants, p. 261 ; and Chap. II. (80), p. 70.

YOL. II 2L
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The notes appended to the Alnwick regulations constitute a running commentary on the
text, and indicate the leading points on which, in my opinion, our attention should be fixed
while scrutinising these laws.

According to Hughan, sixty-nine signatures are attached to the code, but Mr Hockley’s
MS. only gives fifty-eight, forty-two of which were subscribed before December 27, 1709, four
on that date, and the remainder between 1710 and 1722. In several instances, marks, though
almost entirely of a monogrammatic character, are affixed. Many names occur in the list,
which, if not actually those of persons who have crossed the border, are certainly of Scottish
derivation, ¢g., there is a Boswell and a Pringell, whilst of the extensive family of the Ander-
sons there are no less than four representatives, two bearing the name of “John,” and the
younger of whom—*“ made free” July 17, 1713—is probably the same Jobn Anderson
who was Master of the Lodge in 1749, and a member so late as 1753. The protracted mem-
bership of certain of the subscribers is a noteworthy circumstance, from which may be drawn
the same inference as in the parallel case of the brethren who founded the Grand Lodge of
England, some of whom we know to have been active members of that organisation many
years subsequently, viz, that no evolutionary changes of a violent character can be supposed
to have taken place, since it is improbable—not to say impossible—that either the Alnwick
Masons of 1701, or the London brethren of 1717, would have looked calmly on, had the forms
and ceremonies to which they were accustomed been as suddenly metamorphosed, as it has
become, in some degree, the fashion to believe.!

Four members of the Alnwick Lodge, Thomas Davidson,! William Balmbrough, Robert
Hudson, and Patrick Milles >—the last named having been “made free” December 27, 1706,
the others earlier—are named in its later records. Hudson was a warden in 1749, and the
remaining three, or brethren of the same names, were present at the lodge on St John's Day,
1753.

The minutes of the Alnwick and of the Swalwell Lodges exhibit a general uniformity.
The entries in both, record for the most part the “ Inrollments of Apprentices,” together with
the imposition of fines, and the resolutions passed from time to time for the assistance of
indigent brethren.

The head or chief meeting day, in the case of the Alnwick brethren, the festival of St
John the Evangelist, and in that of the Swalwell fraternity, the corresponding feast of St John
the Baptist, was commemorated with much solemnity. Thus, under date of January 20, 1708,
we find: “At a true and perfect Lodge kept at Alnwick, at the house of Mr Thomas Davidson,
one of the Wardens of the same Lodge, it was ordered that for the future noe member of the
said lodge, Master, Wardens, or Fellows, should appear at any lodge to be kept on St John's
day in (church*), without his apron and common Square fixed in the belt thereof;* upon pain

1 The names of members of the Swalwell lodge, especially in the earlier portion of its history, are very sparingly.
given, in the excerpts to which alone I have had access, but there is at least a sufficiency of evidence, to warrant the
conclusion, that the essentially operative character of the lodge remained unchanged for many years gfter 1735, the date
of its coming under the rule of Grand Lodge.

% Warden apparently from 1701 to 1709, and Master 1710.

3 Warden 1709-10, and agein (or a namesake) in 1752.

¢ Christinas, according to Hughan, but given as above, within parenthesis, by Mr Hockley.

8 ¢f. Chap. VIIL, p. 423.
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of forfeiting two shillings and 6 pence, each person offending, and that care be taken by. the
Master and Wardens for the time being, that a sermon be provided and preached that day at
the parish Church of Alnwick by some clergyman at their appointment ; when the Lodge shall
all appear with their aprons on and common Squares as aforesaid, and that the Master and
Wardens neglecting their duty in providing a clergyman to preach as aforesaid, shall forfeit
the sum of ten shillings.”

A minute of the Swalwell lodge, dated the year before it ceased to be an independent
Masonic body, reads: “Decr. 27, 1734—1It is agreed by the Master and Wardens, and the
rest of the Society, that if any brother shall appear in the Assembly! without gloves and
aprons at any time when summoned by [the] Master and Wardens, [he] shall for each offence
pay one shilling on demand.”

Between the years 1710 and 1748 the Alnwick records, if not wholly wanting, contain at
best very trivial entries. A few notes, however, may be usefully extracted from the later
minuntes, which, though relating to a period of time somewhat in advance of the particular
epoch we are considering, will fit in here better than at any later stage, and it must not escape
our recollection, that the Alnwick Lodge never surrendered its independence, and, moreover,
from first to last, was an operative rather than a speculative fraternity. Indeed, that it was
speculative at all, in the sense either of possessing members who were not operative masons, or
of discarding its ancient formulary for the ceremonial of Grand Lodge, is very problematical.
If it became 8o, the influx of speculative Fresmasons on the one hand, or its assimilation of
modern customs on the other hand, must alike have occurred at a comparatively late
period. |

The minutes of the lodge, towards the close of its existence, admit, it must be confessed, of
a varied interpretation, and in order that my readers may judge of this for themselves, I subjoin
the few entries which appear to me at all material in this inquiry :—

December 27, 1748.—Three persons subscribe their names as having been “made free
Brothers” of the lodge, and their signatures are carefully distinguished from those of the
Master, Wardens, and the twelve other members present, by the memorandum.—“ Bro®, te the
assistance of the said lodge.” .

By a resolution of the same date—December 27, 1748 —though entered on a separate
page—“ It was ordered, that a Meeting of the Society shall be held at the house of M* Thos.
‘Woodhouse, on Sat?. evening next, at 6 o’clock [for the propose of making] proper Orders and
Rules for the better regulating the free masonry.”

Among a variety of resolutions, passed December 31, 1748, are the following :—

“It is ordered that all apprentices that shall offer to be admitted into the s? lodge after
serving due apprenticeship, shall pay for such admittance—10s.”

“Also that all other persons and strangers not serving a due apprenticeship, shall pay for
such admittance the sum of 17s. 6d.” 2

1 June 24. Bee General Orders of the Swalwell Lodge, Nos. 1 and 2 (Masonic Magazine, vol. iii., p. 88).

* “June 14, 1788.—It is agreed by the Society, that any brother of the lodge that hath an apprentice that serves
his time equally and lawfully as he ought to do, shall be made free for the sum of 8s. And for any working mason, not
of the lodge, the sum of 10a. And to any gentlemen or other that is not a working mason, [an amount fixed) according
to the majority of the company " (Records of the Swalwell Lodge).
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“Ordered that none shall be admitted into the said lodge under the age of 21 or
above 40.”1

“Algo, that in case any of the s members of the s?. Society shall fail in the world, it is
ordered that there shall be paid weekly out of the s%. Lodge, 4s.”%

The striking resemblance of these old regulations of the Alnwick and Swalwell fraternities,
to those of the Gateshead Incorporation,® will be apparent to the most casual reader.

Apprentices, in every case, were only admitted to full membership at the expiration of
seven years from the dates of their indentures. Whether, indeed, any process analogous to that
of “entering” prevailed in the Incorporation, cannot be positively affirmed, but it is almost
certain that it did, though the term “entered apprentice” does not occur, at least so far as I
am aware, in any English book or manuscript, Masonic or otherwise, of earlier date than 1723.
From the fifth of the Alnwick “Orders” we can gather with sufficient clearness what an
“Entered Apprentice” must have been, but the particular expression first appears in 1723, in
the actual minutes of any English lodge, of which I have seen either the originals or copies.

The earliest entry in the minute book of Swalwell Lodge runs as follows:—

“ September 29, 1726.—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 next quarterly meeting, paying one shilling for entrance, and 7s. 6d. when they take
their freedom.” ¢

As the question will arise, whether the terms Master Mason, Fellow Craft, and Entered
Apprentice—all well known in Scotland, in the seventeenth century—were introduced into
England, and popularised by the author of the first book of Constitutions (1723); the earliest
allusion to any grade of the Masonic hierarchy, which is met with in the records of an English
lodge—one, moreover, working by inherent right, and independently of the Grand Lodge—may
well claim our patient examination.

It may be urged that the entry of 1725 comes two years later than Dr Anderson’s “ Constitu-
tions,” where all the titles are repeatedly mentioned, and the lowest of all, “ Entered Prentice,”
acquires a prestige from the song at the end of the book, “to be sung when all grave business
is over,”® which may have greatly aided in bringing the term within the popular com-
prehension. @

Yet to this may be replied, that the Swalwell minutes, not only during the ten years of
independency—1725-35—but for a generation or two after the lodge had accepted a charter
from the Grand Lodge, teem with resolutions of an exclusively operative character, for
example :—* 25th March 1754.—That B®™. W=, Burton having taken John Cloy’d as an
apprentice for 7 years, made his apperance and had the apprentice charge read over, and pd.
for registering, 6d.” 7

1 A simular regulation was enacted by the Swalwell Lodge circa 1754, and was not an unusual one in the regular
.lodgu, e.g. —* Feb 5, 1740, a debate arising concerning the entrance of Br® Peek the ensuing lodge night. But he
confessing himself to be above 40 years of age, and he was rejected " (Minutes of No. 168, afterwards the ** Vacation
Lodge,” and numbered 76 at the Union, now extinct).

1 8ee the *‘ Fund Laws"” of the Swalwell Lodge (Masonic Magazine, vol. iii., p. 126).

3 Chap. XIV., p. 151. - ¢ Masonic Magazine, vol. iii., p. 74.

8 ¢The Enter'd Prentice’s Song, by our late Brother Mr Matthew Birkhead, deceased " (Constitutions, 1723).

¢ As will presently appear, *‘ Apprentices ” are not alluded to in the York minutes of 1712-25.

7 Masonic Magazine, vol. iii., p. 74.
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Here, at a period nearly forty years after the formation of a Grand Lodge, we find one of
the lodges under its sway, entering an apprentice in the time-honoured fashion handed
down by the oldest of our manuscript Constitutions.

The Swalwell records present other noteworthy features, to which attention will be here-
after directed. Yet, though they have but a slight connection with the immediate subject of
our inquiry, it would be unfair to pass them over without notice, as the entries relating to the
Orders of the “ Highrodiams” and the “ Damaskins,” which begin in 1746, and are peculiar to
this lodge, may be held by some to attest the presence of speculative novelties, that detract
from the weight which its later documentary evidence would otherwise possess as coming from
the archives of an operative sodality. A reference to these entries is therefore given below,!
whilst such readers as are content with the information contained in this history, may consult
a later chapter, where the curious allusions above cited, and some others, will be carefully
examined in connection with the origin of the Royal Arch degree.

Before leaving these old minutes, however, there is a singular law, which, as it throws some
light upon the doubtful point of how far females were permitted, in those early days, to take
part in the proceedings of lodges, I shall venture to transcribe :—

“No woman, if [she] comes to speak to her husband, or any other person, shall be
admitted tnto the room, but speak at the door, nor any woman be admitted to serve [those
within] w*® drink, etc.”*

The next evidence in point of time, a3 we pass from the operative records, which have
their commencement in 1701, is contained in the following reply from Governor Jonathan
Belcher to a congratulatory address, delivered September 25, 1741, by a deputation from the
“First Lodge in Boston.” :

“WorTHY BROTHERS: I take very kindly this mark of your respect. It is now thirty-
seven years since I was admitted into the Ancient aud Honourable Society of Free and
Accepted Masons, to whom I have been a faithful Brother & a well-wisher to the Art of
Freemasonry. I shall ever maintain a strict friendship for the whole Fraternity, & always
be glad when it may fall in my power to do them any Services.” 3

Governor Belcher was born in Boston in 1681, graduated at Harvard in 1699, and im-
mediately afterwards went abroad, and was absent six years* It was at this time that he was
presented to the Princess Sophia and her son, afterwards George II., and made a Mason, as his
language would imply, about the year 1704. His next visit to England occurred in 1729, and
in the following year he returned to America, on receiving the appointment of Governor of
Massachusetts and New Hampshire.

Although Governor Belcher does not name the place of his initiation, it is probable that it
took place in London, and the words he uses to describe his “admission ” into the Society, will

1 Masonic Magazine, vol. iii., pp. 78, 75, 76 ; Freemason, Oct. 80, Dec. 4, and Dec. 11, 1880.

? Swalwell Lodge—General Orders, No. 6. 8ee ante, Chap. II., pp. 68, 90, 91; IIL, p. 176; VL., p. 819; and
Lyon, History of the Lodge of Edinburgh, pp. 121, 122.

3 Proceedings, Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, 1871, p. 876; Ibid., 1882, p. 184 ; New England Freemason,
Boston, U.8.A., vol. i., 1874, p. 67.

¢ Grand Master Gardner (Massachusetts), Address upon Henry Price, 1872, p. 22.

§ ¢‘On Monday next, Jonathan Belcher, who is soon to depart in the ‘Susannah,’ Captain Cary, for his government
of New England, is to be entertained at dinner at Mercer's Hall, by the gentlemen trsding to that Colony” (Weekly
Journal or British Gazetteer, No. 248, Feb. 28, 1730).
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justify the inference, that on being made a Freemason, whatever Masonic Secrets then existed,
were communicated to him in their entirety, precisely as we may imagine was the case
when Ashmole became a member of the Warrington Lodge, and in the parallel instances
of the reception of gentlemen at York, to the records of which Masonic centre I shall next
turn.

The history of Freemasonry in York will, however, be only partially treated in the ensuing
pages. Its later records will form the subject of a distinct chapter, and I shall attempt no
more, at this stage, than to introduce such extracts from the early minutes, a8 in my judg-
ment are at all likely to elucidate the particular inquiry we are now pursuing.

At present I pass over the inferences to be drawn from the existence of so many copies of
the “Old Charges,” as found a home in the archives of the Grand Lodge of York. Their
cumulative value is great, and will be hereafter considered. The names also, which appear on
York MS. 4 (25), at once carry us back to the existence of a lodge in 1693. But where it was
held is a point upon which we can now only vainly speculate, without the possibility of arriving
at any definite conclusion.

Happily, there is undoubted evidence, coming from two distinct sources, which in each
case points to the vigorous vitality of York Masonry in 1705, and inferentially, to its continu-
ance from a more remote period. At that date, as we learn from a minute-book of the Old
Lodge at York, which unfortunately only commences in that year! “8ir George Tempest,
Barronet,” was the President, a position he again filled in 1706 and 1713. Among the
subsequent Presidents were the Lord Mayor of York, afterwards Lord Bingley (1707), the
following Baronets, Sir William Robinson (1708-10), Sir Walter Hawksworth (1711-12,
1720-23), and other persons of distinction.

The “Scarborough” MS. (28) 2 furnishes the remaining evidence, which attests the active
condition of Yorkshire Freemasonry in 1705. The endorsement in this roll may, without any
effort of the imagination, be regarded as bearing indirect testimony to the influence of the
Lodge or Society at York. This must have radiated to some extent at least, and an example
is afforded by the proceedings at Bradford in 1713. These, I shall presently cite, but the
position of York as a local and independent centre of the transitional Masonry, which inter-
posed between the reigns of the purely operative and the purely speculative Societies, will be
examined at greater length hereafter. We learn at all events, from the roll referred to (28),
that at a private lodge held at Scarborough “tn the County of York,” on the 10th of July 1705,
“before” William Thompson, President, and other Free Masons, six persons, whose names are
subscribed, were “admitted into the fraternity.” It is difficult to understand what is meant
by the term “ private lodge,” an expression which is frequently met with, as will be shortly
perceived, in the minutes of the York body itself. Possibly the explanation may be, that it
signified a special as distinguished from a regular meeting, or the words may imply that an
occasional and not a stated ® lodge was then held ?

Indeed the speculation might even be advanced, that the meeting was in effect a “move-

1 Now unfortunately miasing; but for an account of the vicissitudes both of good and bad fortune, through which
the York Records have passed, see Hughan, Masonic Sketches and Reprints, passim ; and Freemasonry in York, post.

% Chap. 1L, p. 70.

3 For the use of these expressions, see ante, pp. 10, 178, 179 ; The Four Old Lodges, pp. 27, 46; Book of Constitu-
tions, 1738, pp. 106, 107, 129, 137.
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able lodge,” convened by the York brethren. Such assemblies were frequently held in the
county, and on the occasion of the York Lodge, meeting at Bradford in 1713, no less than
eighteen gentlemen of the first families in that neighbourhood were made Masons. A further
supposition presents itself, and it is, that we have here an example of the custom of granting
written licences to enter Masons at a distance from the lodge, such as we find traces of in the
Kilwinning, the Dunblane, and the Haughfoot minutes.® If so, we may suppose that the
precedent set by the Lodge of Kilwinning in 1677, when the Masons from the Canongate of
Edinburgh applied to it for a roving commission or “travelling warrant,” was duly followed,
and that the Scarborough brethren were empowered to admit qualified persons “in name and
behalf” of the Lodge of York ?

The earliest of the York minutes—now extant—are contained in a roll of parchment?
endorsed “1712 to 1730,” and for the following extracts I am indebted to my friend and
collaborateur, William James Hughan.

“ March the 19th, 1712.—A¢t a private Lodge, held at the house of James Boreham, situate
in Stonegate, in the City of York, Mr Thomas Shipton, Mr Caleb Greenbury, Mr Jno. Norri-
son, Mr Jno. Russell, Jno. Whitehead, and Francis Norrison were all of them severally sworne
and admitted into the honourable Society and fraternity of Free-Masons.

Geo. Bowes, Esq., Dep.- President.

Jno. Wilcock also Thos. Shipton. Caleb Greenbury.

admitted at the Jno. Norrison. John Russell

same Lodge. Fran. Norrison. John Whitehead.
John Wilcock.”

“June the 24th, 1713.—A¢t a General Lodge on St John’s Day, at the house of James Bore-
ham, situate in Stonegate, in the City of York, Mr John Langwith was admitted and sworne
into the honourable Society and fraternity of Freemasons.

Sir Walter Hawksworth, Knt. and Bart., President.
Jdno. Langwith.”

“ August the 7th, 1713.—At a private Lodge held there at the house o. James Boreham,
situate in Stonegate, in the City of York, Robert Fairfax, Esq.,and Tobias Jenkings, Esq., were
admitted and sworne into the hon®* Society and fraternity of Freemasons, as also the Reverend
Mr Robert Barker was then admitted and sworne as before.

Geo. Bowes, Esq., Dep.- President.
Robert Fairfax. T. Jenkyns. Robt. Barber.”

“ December the 18th, 1713.—At & private Lodge held there at the house of Mr James
Boreham, in Stonegate, in the City of York, Mr Thos. Hardwick, Mr Godfrey Giles, and Mr Tho.
Challoner was admitted and sworne into the hono® Society and Company of Freemasons before
the Worshipfull S* Walter Hawksworth, Knt. and Barr*,, Presidens.  Tho. Hardwicke.

Godfrey (Ehﬂe&
Thomas “|_ Challoner.”
mark

1 Chap. VIIL ; and Lyon, History of the Lodge of Edinburgh, p. 100. 8 Chap. VIIL, p 410,

3 The entire contents of this roll were copied for Hughan, by the late Mr William Cowling of York.

4 It is quite patent that if there had been no other evidence of the earlier existence of the Lodge, this record indi-
cates that the meeting of March 19th, 1712, was not the first of its kind.
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“1714.—At a General Lodge held there on the 24th June at Mr James Boreham, situate
in Stonegate, in York, John Taylor, of Langton in the Woulds, was admitted and sworne into
the hono®® Society and Company of Freemasons in the City of York, before the Worshipfull
Charles Fairfax, Esq. John Taylor.”

“ At St John’s Lodge in Christmas, 1716.—At the house of Mr James Boreham, situate [in]
Stonegate, in York, being a General Lodge, held there by the honot* Society and Company of
¥ree Masons, in the City of York, John Turner, Esq., was sworne and admitted into the said

Honob* Society and Fraternity of Free Masons. . )
Charles Fairfax, Esq., Dep.-President.
John Turner.”

« At St John’s Lodge in Christmas, 1721.—At Mr Robert Chippendal’s, in the Shambles,
York, Rob* Fairfax, Esq., then Dep.-President, the said Rob* Chippendal was admitted and
sworne into the hon® Society of Free Masons. Rob. Fairfax, Esq., D.P.

Robt. Chippendal.”

“January the 10th, 1722-3.—At a private Lodge, held at the house of Mrs Hall, in Thurs-
day Market, in the City of York, the following persons were admitted and sworne into y°
honourable Society of Free Masons :—

Henry Legh. Richd. Marsh. Edward Paper.
At the same time the following persons were acknowledged as Brethren of this ancient Society:!—

Edmd. Winwood. G. Rhodes. Josh. Hebson. John Vauner. Francis Hildyard, jun®.”

“ February the 4th, 1722-3.—At a private Lodge, held at Mr Boreham’s, in Stonegate, York,
the following persons were admitted and sworne into the Ancient and Hon Society of Free
Masons :— John Lockwood. Mattv. Hall.

At the same time and place, the two persons whose names are underwritten were, upon their
examinations, received as Masons, and as such were accordingly introduced and admitted into
this Lodge.! Geo. Reynoldson. Barnaby Bawtry.”

“November 4th, 1723.—At a private Lodge, held at Mr Wm. Stephenson’s, in Petergate,
York, the following persons were admitted and sworne into the Antient Society of Free
Masons :— John Taylor. Jno. Colling.”

“Feb. bth, 1723-4.—At a private Lodge at Mr James Boreham’s, in Stonegate, York, the
underwritten persons were admitted and sworn into the Antient Society of Free Masons :—
Wm. Tireman. Charles Pick. Will™ Musgrave. John Jenkinson. John Sudell.”

“June 15, 1724.—A¢t a private Lodge, held in Davy Hall, in the City of York, the under-
written persons were admitted and sworn into the Antient Society of Free Masons:—
Daniel Harvey. Ralph Grayme.”

“June 22, 1724.—At a private Lodge, held at Mr Geo. Gibson’s, in the City of York,
were admitted and sworn into the Society of Free Masons the persons underwritten, viz. :—
Robert Armorer. William Jackson. Geo. Gibson.”

1 Evidently these seven brethren—acknowledged and received as Masons on January 10 and February 4, 1728 —were
accepted either as Joining members, or as visitors, hailing from another Lodge or Lodges.
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“Dec. 28, 1724.—At a private Lodge, held at Mr Jno. Colling's, in Petergate, the following
persons were admitted and sworn into y® Society of Free Masons.
‘Wm. Wright. Ric. Denton. Jno. Marsden. Ste. Bulkley.” -

“July 21, 1725.—At a private Lodge at Mr Jno. Colling’s, in Petergate, York, the following
persons were admitted and sworn into the Society of Free and Accepted Masons.
Luke Lowther. Chas. Hutton.”

“ At an adjournment of a Lodge of Free Masons from Mr Jno. Colling, in Petergate, to Mr
Luke Lowther's, in Stonegate, the following Persons were admitted and sworn into the Society
of free [and] Accepted Masons—Ed. Bell, Esq., Master.

Chas. Bathurst. John Johnson. John Elsworth. Lewis Wood.”

« Augt. 10, 1725.—At a private Lodge, held this day at the Star Inn in Stonegate, the
underwritten Persons were admitted and sworne into the Antient Society of Free Masons, viz.:—
Jo. Bilton.
The Wors'. Mr Wm. Scourfield, M*,

Mr Marsden, -
Mr Reynoldson, } Wardena.

“ Augt. 12, 1725.—At a private Lodge, held at the Starr, in Stonegate, the underwritten
Person was sworn and admitted a member of the Antient Society of Free Masons, viz. :—
' John Wilmer.
The Worsp'. Philip Huddy, M*.

Mr Marsden, Wardens.”
Mr Reynoldson, } ens.

“Sept. 6, 1725.—At a private Lodge, beld at the Starr Inn, in Stonegate, the underwritten
Persons were sworn and admitted into [the] Antient Society of Free Masons.

William Pawson.
The Worsp’. Wm. Scourfield, M*. Edmond Aylward.
Jonathan Perritt, }Ward ens. . Jon. Pawson.
Mr Marsden, Francis Drake.!?
Malby Beckwith.”

« A new Lodge being call'd at the same time and Place, the following Person was admitted
and sworn into this' Antient and Hon®* Society.
The Worsp! Mr Scourfield, M". Henry Pawson.
Mr Jonathan Perritt, »
Mr Marsden, } Wardens.

“Qct. 6,1725.—At a private Lodge, held at Mr James Boreham’s, the underwritten Person[s]

was [were] admitted and sworn into the Antient Society of Free Masons.
Antho. Hall,

Philemon Marsh.”

1 Author of ‘‘ Eboracum ; or, History and Antiquities of the City and Cathedral Church of York, 1786.” As Junior
Grand Warden he delivered a speech at a meeting o: the Grand Lodge of York, Decembor 27, 1726, which will be

noticed hereaftgr.
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“Nov. 3, 1725.—At a private Lodge, held at Mr Hutton's, at the BL. Swan in Coney Street,
in York, the following Person was admitted and sworn into the Antient Society of Free
Masons. John Smith.”

“Dec. 1st, 1725.—At a private Lodge, held at Mr Geo. Gibson’s, in the City of York, the
following Persons were admitted and sworn into the Antient Society of Free Masons before

The Worsh! E. Bell, Esq., M".
Mr Etty, Will Sotheran. ~ John Iveson.  Jos. Lodge.”
Mr Perritt, } Werdens, &

“Dec. 8, 1725.—At a private Lodge at Mr Lowther’s, being the Starr, in Stonegate, the
following Persons were admitted and sworn into the Antient Society of Free Masons.

Christof. Coulton. Thos. Metcalfe. Francis Lowther. George Coates. William Day.”

“Dec. 24, 1725.—At a private Lodge, held at Mr Lowther’s, at y® Starr in Stonegate, the
following Persons were admitted and sworn into the Antient Society of Free-Masons.

Matt. St Quintin. Tim. Thompson. Fran®. Thompson. William Hendrick. Tho. Bean.”

“Dec. 27, 1725.—At a Lodge, held at Mr Philemon Marsh’s, in Petergate, the following
gentlemen were sworn and admitted into the Antient Society of Freemasons. Leo? Smith was

also sworn and admitted at the same time. Chas. Howard.
Richd. Thompson.”
“ The same day the undermentioned Person was received, admitted, and acknowledged as a
member of this Antient and Hon® Society. John Hann,
Isaac § Scott.”

Further extracts from these minutes will be given in their proper place. I have brought
down the evidence to 1725, because that year was as memorable in the York annals, as 1717
and 1736 were in those of the Grand Lodges of England and Scotland respectively. The
most important entries are, of course, those antedating the great event of 1717. None of
these require any very elaborate commentary, and I shall therefore allow them, for the most
part, to tell their own tale. “Sworne and admitted ” or “admitted and sworne” are correlative
terms, which, in the documents of the Company or the Guild, appear quite to belong to one
another. Thus, the 14th ordinance of the Associated Corvisors (Cordwainers) of Hereford,
A.D. 1569, runs :—

“The manner of the othe geven to any that shall be admytted to the felowshippe or com-
panye—you .. shall keepe secrete all the lawful councill of the saide felowshippe, and shall
observe all manner of rules and ordinances by the same felowshippe, made or hereafter to be
made .". .. soe helpe me God.”?

Also, we learn from the ordinances of the Guild of St Katherine, at Stamford, which date
from 1494, though, in the opinion of Mr Toulmin Smith, they are “the early translation of a
lost original,” * that on St Katherine’s Day, “ when the first euensong is doone, the Alderman
and his Bredern shall assemble in their Halle, and dryncke. And then shal be called forth all
thoo [those] that shal be admytted Bredern or Sustern off the Gilde.” A colloquy then ensued
between the Alderman and the newcomers, the latter being asked if they were willing to

17J. D. Devlin, Helps to Hereford History, in an Account of the Ancient Cordwainers’ Company of the City, 1848,
P2 9 English Gilds, p. 191.
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become “Bredern,” and whether they would desire and ask it, in the worship of Almighty
God, our blessed Lady Saint Mary, and of the holy virgin and martyr, St Katherine, the
founder of the Guild, “and in the way of Charyte”* To this “by their owne Wille,” they were
to answer yea or nay, after which the clerk, by the direction of the Alderman, administered to
them an oath of fealty to God, Saints Mary and Katherine, and the Guild. They then kissed
the book, were lovingly received by the brethren, drank a bout, and went home.?

The York minutes inform us that three Privats lodges were held in 1712 and the following
year, two (eneral lodges in 1713-14, and a S¢ Jokn's Lodge at Christmas, 1716. Confining
our attention to the entries which precede the year 1717, we find the proceedings of thres
meetings described as those of “the Honourable Society and Fraternity of Freemasons,” whilst
on two later occasions, Fraternity gives place to Company, and in the minutes of 1716, these
terms are evidently used as words of indifferent application.

Whether a “ Deputy President” was appointed by the President or elected by the members
as chairman of the meeting, in the absence of the latter official, there are no means of deter-
mining. In every instance, however, the Deputy President appears to have been a person of
gentle birth and an Esquire. It is worthy of note, that Charles Fairfax, who occupied the
chair, June 24, 1714, is styled “ Worshipful ” in the minutes.

Under the dates, July 21, August 10 and 12, September 6, and December 1, 1725, certain
brethren are named as “ Masters,” but which of the three was really the Master, is a point that
must be left undecided. The speculative character of the lodge is sufficiently apparent from
the minutes of its proceedings. This, indeed, constitutes one of the fwo leading characteristics
of the Freemasonry practised at York, a system frequently though erroneously termed the York
Rite—the other, being, if we form our conclusions from the documentary evidence before us,
the extreme simplicity of the lodge ceremonial.

Two allusions to the “Freemasons,” hetween the date at which the York records begin
(1705) and the year 1717, remain to be noticed. These occur in the Zatler, and in each case
were penned by Mr (afterwards Sir Richard) Steele, who has been aptly described by Mr
J. L. Lewis, in an article on the earlier of the two passages, as “one of the wits of Queen
Anne's time—a man about town, and a close observer of everything transpiring in London in
his day.”® The following are extracts from Steele’s Essays :—

June 9, 1709.—“But my Reason for troubling you at this present is, to put a stop, if it
may be, to an insinuating set of People, who sticking to the LETTER of your Treatise,* and not
to the spirit of it, do assume the Name of PRErTY ® Fellows; nay, and even get new Names, a§

1¢Amen! Amen! So mot hyt be!
8ay we s0 alle per Charyté.”
—Halliwell Poem. ¢f. Chap. XIV., p. 217.

3 §mith, English Gilds, pp. 188, 189. Bee further, sbid., pp. 316-319; Rev. J. Brand, History and Antiquities of
Newecsstle, 1789, vol ii., p. 846 ; Jupp, History of the Carpenters’ Company, 1848, p. 8; Dr T. Harwood, History and
Antiquities of Lichfield, 1806, p. 811; and Rev. C. Coates, History and Antiquities of Reading, 1802, p. 57.

9 A Fragment of History (Masonic Eclectic, vol. i., New York, 1865, pp. 144-146).

4 Referring to the ZT'atler, No. 24—June 4, 1709—also by Steele.

5 8ir Walter Scott in *‘ Waverley,” p. 75, makes the Highland robber, Donald Bean Lean, speak of * the recruits who
had recently joined Waverley’s troop from his Uncle’s estate, as ‘ pretty men,’ meaning (says Scott), not handsome, but
stout warlike fellows.” Also, at p. 326, note 30, he cites the following lines from an old ballad on the * Battle of the
Bridge of Dee : "—

¢The Highlandmen are pretty men | But yet they are but simple men
For handling sword and shield, To stand a stricken fiuld,”
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you very well hint. .-. .-. Tkey have their Sigris and Tokens like Free-Masons; they rail at
‘Womankind,” ete.! .

May 2, 1710.—[After some remarks on “the tasteless manner of life which a set of idle
fellows lead in this town,” the essay proceeds] “You may see them at first sight grow
acquainted by sympathy, insomuch that one who did not know the true cause of their sudden
Familiarities, would think, tkat they had some secret Intimation of each other like the Free-Masons.”

The “Fragment of History” from which I have already quoted, is too long for transcrip-
tion, but some of Mr Lewis’s observations on the passage in the Ta¢ler, No. 26—it does not appear
that he had seen the equally significant allusion in the Zatler, No. 166—are so finely expressed,
that I shall here introduce them. He says, “The Writer (Steele) is addressing a miscellane-
ous public, and is giving, in his usual lively style of description, mixed with good-humoured
satire, an account of a band of London dandies and loungers, whom he terms in the quaint
language of the day, Pretty Fellows. He describes their effeminacy and gossip, and to give his
readers the best idea that they were a closely-allied community, represents them as having
‘signs and tokens like the Free-Masons’ Of course he would employ in this, as in every
other of his essays, such language as would convey the clearest and simplest idea to the mind
of his readers. Is it conceivable, therefore, if Freemasonry was a novelty, that he would con-
tent himself with this simple reference ?”

The same commentator proceeds, “ Signs and tokens are spoken of in the same technical
language which is employed at the present time, and as being something peculiarly and
distinctively Masonic. What other society ever had its signs except Masons and their
modern imitators 3 In what other, even of modern societies, except the Masonic, is the
Grip termed ‘a token?’ Whether,” he continues, “Sir Richard Steele was a Mason, J do
not know but I do know that, in the extract I have given, he speaks of signs and tokens as
matters well known and well understood by the public in his day as belonging to a particular
class of men. It is left for the intelligent inquirer to ascertain how long and how widely such
a custom must have existed and extended, to render such a brief and pointed reference to
them intelligible to the public at large, or even to a mere London public. Again, they are spoken
of as Free-Masons, and not merely Masons, or artificers in stone, and brick, and mortar ; and this,
too, like the signs and tokens, is unaccompanied by a single word of explanation. If it meant
operative masons only, freemen of the Guild or Corporation, why should the compound word
be used, connected, a8 in the original, by & hyphen? Why not say Free-Carpenters or Free-
Smiths as well ?”

Mr Lewis then <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>