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FOREWORD 

To the Members 
No. 

of the “Lodge of Research” 
2429, Leicester. 

Freemasons’ Hall, 
Leicester. 

September, 1947. 

Brethren, 
The past session has been a memorable one for me, for not only have I 

had the honour of being Worshipful Master, but the distinction of being placed 
in the Chair by the Right Worshipful Provincial Grand Master for Leicester- 
shire and Rutland. His kindness to me on that occasion will be one of my 
happiest and most treasured memories. 

It has, however, been my misfortune to miss two Lodge Meetings— 
January and September. The climatic conditions were too bad to make the 
journey from Ashby to Leicester on the first occasion, and illness kept me 
away on the second. 

Here I must express my grateful thanks to W. Bro. G. W. Wilkes and to 
Rt. W. Bro. J. H. Corah for the services they rendered in my absence. 

The various papers read during the session have been well received and 
the interest shown by the Brethren keen and enthusiastic. It can be said 
with assurance that the high standards set in the past have been well maintained. 

May I take this opportunity of thanking my Officers for the services they 
so ably rendered and wish my successor a very happy year in the Chair. 

I conclude by sending Hearty Greetings and Fraternal Good Wishes to 
all our Brethren both at home and overseas. 

Yours fraternally, 

P. M. WEBSTER. 
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CORRESPONDENCE CIRCLE. 

The members of the Correspondence Circle shall be placed upon the follozoing 
footing, that is to say :— 

1. —They shall be entitled— 
(a) To have posted to them, as issued, the Summonses convoking the 

Meetings of the Lodge. 
(b) To be supplied, gratis, with the Annual Transactions of the Lodge. 
(c) To attend the Meetings of the Lodge. 
{d) To take part in discussions relating to any papers which may be read, 

or subject of general Masonic interest which may be introduced. 
(e) To read papers and introduce discussions on Masonic subjects by 

arrangement. 
{It is hoped that a copy of any paper read will be presented to the Lodge for 

preservation). 

They shall not, however, be entitled to vote, hold office, or take part in 
the management of the Lodge. 

The Members of the Lodge will, as a rule, be elected from the Corres- 
pondence Circle. 

The membership of the Lodge is limited in number. 

2. —A Candidate for Membership of the Correspondence Circle shall be subject 
to election by the Members of the Lodge by a show of hands. 

3. —The names of Candidates must be submitted to the Permanent Committee 
through the Secretary, at least fourteen days prior to the Meeting 
at which it is intended they should be proposed. 

4. —No entrance fee shall be required, and the Annual Subscription shall be 
10/-, payable in advance in the month of September. Any 
Member whose subscription is unpaid for the current year is not 
entitled to a copy of Lodge Transactions. 

5. —The Lodge reserves to itself the full power of excluding any Member from 
the Correspondence Circle whom it may deem unworthy of 
continued membership. 

Note.—All Master Masons, in good standing, whether Members of Lodges in 
this Province or elsewhere, are eligible for Membership of the 
Correspondence Circle. 
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OFFICERS, 1946-47. 

W. Bro. P. M. Webster (P.M. 779, P.P.S.G.D.) - W.M. 
R.W. Bro. J. H. Corah (Prov. G.M.)   I.P.M. 
W. Bro. S. F. Herbert (P.M. 3091, 4088, P.P.S.G.D.)   S.W. 
W. Bro. W. Tomlinson (P.M. 1330, P.P.Asst.G.Pst.)  J.W. 
W. Bro. W. J. Bunney (P.M. 523,2429, P.G.Std.Br. Eng.)  Chap. 
W. Bro. E. R. Carr (P.M. 3448, P.P.G.Reg.)   Treas. 
W. Bro. W. H. Riley (P.M. 3448,2429, P.P.J.G.W.)  Sec. 
W. Bro. F. Haines (P M. 1391, 2429, P.P.J.G.W.)  D.C, 
W. Bro. A. T. S. Smith (P.M. 3431, P.P.S.G.D.)   S.D. 
W. Bro. W. H. Wood (P.M. 442, P.P.G.Std.Br. Northants. and Hunts.) J.D. 
W. Bro. F. W. Heaton (P.M. 3078, P.P.A.G.D.C.) I.G. 
W. Bro. C. E. Haines (P.M. 2865, P.P.G. Org.)   Stewd. 
Bro. D. Choyce (M.E. 523, P.G. Tyler)  Tyler. 

Lodge Editors : 

C. H. Binns, M.A., M.B., B.Ch., (I 
8 Carisbrooke Avenue, Leicester. 

A. H. Bradley, M.B., B.S. (P.P.G. 
Uppingham Road, Leicester. 

* Deceased. 



OBJECTS. 

To provide a centre and bond of union for Masonic Students and Brethren 
of literary tastes. 

To provide and encourage an exemplary rendering of the Masonic Ritual 
and Ceremonies. 

To attract and interest Brethren by means of papers upon the History, 
Antiquities and Symbols of the Craft, in order to imbue them with a love for 
Masonic Research. 

And generally—to cultivate Masonic good-fellowship, and promote the 
Grand Principles upon which the Order is founded. 

DATES OF MEETINGS FOR 1947-48. 

September 22nd, 1947—Installation. 
November 24th, 1947. 
January 26th, 1948. 
March 22nd, 1948. 
May 24th, 1948—Election. 



LODGE OF RESEARCH, No. 2429. 

REGISTER. 
Revised July^ 1947. 

FOUNDERS. 
W. Bro. S. S. Partridge, P.M. 523, 1560, P.A.G.D.C.Eng., D.P.G.M. 

Leics. and Rutland. 
Bro. J. T. Thorp, F.R.Hist.S., P.M. 523, P.P.S.G.W. 
Bro. W. M. Williams, P.M. 279, P.P.S.G.W. 
Bro. W. H. Staynes, P.M. 279, P.P.G.Std.Br. 
Bro. R. Pratt, M.D., P.M. 1560, P.P.J.G.D. 
Bro. F. W. Billson, LL.B., P.M. 1391, P.P.G.Reg. 
Bro. Rev. H. S. Biggs, P.M. 523, P.S.G.W. 
Note :—The Rank given above is the Rank at the time of Foundation. 

* Deceased. 

HONORARY MEMBERS. 
Bro. W. H. Barrow, Mus. Doc., P.M. 523, P.P.S.G.D. 
Bro. W. J. Hughan, P.M. 131, P.S.G.D.Eng. 
Bro. G. W. Bain, P.M. 949, P.P.G.Reg., Durham. 
Bro. H. Sadler, P.M. 2148, G.Tyler. 
Bro. F. J. W. Crowe, P.M. 328, P.P.G.Reg., Devon. 
Bro. S. J. Fenton, Exhange Buildings, Birmingham, W.M. 2076, 

P.M. 3232, 4209, 4538, P.P.G.W., Warwickshire. 
W. Bro. G. B. Ellwood, New Road, Kibworth, Nr. Leicester, P.M. 2429, 

3448, 4088, P.P.S.G.W. 

PAST MASTERS OF THE LODGE. 
*W.Bro. J. T. Thorp   
* „ W. M. Williams 
* „ E. Holmes 
* „ W. H. Staynes 
* „ S. S. Partridge 
* „ R. Pratt 
* „ F.W. Billson   
* „ Rev. H. S. Biggs 
* „ Rev. H. J. Mason 
* „ J. J. Knowles 
* „ H. Howe 
* „ G. Neighbour 
* „ R. B. Starkey   

1892- 3. 
1893- 4. 
1894- 5- 
1895- 6. 
1896- 7. 
1897- 8. 
1898- 9. 
1899- 00. 
1900- 01. 
1901- 02. 
1902- 03. 
1903- 04. 
1904- 05. 

* Deceased. 
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PAST MASTERS OF THE LODGE—continued. 

*W.Bro. L. Staines 
* „ W. A. Lea 
* „ J. R. Frears 
* „ H. J. Grace 

„ G. D. Potts 
* „ G. Bonner 
* „ G. Bonner 
* „ Rev. C. T. Moore 
* „ A. Lole 
* „ T. G. Hunt 

„ G. W. Hunt 
„ J. E. Pickard 

* „ F. H. Pochin   
* „ J. D. Johnson   
* „ A. H. Hampson 
* „ F. H. Doughty  

„ F. Haines 
„ W. J. Bunney   

* „ J. H. Hawthorn 
* „ C. F. Oliver 

N. K. Lee 
A. H. Hind 
C. S. Bigg 
Rev. E. R. J. Biggs 
H. Hyde 
H. D. M. Barnett 
M. D. R. Richardson 
W. H. Riley   
G. B. Ellwood  
A. J. S. Cannon 
A. L. Macleod 
W. H. Cotton   
W. R. Bridget  
J. T. Cooper 
G. E. Phipps 
F. G. Fleeman 

„ E. H. Stork 
„ J. C. Burton 
„ T. O. Judge 
„ G. W. Wilkes   

R.W. Bro. J. H. Corah  

t 

t 

t 

1905- 06. 
1906- 07. 
1907- 08. 
1908- 09. 
1909- 10. 
1910- n. 
1911- 12. 
1912- 13. 
1913- 14- 
1914- 15. 
1915- 16. 
1916- 17. 
1917- 18. 
1918- 19. 
1919- 20. 
1920- 21. 
1921- 22. 
1922- 23. 
1923- 24. 
1924- 25. 
1925- 26. 
1926- 27. 
1927- 28. 
1928- 29. 
1929- 30. 
1930- 31. 
1931- 32. 
1932- 33. 

1933- 34. 
1934- 35. 
1935- 36. 
1936- 37. 
1937- 38. 
1938- 39. 
1939- 40. 
1940- 41. 
1941- 42. 
1942- 43. 
1943- 44. 
1944- 45. 
1945- 46. 

* Deceased. t Resigned. J Died while in office. 
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FULL MEMBERS. 
Potts, G. D., Eastbourne. 
Hunt, G. W. Rothley, Nr. Leics. 
Pickard, J. Eastwood, Leicester. 
Bunney, W. J., Leicester. 
Haines, F., Leicester. 
Riley, W. H. Leicester. 
Cannon, A. J. S., Leicester. 
Binns, C. C. H., M.A., M.B., 

B.Ch., Leicester. 
Cooper, J. T., Leicester. 
Phipps, G. E., Leicester. 
Carr, E. R., Whetstone, Nr. Leics. 
Bland, Major C., Uppingham, Rut’d. 
Stork, E. H., Leicester. 
Judge, T. O,, Leicester. 
Burton, J. O., Oadby, Leicester. 
Wilkes, G. W., Leicester. 
Corah, J. H., Leicester. 

Webster, P. M., Ashby-de-la- 
Zouch, Leics. 

Herbert, S. F., Leicester. 
Tomlinson, W., Kettering. 
Smith, A. T. S., Syston, Leics. 
Wood, W. H., Peterborough. 
Heaton, F. W., Lutterworth. 
Haines, C. E., Syston, Leics. 
Murray, E., Quorn, Nr. Leics. 
Pickering, A. J., Hinckley, Nr. 

Leicester. 
Kilner, A. G., Oakham. 
Parker, A. H., Littleover, Derby. 
Halkyard, Lt.-Col. A., Leicester. 
Rossiter, A. E., Leicester. 
Tomkins, A. E., Leicester. 
Carr, H., London, N.W.6. 
Foister, J. E., Leicester. 

MEMBERS OF THE CORRESPONDENCE 
* CIRCLE. 

GRAND LODGES, LODGES and LIBRARIES. 
Grand Lodge of England, London. 
Freemasons’ Hall Library, Leicester. 
Grand Lodge of Philadelphia, 

Philadelphia, U.S.A. 
Rhodesia Lodge, No. 2479, Rhodesia, 

S. Africa. 
Bristol Masonic Society, Bristol. 
Mountain Lodge, No. 11, Golden, 

British Columbia. 
Burma District Grand Lodge, 

Rangoon, Burma. 
North Yorks Lodge of Instruction, 

Middlesbrough. 
Grand Lodge of Manitoba, Winnipeg, 

Canada. 
Warwickshire Masonic Library, 

Edgbaston, Birmingham. 
Masonic Library (Ohio) Association, 

Mansfield, U.S.A. 
Scotland Grand Lodge Library, 

Edinburgh. 
Masonic Library Association, 

Cincinnati, Ohio, U.S.A. 

Grand Lodge of Adelaide, Adelaide, 
South Australia. 

District Grand Lodge of the Trans- 
vaal, Johannesburg, S. Africa. 

Howe and Charnwood Lodge of 
Instruction, Loughborough. 

Neptune Lodge, No. 2908, Wallsend. 
Phoenix Lodge of St. Ann, No. 1235, 

Buxton, Derbyshire. 
Supreme Grand Royal Arch Chapter 

of Scotland, Edinburgh. 
Manchester Association for Masonic 

Research, Oldham, Lancs. 
Worcestershire P.G.L. Library and 

Museum, Worcester. 
District Grand Lodge of Madras, 

Madras, India. 
District Grand Lodge Eastern Archi- 

pelago, Singapore. 
Province of Kent Library and 

Museum, Canterbury. 
Lodge of Research, No. 200, Dublin. 
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GRAND LODGES, LODGES and LIBRARIES—continued. 

William Van Oranje Lodge, No. 3976 
London. 

Ferrers and Ivanhoe Lodge, No. 779, 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leics. 

Iowa Masonic Library, Cedar Rapids, 
Iowa, U.S.A. 

Light on the Surma Lodge, Bengal, 
India. 

Rochester Masonic Hall Library 
Centre, Rochester. 

New York Grand Lodge Library, 
New York, U.S.A. 

South California Masonic Library, 
Los Angeles, California, U.S.A. 

Cauvery Lodge, No. 3848, Tanjore, 
S. India. 

Grand Lodge of South America, 
Sarmiento, Buenos Aires. 

Masonic Library and Reading Circle, 

Penarth, S. Wales. 
Research Lodge of Wellington, 

Wellington, New Zealand. 
Grace Dieu Lodge of Instruction, 

No. 2428, Coalville, Leics. 
St. Bartholomew Lodge of Instruc- 

tion, No. 698, Birmingham, 22. 
Lumley Lodge of Improvement, 

No. 1893, Skegness, Lines. 
Masonic Temple, Owosso, Michigan. 
Library of the Supreme Council 33 

deg., Washington D.C. 13. 
Lodge of Living Stones, No. 4957. 

Horsforth, Leeds. 
Old Oundehan Lodge, London. 
Minerva Lodge, No. 2433., Formby, 

Lancs. 
Trevor Mold Lodge, Buenos Aires, 

Argentine. 

EXCHANGE LODGES AND OTHERS. 

American Lodge of Research, New 
York, U.S.A. 

Grand Lodge Library, London. 
Quatuor Coronati Lodge, No. 2076, 

London. 
Toronto Masonic Library, Toronto, 

Canada. 
British Museum, London. 

Research Lodge of Oregon, No. 198, 
Oregon, U.S.A. 

Fortescue Lodge Masonic Library, 
Honiton, Devon. 

Byron Lodge of Instruction, No. 
4014, Hucknall, Notts. 

Notts Installed Masters, Nottingham. 

BRETHREN. 

Ashwell, T., Leicester. 
Armstrong, P., Scarborough. 
Adcock, A., Uppingham, Rutland. 
Allen, J. H., Froggatt, Nr. Sheffield. 
Atkinson, T., Peterborough. 
Adamson, J., Sherwood, Notts. 
Ashwell, J., Twickenham, Midd. 
Allen, S. J., Leicester. 
Anderson, A. T., Middlesbrough. 
Atkinson, W. W., London, E.C.3. 
Anderson, Matthew, Normanby, 

Middlesbrough. 
Austen, L. B., Ealing, London, W.5. 

Alloway, S. H., B.A., A.C.I.S., 
Burton Overy, Nr. Leicester. 

Allen, T. C., Leicester. 
Anderson, G., Warwick. 
Allsop, T., Birstall, Nr. Leics. 

Bladon, H., London, E.C.i. 
Burd, F. J., Vancouver, Canada. 
Beaumont, P. P., Burton-on-Trent. 
Billson, Capt. A., Leicester. 
Berolzheimer, D. D., New York, 

U.S.A. 
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BRETHREN—continued. 

Bramley, F. A., Moira, Nr. 
Burton-on-T rent. 

Bambury, A. E., Bushby, Nr. 
Leicester. 

Beaumont, R. H., Bury St. Edmunds. 
Bates, A., Malvern, Worcs. 
Baggott, A. G., Southwold, 

Suffolk. 
Bryan, A. F., Leicester. 
Brook, C. L., Leicester. 
Butler, W. T., East Dereham, 

Norfolk. 
Bentley, P. A., Leicester. 
Bentley, W., Leicester. 
Bloor, T. P., Leicester. 
Blackman, T. L., Leicester. 
Boulter, W. E., Leicester. 
Brook, H. R., Leicester. 
Butherway, S., Leicester. 
Bacon, G. H., Famham, Surrey. 
Barker, J., Hucknall, Notts. 
Bolton, E. G., Gt. Casterton, Nr. 

Stamford. 
Bradshaw, A. W., Leicester. 
Beveridge, A., Sevenoaks, Kent. 
Billson, F. J., Birstall, Nr. Leics. 
Butler, J. W., Penylan, Cardiff. 
Bussey, L. J., Halesworth, Suffolk. 
Buckley, J. G. E., Leicester. 
Bromwich, P. A. H., Leicester. 
Barnes, J., Leicester. 
Binns, Dr. J. B., Dunstable, Beds. 
Buchanan, W. J., Leicester. 
Biggin, F. H., Countesthorpe. 
Bates, J. J. G., Mickleover, Derby. 
Beal, H., Leicester. 
Bullamore, G. W., Newbury, Berks 
Boon, G. H., Nuneaton. 
Bullock, F. C., Leicester. 
Brooks, T. J., Medbourne, Mkt. 

Harborough. 
Busby, Dr. J. C., Leicester. 
Buffey, T., Leicester. 
Barton, F., Evesham, Worcs. 
Budd, W. A., London, S.E.5. 
Barclay, W. R., Jnr., Leicester. 
Burnell, Lieut. R. C, Warrington. 
Brown, L., Wednesbury. 

Best, G. C., Ashby-de-la-Zouch, 
Nr. Leicester. 

Barker, B., Mickleover, Derby. 
Brough, G. W., Leicester. 
Barker, P. W., Birstall, Nr. Leics. 
Baxter, E. M., Whitehaven, 

Cumberland. 
Blackledge, R. S., Sutton Coldfield, 

Warwickshire. 
Betties, A. W., Leicester. 

Crane, C. E., Ashby-de-la-Zouch, 
Nr. Leicester. 

Carr, E. F., Leicester. 
Coleman, W. M., Fort Worth, 

Texas, U.S.A. 
Coles, R. G., Sudbury, Suffolk. 
Carr, R. W., Bushby, Leicester. 
Cameron, D. E., Kirby Muxloe, 

Leicester. 
Coltman, F. T., Leicester. 
Carress, J. T., Thrapston, North- 

Northants. 
Cope, G. A., Leicester. 
Clarke, B., Birmingham, 2. 
Coltman, J., Leicester. 
Clayton, J. C., Leicester. 
Copeman, F. S., Leicester. 
Cassere, F. A. F., Wolverhampton. 
Callaghan, J. A., Leicester. 
Clarke, S. A., Oadby, Nr. Leics. 
Charles, D., Birstall, Nr. Leics. 
Carter, G., Bury St. Edmunds. 
Clarke, A. L., Hanley, Stoke-on- 

Trent. 
Crofts, W. A., Leicester. 
Cross, C. W., Leicester. 
Charles, D., Rothley, Nr. Leics. 
Carryer, N. R., Barkby, Nr. Leics. 
Cowling, A. E., Kirby Muxloe, 

Leicester. 
Cowling, G. W., Leicester. 
Condon, J. C., Leicester. 
Clare, J., Leicester. 
Clayton, W., Lowton, Nr. 

Warrington. 
Collins, Rev. J. R., Leicester. 
Clark, H., Leicester. 



IO 

BRETHREN—continued. 

Cowling, Dr. L. D., South Australia. 
Corrigan, A., Leicester. 
Culver, R. O., Wanstead, E.n. 
Creed, F. G., Mickleover, Derby. 
Campbell, R. G., Boston Spa, 

Yorks. 
Cleaver, J. H., Leicester. 
Caylesss, A. W., Leicester. 
Cramp, H. St. G., Mkt. Harboro’. 
Cheek, A. C., Leicester. 
Callow, Leslie R., Leicester. 

Davis, E. C., Leicester. 
Dilworth, R. H., Mkt. Harboro. 
Dakin, E. H., Matlock, Derbyshire. 
Dixon, R. J., Hucknall, Notts. 
Dalby, A. M., Wigston Fields, 

Leicester. 
Dennant, F. J., Dovercourt, Essex. 
Dunn, J. S., Kimberley, S. Africa. 
Dengate, L. C., Oadby, Leicester. 
Dawes, F., Western Austraha. 
Davison, E. L. P., Leicester. 
Drake, R. A. D. G., Suffolk. 
Dawson, L. J., Leicester. 
Day, K. C, Leicester. 
Dimond, A., Honiton, Devon. 
Day, Jack, Gt. Glen, Nr. Leicester. 
Doughty, D., Leicester. 
Drury, Dr. K. K., Narborough, 

Nr. Leicester. 
Dickerson, A. E., Pinchbeck, Nr. 

Spalding, Lines. 
Dilks, J. W. L., Husband’s Bos- 

worth, Rugby. 
Davey C. E., Leicester. 

Ellis, Lieut-Col. W. F., Tangier, 
Morocco. 

Everitt, Rev. C. A., Hove, Sussex. 
Eckenstein, T. C., Richmond, Surrey 
Edwards, L., London, W.14. 
Ellingworth, F. G., Thurmaston, 

Nr. Leicester. 
Eldridge, T., Whitwick. 
Elliott, A., Rothley, Leicester. 
Eyre, G. H., Leicester. 

Egginton, J. F., Sutton Coldfield, 
Birmingham, 23. 

Edwards, J. E., Lathom, Nr. 
Skelmersdale. 

Edwards, I. C, Cardiff. 
Evans, E., Coalville. 
Edwards, S., L. D. S., Leicester. 
Elston, E. H., Birstall, Nr. Leics. 
Everett, J. G., Wigston Magna, Nr. 

Leicester. 

Flather, D. H., Maltby, Yorks. 
Festing, Major J. E. G., London. 
Foister, A. T., Barkby, Leicester. 
Frost, A., Sheffield, 2. 
Farquharson, A. J., Penrith, 

Cumberland. 
Flinn, T., Leicester. 
Foster, R. G, Birmingham, 3. 
Farrant, O., Leicester. 
Figgures, C. N., Coalville, Nr. 

Leicester. 
Ford, W. G., M.B.E., Ipswich. 
Field, G. A., Leicester. 
Fairhurst, W., Birmingham, 32. 
Fennell, W. F., Aber-Bargoed, 

Monmouth. 

Green, H. A., Dewsbury. 
Gayner, W. A., Bath. 
Greenaway, W. J., E. Croydon, 
Green, G. A., B.A., Leicester. 
Goodfellow, H. F., Rugby. 
Garner, A. C., Rothley, Nr. Leics. 
Grundy J. J. W., Wigston Fields, 

Nr. Leicester. 
Gould, F. E., Plymouth. 
Garlick, W., Leicester. 
Griffin, T. S., Kirby Muxloe, Nr. 

Leicester. 
Green, F. S., Leicester. 
Goadby, G. F., Leicester. 
Grundy, C. F., Loughborough. 
Grantham, J. A., Macclesfield. 
Gainer, Dr. E. St. Clair, Thrapston 

Nr. Kettering. 
Gilbert, H. W., Earl Shilton, Nr. 

Leicester. 
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Glazebrook, J. W., Countesthorpe, 
Nr. Leicester. 

Gifford, E., Glenfield, Nr. Leicester. 
Godrich, W. H. R., South Australia 
Glew, F., Hull. 
Gomal, L. A., Spalding, Lines. 
Green, W. A., Moseley, B’ham, 13. 
Goodwin, Dr. E. W., Leicester. 
Green, R. N. K., Sutton Coldfield. 
Grimsley, R., Oadby, Nr. Leicester. 
Grudgings, J. H., Leicester. 
Garstang, Dr. W., Hucknall, Notts. 
Gee, C. H., Leicester. 
Green, G. H., Birmingham, 22a. 
Good, M. E., Matlock, Derbyshire. 
Gorring, C. D., Newcastle-on-Tyne 
Gill, B., Humberstone, Leicester. 
Gunn, C, Leicester. 
Gamer, H. E., Leicester. 
Gretton, L., Wednesbury. 
Greaves, E., Swadlincote, Near 

Leicester. 
Gill, F. G., Peterborough. 

Harding, W. W., Leicester. 
Henderson, R. A., Leicester. 
Hurley, T. S., Leicester. 
Hopkins, A., Leicester. 
HaUett, H. H., Tavmton, Somerset. 
Heath, F. T., Leicester. 
Hendry, C. A., West Australia. 
Hagley, G., Penarth, Glamorgan. 
Hughes, C. K., Rev., M.A., Oxford 
Hindley, J. B., Ealing, London, W.5 
Holdaway, T. N., Winchester. 
Hurst, J. S., Southwold, Suffolk. 
Heaton, Wallace, London, W.i. 
Hallam, H., Leicester. 
Hoggett, C. C., Birstall, Leicester. 
Hanford, A. B., Quorn, Nr. 

Loughborough. 
Hawkes, H. A., Leicester. 
Hall, W. E., Wellingborough. 
Hibbert, Rev. H. W., Enderby, 

Near Leicester. 
Henochsberg, E. S., K.C., 

Durban, South Africa. 
Hullah, Dean, Bramhope, Leeds. 

Hayward, L. G., Peterborough. 
Haywood, G. L., Leicester. 
Horka, S. L., New Jersey, U.S.A. 
Harding, P. G., Hinckley, Leics. 
Hipwell, C. W., Hinckley, Leics. 
Harborow, C. W., Oadby, Near 

Leicester. 
Hancock, J. T., Warwick. 
Holt, A. G. W., Leicester. 
Harms, T. A., California, U.S.A. 
Hinson, J. C., Leicester. 
Haynes, F. C., Loughborough. 
Hughes, E. G. L., Aberystwyth, 
Harris, R. B., Washington, U.S.A. 
Hallam, S. H., Leicester. 
Harrison, E. T., Lutterworth, Leics. 
Hume, A. S., Stoke-on-Trent. 
Haynes, A., Evesham, Worcs. 
Harris, F. R., Northampton. 
Hickinbottom, J. S., Wednesbury. 
Hunt, J. C., Leicester. 
Hobson, P. W., Sherwood, Notts. 
Haddon, E., Allestree, Derby. 
Hardy, W. C., Woodthorpe, Notts. 
Hughes, H. A. L., Peterborough. 
Harries-Jones, E. H., M.D., F.R.C.S. 

Church Brampton, Northants. 
Harding, A. J. I., M.Sc., Syston, Nr. 

Leicester. 
Hinton, D., Quorn, Nr. Leicester. 
Harvey, F. W., Kirby Muxloe, 

Near Leicester. 
Holbrook, H. S., Overslade, Rugby. 
Hickinbottom, A. W., Wednesbury. 
Howell, Dr. E., Leicester. 
Holyoak, Dr. E. W., Leicester. 
Hatcher, J. R., Leicester. 
Hails, W. R., Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
Hall, Lance, LL.D., London 
Harrington, C. W., Leicester. 
Hunt, Bert, Leicester. 
Harrison, Dr. L. K., Leicester. 
Howe, H. B., Croft, Nr. Leicester. 

Ibberson, W. G., Sheffield. 
Inglesant, H., Scraptoft, Leicester. 
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BRETHREN—continued. 

Jenkins, C. H., Auckland, N.Z. 
Jowett, H. C., Leicester. 
Jackson, E. W., Saltbum-by-the- 

Sea. 
Johnson, G. Y., York. 
Johnson, J. W., Leicester. 
Johnstone, T. E., LL.D., London, 

S.W.3. 
Jamie, Dr. J. W. P., M.C., Leicester. 
Jackson, N. L., Leicester. 
Jarvis, G., Leicester. 
Jenkins, D. W., Barry, Glamorgan. 
Jones, C. R., Thrapston, Northants. 
Jones, The Very Rev. H. A., Leicester 

Keen, A. A., New Mexico, U.S.A. 
King, L. J., Leicester. 
Keene, W. D., Leicester. 
Knight, H., Leicester. 
Kay, S., Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leics. 
King, P. B., Uppingham, Rutland. 
Keen, A. E., Nottingham. 
Kibert, J. W., Leicester. 

Lapraik, D., Leicester. 
Langton, E., Leicester. 
Lawrence, J., London, N.W.11. 
Lock, F. J., Banstead, Surrey. 
Llewllyn, G. E., Oadby, Leicester. 
Lashmore, T., Coalville, Leics. 
Lascelles, Dr. J. E., Islip, Kettering. 
Lea, G. L., Houghton-on-the-Hill, 

Leics. 
Langelaan, H. H., Honiton, Devon. 
Lee, A. M., Kettering. 
Lamb, D. G., Port Elizabeth, South 

Africa. 
Lindquist, F. C., Leicester. 
Lenton, J. H., Leicester. 
Loasby, S. L., Kettering. 
Law, J. A. B., Woodford Green, 

Essex. 
Lister, G. A., Beddgelert, Carnarvon. 
Lord, A. J., Leicester. 
Lake, J., WestclifF-on-Sea, Essex. 
Laffitte, L. F., London, N.5. 
Leader, L. C., Melton Mowbray. 

Lodge, R., F.R.C.S., Leicester. 
Lea, W., Leicester. 

Mathews, C. P., Durban, Natal, 
South Africa. 

Murray, S., Kirby Muxloe, Near 
Leicester. 

Martin, G. M., Dundee. 
Morris, G. W. W., Lutterworth. 
Musther, W., Orpington, Kent. 
Morton, J. H., Marlow, Bucks. 
Muddimer, E., Leicester. 
Muddimer, E. H., Leicester. 
Morley, C. B. S., Leicester. 
March, C. H., Coalville, Leics. 
Marshall, F. D., Woodhouse Eaves, 

Loughborough. 
McCurry, L. H. J., Perth, Western 

Australia. 
McMullan, Dr. A. M., Birstall, Nr. 

Leicester. 
Muir-Smith, H., L.D.S., Leicester. 
Minard, A. G., Earl Shilton, Nr. 

Leicester. 
McLaughlan, J. A., Leicester. 
Miller, E. J., East Dereham, Norfolk. 
Magnay, H. S., Gateacre, Liverpool. 
Martin, A. H., Ashby-de-la-Zouch, 

Leics. 
March, L. J., Leicester. 
Maxwell, T., Littleover, Derby. 
Morrell, R. H. S., Leicester. 
Marriott, J., Nottingham. 
Marks, N., Nuntaton. 
Morrison, W. S., Hucknall, Notts. 
Millwood, E., London, N.21. 
Manning, W. T., M.C., Leicester. 
Mills, T. H., Leicester. 
Meek, R. J., Whitehorse, Y.T., 

Canada. 
Moreton, E., Derby. 
Moughton, C. A., Derby. 
Manasseh, G. A., Birmingham, 31. 
Melbourne, W. J., London. 
Mathews, W. T., Leicester. 
Matthews, C. L., Yen. Archdeacon, 

Leicester. 
Moore, W. H., Leicester. 
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BRETHREN—continued. 

Marlow, F. J., Budleigh Salterton, 
S. Devon. 

Minto, J., Leicester. 
Milliard, H. L., Leicester. 

Nobbs, Capt. J. T. S., Sherrington, 
Nr. Newport Pagnell, Bucks. 

Nice, A. E. C, London, S.E.27. 
Nixon, J. H. R., Loughborough. 
Nowell, R., Blaby, Leicester. 

Overton, W., Sutton Coldfield. 
Orchard, P. G. F., Leicester. 

Powell, C., Weston-Super-Mare. 
Pennington, C., Bumham-on-Sea. 
Parr, A., Aylestone, Leicester. 
Perkins, W., Nuneaton. 
Pettit, G. R., Lutterworth, Rugby. 
Phipps, G. A., Leicester. 
Polked, F., Anstey, Leics. 
Parr, A. R., Leicester. 
Pickering, E. F., Hinckley, Leics. 
Payne, J., Barry, Glamorgan. 
Potter, Lt.-Col. J. A., C.B.E., 

Oadby, Nr. Leicester. 
Pridmore, C. R., Leicester. 
Palmer, E., Oakham, Rutland. 
Proctor, J., Barry, Glamorgan. 
Pickstone, W., Blackburn. 
Prentice, H. W. W., Desford, Leics. 
Penn, E. F., Glenfield, Leics. 
Perry, H. G. B., Shanghai, China. 
Payne, K., Launceston, Tasmania. 
Perry, C., Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Leics. 
Porteous, Dr. L. D., Leicester. 
Purt, H., Kibworth, Leics. 
Partridge, A. S., South Wigston, 

Leicester. 
Potter, F., Kettering. 
Percival, J. E. J., Leicester. 
Pepper, N. E., Leicester. 
Payne, D., Oakham, Rutland. 
Parrott, R. A., Leicester. 
Preece, R., Sutton Coldfield. 
Preston, J. W., Leicester. 

Page, H. W., Mickleover, Derby. 
Peet, R. S., St. Albans, Herts. 
Parkin, F. T., California, U.S.A. 
Powell, G. G., Leicester. 

Roberts, H., Leicester. 
Rae, T. H., Sunderland. 
Riley, H. G., Foxton, Mkt. Har- 

borough, Leics. 
Radburne, J. W., Rushden. 
Ridgway, W., Leicester. 
Robertson, A., London, E.C.3. 
Roker, E. A., Shangton, Nr. Leics. 
Randle, E. S., Hincldey, Leics. 
Rowlett, W. H., Oadby, Leics. 
Redmond, W. G., Liverpool, 3. 
Randle, J. O., Countesthorpe, Leics. 
Ramsden, F. G., Bolton. 
Read, R. H., Ashby-de-la-Zouch, 

Near Leicester. 
Rutherford, R. C., Dunedin, N.Z. 
Rowsell, F. J., Leicester. 
Riley, E. C., Leicester. 
Rollason, A. H., Loughborough. 
Reid, A. G., San Francisco, U.S.A. 
Rawlinson, R. H., Leicester. 
Ridgway, R. W., Leicester. 
Ramsden, J. W., Leamington Spa. 
Rist, L. S. G., Basford, Stoke-on- 

Trent. 
Roberts, H. A., Nottingham. 
Reynolds, N. H., Nuneaton. 
Rawson, E. H., Wigston, Leicester. 
Ridgway, A., Leicester. 
RaddifFe, R. J., Neath, Cardiff. 
Robinson, C. B., Lutterworth, Rugby 
Ratnett, A., Leicester. 

Smith, S., Leicester. 
Sprague, A. G., Kington, Hereford. 
Shardlow, H. W., Birmingham, 32. 
Sollitt, F. C., Nausori, Fiji. 
Sprigg, S., Melton Mowbray, Leics. 
Sheen, R. C., London, E.C.2. 
Smithard, J. W., Leicester. 
Stow, E. C. S., Hull. 
Saunders, C. H., Leicester. 
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BRETHREN—con tinned. 

Spencer, H. B., Auckland, N.Z. 
Smith, A. J., Leicester. 
Shilcock, F. H., Lichfield. 
Shuttlewood, A. A., Leicester. 
Shaw, G. B., Wellington, Shropshire. 
Stanton, H. V., Worcester. 
Sturton, J., Leicester. 
Squibbs, G. L., Market Harborough, 

Nr. Leicester. 
Salsbury, H. W., Nuneaton. 
Smith, W. E., Leicester. 
Swift, J. T. B., Leicester. 
Smith, C. M. R., Countesthorpe, 

Leicester. 
Silcock, Dr. F. A. E., Leicester. 
Stephenson, J. H., Hinckley, Leics. 
Stibbe, E. V., Leicester. 
Sturton, Dr. S. D., Hangchow, China 
Sykes, A., Nottingham. 
Spackman, C. S., Croydon, Surrey. 
Scotney, J. W., Leicester. 
Saayman, E. H., Sherwood, Notts. 
Strickland, Major F. P., Kansas City, 

Kansas, U.S.A. 
Speak, G., Leicester. 
Smith, C. S., Scarborough. 
Smith, J. L., Market Harborough, 

Nr. Leicester. 
Scholfield, A. J., L.D.S., Budleigh 

Salterton, Devon. 
Swanson, Major I. N., Newcastle- 

on-Tyne, 2. 
Shepherd, J. L., Bromley, Kent. 
Stevens, F. E., Shardlow, Nr. Derby. 
Sheldrick, T. F., Wembley, Middx. 
Spencer, R. C, Leicester. 
Sharp, D. E., Leicester. 
Shipman, T. S., Leicester. 
Stevenson, E. G., Lockerbie. 
Stebbings, T. G., Saxmundham, 

Suffolk. 
Smyth, F. A. G., Littleover, Derby. 
Smith, A. E., Leicester. 
Spencer, J., Derby. 
Smith, H. R., Harrow, Middlesex. 
Shackleton, E. H., South Croydon, 

Surrey. 
Smith, W., Ilkeston, Derby. 
Smith, H., Woodthorpe, Notts. 

Segerdal, Dr. A. M. W., Coalville, 
Leics. 

Senior, E., Carlton, Notts. 
Stanhope, T. W., Leicester. 
Saward, A. R., Ipswich, Suffolk. 
St. George, R. G., Solihull, Near 

Birmingham. 

Thorpe, T. H., Derby. 
Timms, A. H., Swadlincote, Burton- 

on-Trent. 
Turner, A. E., Leicester. 
Thorpe, T. C., B.Sc., Beeston, Notts. 
Trebilcock, R. E., Victoria, 

Australia. 
Tucker, H. C., Pinchbeck, Spalding. 
Tysack, W. A., Dore, Sheffield. 
Thompson, W. J., Kettering. 
Thorpe, C. H., Burton-on-Trent. 
Taylor, G. S., Donington-le-Heath, 

Leics. 
Turner, W. E., Leicester. 
Tanser, W. T., Leicester. 
Thompson, H. E., Leicester. 
Turner, D., Bilton, Rugby. 
Taylor, H. W., Leicester. 
Tompkin, S. E., Leicester. 
Turner, A., Loughborough. 
Tonge, E., Rothley, Nr. Leicester. 
Taylor, L. C., Birstall, Nr. Leicester. 
Taylor, E., Leicester. 
Tribe, G., Woodhouse Eaves, Nr. 

Loughborough. 
Townsend, A. E., Leicester. 
Townsend, Capt. E. J., Leicester. 
Towlson, J., Leicester. 
Tarratt, F. P., Leicester. 
Taine, H. V., Auckland, New Zealand 
Tandy, H., Leicester. 
Taylor, W., Leicester. 
Tlumble-Thorpe, Rev. W., Chesham, 

Bucks. 
Tricks, J. L., Leicester. 
Turner, P. E., Bury St. Edmunds. 

Underwood, I. R., Leicester. 
Usher, S. J., Leicester. 
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Upchurch, F. N., Newtown Linford, 
Leics. 

Wykes, G. D., Kibworth Harcourt, 
Nr. Leicester. 

Wilson, J., Leicester. 
Will, J., Junr., Dunedin, New 

Zealand. 
Williams, W. J., Brixton, London. 
Whitcher, A. S., Leicester. 
Wade, H. J., Tavistock, Devon. 
Wakeling, P. G., Rochester, Kent. 
Walker, H., Leicester. 
Whowell, W., Leicester. 
Walker, S. J., Hinckley, Nr. Leics. 
Willson, O., Leicester. 
Wilde, F., Edgbaston, Birmingham. 
Warner, A. E., Leicester. 
Williams, H. D., Kettering. 
Witcomb, F. L., Leicester. 
Wilkie, T., Leicester. 
Wesley, L. H., Leicester. 
Wightman, W., Earl Shilton, Nr. 

Leicester. 
Whitney, H., London, S.W.19. 
Wilson, G. H., Filey, Yorks. 
Watson, E. R., Loughborough. 
Waterhouse, A. L., Hawkes Bay, 

New Zealand. 
Whitby, F., Birstall, Nr. Leicester. 
Watts, C., Hinckley, Nr. Leicester. 

Wellington, C., Broadstairs, Kent. 
Wileman, W. A., Earl Shilton, Nr. 

Leicester. 
Wheatcroft, H. L., Leicester. 
Ward, G., Leicester. 
Woolmer, R. E., Leicester. 
Wacks, P. J., Wigston Magna, Near 

Leicester. 
Wesley, H. E., Leicester. 
Winn, R. C., Leicester. 
Wilkes, A. C., Birstall, Nr. Leicester. 
Walker, F., Allestree, Derby. 
Wilson, E. C., Colchester. 
Wilson, F. W., Blaby, Nr. Leicester. 
Wilson, C. B., Napier, New Zealand. 
Wright, B. E., Kettering. 
Wakefield, J., Hucknall, Notts. 
Westley, C. L., East Bridgford, Notts 
Walmsley, J., Tam worth. 
Worth, W. H., Leicester. 
Wilkes, E., Birmingham, 22. 
Wallbank, A. L., Hampton-in-Arden. 
White, J., British Columbia, Canada. 
Wilson, J. N. C, Leicester. 
Whitwell, J. N., Leicester. 
Woolgar, C. E., Worthing. 
Williams, Dr. W. H., Derby. 
Whitby, E., Leicester. 
Weaver, F. G., Barwell, Leics. 

Yates, S., Mansfield, Notts. 
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THE 
TWO-HUNDRED-AND-SEVENTY-FOURTH 

MEETING 
AND 

INSTALLATION 

was held at the Freemasons’ Hall, Leicester, on Monday, 
September 23rd, 1946. 

The Worshipful Master, R.W. Bro. J. H. Corah, presided. 
Twenty Members, twenty-seven Members of the Correspondence Circle 

and ten Visitors were present. 
The Minutes of the last Regular Meeting were read and confirmed, after 

which the following five Brethren were unanimously elected Members of the 
Correspondence Circle of the Lodge, viz :— 

Bro. P. W. Barker, 12 Spinney Rise, Birstall, No. 2865. 
Bro. R. S. Feet, 9 Salisbury Avenue, St. Albans, Herts., P.P.A.G.D.C., 

Herts, No. 4999. 
Bro. E. Senior, “Grosvenor House,” Carlton, Notts., No. 4907. 
Bro. W. R. Hails, 30 Station Road, Forest Hall, Newcastle-on-Tyne, No. 

3892. 
Bro. J. W. L. Dilks, Thornton Cottage, Husband’s Bosworth, No. 3078. 
The W.M. referred to the great loss sustained by the Lodge in the passing 

of Bro. W. H. Cotton, P.M. No. 50, P.P.G.Sup. Wks., who died on September 
9th, 1946. 

The Treasurer’s accounts were presented, received and adopted, with the 
best thanks of the Brethren for his services. 

W.Bro. Paul M. Webster was duly installed as Master of the Lodge by the 
W.M., in accordance with ancient custom. 

The W.M. appointed and invested 
the Lodge for the ensuing year viz :— 

the following Brethren as Officers of 

Bro. S. F. Herbert 
Bro. W. Tomlinson 
Bro. W. J. Bunney 
Bro. E. R. Carr 
Bro. W. H. Riley 
Bro. F. Haines .. 
Bro. W. H. Wood 
Bro. D. Choyce 

S.W. 
J.w. 
Chaplain 
Treasurer 
Secretary 
D.C. 
J.D. 
Tyler 
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The following inaugural address was read by the W.M.— 

THE APPROACH TO FREEMASONRY. 

I have been a Freemason now for well over 20 years, but never have I been 
so puzzled or perplexed as during the last six months. 

The high honour of Mastership of the Lodge of Research carries with it 
the onerous and responsible duty of giving an inaugural Address on some 
matter of Masonic interest. The name of our Lodge suggests it should be on 
and of Research, but my limitations are such as to render this well nigh 
impossible. 

In the last 50 or 60 years much has been written of Freemasonry—its origin 
and ancient interpretation—its ethics and its application to modem times. We 
have leamt that from our early operative brotherhood has sprung a mighty and 
influential organisation, working under the jurisdiction of the Grand Lodge of 
England—its further ramifications are spread over the four quarters of the globe. 
There are of course many other Grand Lodges, some of which are in contact 
and harmony with our own Grand Lodge. 

Historians, men of letters and members of our Order have expounded theory 
after theory and related fact after fact. Suffice it for me then to try to interest 
you in a simpler way, perhaps where reflection plays an important part. 

I have often asked myself why I really wanted to be a Freemason and to be 
quite candid I don’t really know beyond the fact that I was terribly inquisitive. 
Now I cannot possibly be the only one who finds this answer difficult and, if 
the truth were really known, would have to admit that, being an “outsider,” 
one naturally feels that one is missing something. On die surface, at anyrate, 
I think you will agree they are not very sound or even good reasons. 

My father was a Mason and I must say that as a youngster, it impressed me 
very much—the promptings of “What is good enough for Father is good enough 
for me” urged me to approach him to see what could be done to make me a 
Mason. I regret to say he was not very helpful—rather was he unusually stem 
in his reply that I did not realise the seriousness or magnitude of my request 
and I was shelved for a period. I felt frustrated, and I think a little hurt—but 
undaunted I waited my next opportunity. Believe me—I was determined to 
go ahead to the unknown—it all seemed so mysterious. 

At last the time came when two of my Father’s friends who had known me 
nearly all my life felt they were fairly safe in proposing and seconding me. Like 
most other candidates I was interviewed by an august body of men who plied me 
with the usual questions—“Why did I want to be a Mason ?” “Did I believe 
in God ?” Did I attend Church or Chapel ?” “What was my religion ?” “How 
did I spend my leisure ?” “What did I expect to get from being a Mason ?” 
I still remember the questions and I thought what a lot of fussy old men they 
were. Apparently I answered the questions in the correct way for before very 
long I leamt that I had been accepted. Believe me, Brethren, that is all I knew 
until I was prepared for my Initiation Ceremony—and what a shock I had ! ! 

It is here that I come to the theme of my paper—The Approach to Free- 
toiasohry—My decided views are that the approach is a fundamental part of our 
tanQ& jp&fee£dib£s and should be carefully studied and applied With fh£ gfedtest 
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possible frankness. Whilst a man may answer the usual questions in a satisfactory 
manner, it does not, of necessity, make him a fit and proper person to be made a 
Mason. A man desirous of entering masonry can have little knowledge of 
what lies before him either by way of ceremony or obligation. He probably 
wants to be a Mason because his friends are masons—he is perhaps inquisitive— 
he perhaps thinks he is missing something—the idea of going to Lodge on a 
certain evening each months intrigues him—he may have attended a Ladies’ 
Night—and, to sum up, he just wonders what Masonry is all about. 

We, on our part, are naturally cautious, we keep our secrets in an exemplary 
way and seldom discuss openly our principles—in other words we don’t talk 
about it. What chance therefore has the prospective Mason of knowing 
anything whatever about what lies before him? 

A man may be perfectly sound, good and true and at the same time have 
an abhorrence of Ritual and Ceremony—I think I can say I have met that type. 

Many aspirants to Masonry have the idea that it is a kind of Charitable 
Institution and are prompted towards it by Charitable instincts. We are chari- 
table and our Institutions—Boys’, Girls,’Old Folks’and Hospital are our delight, 
our pleasure and our responsibility, but there is much more in Masonry than the 
support of Charity. A rogue may be charitable. 

We should be bold and fearless and let this world know, if necessary, that 
the fundamental basis of our Order and the Fount of our Faith, is our belief in 
God. We should stress, through this belief, a Mason’s duties to his Maker, his 
fellowman and to himself. In other words an initiate should be prepared to 
give himself up to a life of selfless service, which, as he progresses through the 
various degrees, becomes more real and more beautiful. 

The popular conception of Masonry is that it is a secret organisation, having 
Lodges for social enjoyment and mutual assistance—that a Mason is a member 
of the Fraternity for the express purpose of practising these objectives and that 
our elaborate ritual system of secret signs is the aid to these ends. Was there 
ever a greater travesty ? But how easily can a favourite opinion be preconceived 
on the wrong fines ? These things are undoubtedly good as far as they go, but 
they are passing phases and would never have been sufficient in themselves to 
withstand the destroying hand of Time and the attacks and critisisms of the 
outside world. A pleasant evening and the enjoyment of mutual assistance would 
be a poor foundation for any society of men, let alone the structure we have in 
mind. 

Brethren, we are what our name implies—Masons are Builders, but instead 
of bricks and mortar, we are builders of character—the true and lasting virtues 
of fife. The operative builder carefully selects the site, makes sure of a sound 
and solid foundation, then by careful use of the best materials erects an edifice 
—a joy for all to see. 

The Jerry-builder by way of contrast cares little for the foundation and is 
usually content with top-show. In reality—anything which will enable him to 
to be rid of a structure in which he has neither pride nor ultimately interest. 

We know our foundation is sound and so, if we are to be good builders, we 
must have good materials and, brethren, our materials are men—the masons 
of today and tomorrow, it is not sufficient to have good bricks on the outside 
and any sort of rubbish inside. 
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The quality and character of prospective Masons must be in keeping with 
the high traditional standards of our operative Brethren, whose handicraft 
and skill, as shown in their work, is still the delight of the modern world. 

I can never satisfy myself whether a man should apply for membership 
of our Order or whether he should be invited. Naturally I know the usual 
procedure—but it is always strikes me peculiarly that when once a Mason, he 
can only be invited to belong to the Higher Degrees. My opinion is that a Mason 
has a much better chance of knowing whether a man will make a good Mason, 
than a man to know whether Masonry will make that appeal of which you and 
I are so proud. 

Many young Masons are approached by friends and the question asked, 
“Can I be a Mason ?” and it is nearly always a difficult question. Yes—they 
are decent fellows, but if the young mason can refer it to a Past Master, 
he usually does. I find no fault with this except that a young mason should be 
as convinced of the aims and objects of our Order as a Past Master. I recall 
that just prior to the outbreak of the war—in 1938—the Grand Lodge of England 
issued a circular to all its members and I think I am right in saying that much 
of the contents appeared in the press. It was headed “Aims and Relationships 
of the Crafty* and gave a concise and statesmanlike precis of the structure and 
theme of Freemasonry as governed by the Grand Lodge of England and as 
practised by the many private Lodges of which we are members. There was 
no hesitation about its statements and it didn’t beat about the bush in any shape 
or form. May I suggest that it would be an extremely useful document to read 
to anyone applying for admission to our Order. 

It always grieves me when a mason ceases to be a regular attender of his 
Lodge for it means that something has gone wrong somewhere. It is one of three 
things—either the man, his preconceived view or our Institution. My sub- 
mission is that it can only be one (or both) of the first two. It certainly cannot 
be our Institution, otherwise the thousands who range under its banners and are 
regular attenders would be guilty not only of a sheer waste of time, but of hypo- 
crisy of the worst kind. No, Brethren, it can but be the man or the approach to 
Freemasonry and, of the two, I should say in ninety nine cases out of a hundred 
it is the latter. He has just simply tackled something he knew nothing about 
and is not prepared to give that service which is necessary to find the real joys 
of Masonry. It may well be that he sought material benefits and becomes a 
disappointed man when these are not forthcoming. 

In my opinion it is too late to reserve these aims and objects for an Initiate’s 
Toast—they should be explained as fully as possible before he signs the Declara- 
tion. 

We are not telling any secrets when we say we are a Brotherhood, every 
member of which acknowledges the Might and Majesty of God—whom we 
know as the Great Architect of the Universe and through Whom we seek to 
render service to all mankind and particularly our Brethren in Freemasonry; 
That our ideal is to do unto others as we would be done by and so leave the world 
a better place than we found it,; That the object of Freemasonry is Fellowship 
through service—one with the other, and consequently an understanding and 
tolerance before which the evils of the world may disappear; That we preach 
and practise kindliness and goodwill; That we seek to abolish the sharp practtee* 
the mean triek* the selfish thought, the unkind word; That jealousy, iiiteriipgr- 
ancC, self jpride htad aggrandisement are foreign to the teachings OF Mfcdfifyt 



It is natural for man to seek fellowship and friendship and we believe we 
have it in abundance for the right man—the man who can honestly say—“Yes ! 
those aims are my ambition.” 

We live in strange times—we see strange happenings and it is tragic to see 
and realise that belief in the Almighty is being strangled in the surge of greed 
and dishonesty in a world pillaged by the ravages of a devastating war. The 
true things of life—those virtues for which we know Freemasonry stands are 
at a discount. Materialism has gone mad. Fortunately for us—and the world 
at large for that matter—our Order stands out as the great Light—refusing 
to deviate from the straight and narrow path—refusing to associate itself in any 
shape or form with the vagaries of either Politics or Religion as they are commonly 
understood. 

There Brethren is our sheet anchor—there Brethren, lies the hope of the 
world, but it is up to you and me and those who are to join our ranks to see 
that the will of the Great Architect is faithfully discharged. 

Our Freemasonry is a well-ordered system of Morality, based on the Volume 
of the Sacred Law—its teachings are veiled in allegory and illustrated by symbols. 
I use the word “ordered” deliberately, because it is the first command given by 
the Master in opening the Lodge—“To Order, Brethren—in the First Degree.” 
It is a call to the Brethren to renew their faith in the Divine Inspiration taught 
throughout the whole of our Ritual. We are at once reminded of the Reverance 
and Humility due from us to the Great Architect. We are taught loyalty to our 
King and our Country, having regard for the Rights and Liberties of our Fellow- 
man. We are taught to obey the moral law and thus lead clean and healthy lives. 
It naturally follows that Masons are good citizens with respect for law and toler- 
ance for the mistakes and weaknesses of others. 

Our Lodges are the meeting places and the centre of union between good 
men and true—all inspired by the same desires. In many instances, men who 
would never have met but for the call of Masonry. 

None of these principles need be secret and could be explained to the 
prospective mason. 

J. B. Priestley has expressed himself thus—“It is in the making and the 
giving, not in the taking and the keeping, that Brethren find happiness.” 

At the moment many men are seeking admission into Masonry—we cannot 
however afford to make mistakes—we do not want the man who is a mason in 
name only. He is useless to himself and I think more useless to the Order. 

Our aim should be to put Masonry into Men and not Men into Masonry. 
By that means and that means only can we say with pride and conviction “There’s 
nought but what’s good to be understood by a Free and an Accepted Mason.” 

Bro. F. Haines was unanimously re-elected to represent the Lodge on the 
Prov. Committee of General Purposes. 

Bro. W. J. Bunney Chairman of the Library Committee, announced that 
in future two well-known Brethren would be in attendance at the Library every 
Wednesday evening from 7 p.m., to 8-30 p.m. 

Apologies for non-attendance were recorded, Hearty Good Wishes were 
given by the Visiting Brethren, and the Lodge was closed. 

A conversazione was afterwards held. 
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THE 
TWO-HUNDRED-AND-SEVENTY-FIFTH 

MEETING 

was held at the Freemasons’ Hall, Leicester, on Monday, 
November 25th, 1946. 

The Worshipful Master, W.Bro. P. M. Webster, presided. 

Twenty-four Members, thirty Members of the Correspondence Circle 
and fifteen Visitors were present. 

The Minutes of the last Regular Meeting were read and confirmed, after 
which the following Brethren were appointed and invested :— 

W. Bro. A. T. S. Smith   Senior Deacon 
W. Bro. F. W. Heaton .. .. .. .. Inner Guard 
W. Bro. C. E. Haines .. .. .. .. Steward 

The following 14 Brethren and 1 Lodge were unanimously elected Members 
of the Correspondence Circle :— 

Bro. E. M. Baxter, do District Bank Ltd., Whitehaven, Cumberland, 
Nos. 119, 2320, 2854 and 5502. 

Bro. T. Stanhope, 248 St. Saviour’s Road, Leicester, No. 2028. 
Bro. J. W. Kibert, 50 Bannerman Road, Leicester, No. 1391. 
Bro. A. Ratnett, “Hopedean,” Dovedale Road, Leicester, No. 523. 
Bro. F. T. Parkin, 440 Albemarle, Cerrito, California, U.S.A., No. 573. 
Bro. J. N. C. Wilson, 315 East Park Road, Leicester, No. 413 Meerut. 
Bro. H. St. G. Cramp, “The Crescent,” Bowden Fields, Market Har- 

borough. No. 738, Durban. 
Bro. R. G. St. George, 6 Widney Lane, Solihull, Nr. Birmingham, 

Nos. 3643 and 5531. 
Bro. A. C. Cheek, 11 Elmfield Close, Leicester, No. 2081. 
The Trevor Mold Lodge, No. 3293, Calle Sarmiento, 1230, Buenos Aires, 

Argentine. 
Bro. W. H. Moore, 15 Romway Road, Leicester, No. 2865. 
Bro. E. Evans, 43 Belvoir Road, Coalville, No. 2428. 
Bro. L. Callow, 4 Homeway Road, Leicester, No. 4835. 
Bro. F. R. Gill, “Mellifont,” 222 Broadway, Peterborough, No. 3964. 
Bro. W. Lea, The Red House, Elms Road, Leicester, No. 3091. 
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W. Bro. H. Carr, P.M. No. 2265, and a Full Member of the Lodge, then 
read a paper — 

“ AN EXAMINATION 
OF THE EARLY MASONIC CATECHISMS.” 

Group 1. 

3- 
4. 
5* 

6. 
7- 
8. 
9- 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13- 
14- 
15- 

16. 

17- 
18. 
19- 

20. 
21. 
22. 

23- 
Group 2. 

Q. 24. 
Q. 25. 
Q. 26. 
Q. 27. 
Q. 28. 
Q. 29. 
Q. 30. 
Q. 31. 
Q. 32. 

Group 3. 

Q- 33- 
Q- 34- 

SYNOPSIS. 
Introductory Notes  
General Questions used for admission into a Lodge, 
or forming part of the Catechism rehearsed inside 
the Lodge; symbolical and explanatory Questions. 
Are you a Mason  
Signs and Tokens. 
Hele and Conceal. 
A just and perfect Lodge. 
What makes a true and perfect Lodge. 
What is the name of your Lodge. 
How stands you Lodge. 
Where was the first Lodge. 
How high is your Lodge. 
The lights of the Lodge. 
The Jewels. 
The Pillars. 
The key of the Lodge. 
The cable rope. 
Principles. 
Brotherly Love. 
The Meridian. 
Orders in Architecture. 
The Arch. 
The Master’s place. 
The Mark. 
Yellow-Blue Compasses. 
The Salutation. 
Questions relating to the actual ceremonies and 
depicting the work inside the Lodge. 
Preparation of Candidate   
Mode of Entrance. Perambulations. 
Three Steps. 
Posture during Obligation. 
God and the Square. 
Obligation and Penalties. 
The Obligation to assist. 
How long do you serve your Master. 
Lettering and Halving. 
Questions which relate to the Candidate taking, or 
qualifying for, a higher degree. 

Kitchen-Hall  
Points of Fellowship. 

p. 24 

p. 29 
p. 29 

p. 51 

p. 61 
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Group 4. Test Questions for use outside or away from the 
Lodge ; Questions used for purposes of recognition 
and for obtaining financial assistance, and refresh- 
ment    p. 65 

Supposedly Esoteric Contents p. 66 
Signs, Gutteral 

„ Pectoral. 
,, Manual. 

Pedestal. 
„ Associated with Rhythm. 
„ Miscellaneous. 
„ Verbal. 

Tokens. 
Words   P- 74 
Pillar-Names. 
The Ma. group. 
The Gi. group. 
Modes of Communication. 

Number of Degrees  •P-79 
Style or Nature of the Ceremonies p. 81 
Survey p. 85 

AN EXAMINATION OF THE EARLY MASONIC CATECHISMS. 
INTRODUCTORY NOTES. 

During the past 50 years great additions have been made to our knowledge 
of masonic history. A new school of research workers has arisen, imbued with 
a desire for the accumulation of facts, rather than to find support for ill-founded 
theories, and gradually our Craft history is being lifted out of the realms of 
blind guesswork and established on a substantial basis. It is fitting that the work 
has been aided and rewarded by the discovery, in comparatively recent years, 
of many important documents which have added considerably to the body of 
known facts, and have done much to confirm theories already held, thus opening 
the way to still wider fields of enquiry. 

One branch alone of masonic study has not received the attention which 
its interest would seem to merit, namely, the origins and evolution of masonic 
ritual. Our obligations of secrecy, which prevent us from dealing adequately 
with topics of an esoteric nature, the scarcity of documents on which research 
can be based, the dubious nature of some of them and their inaccessibility, all 
these reasons have contributed to the apparent neglect of this important field, 
and with the exception of Bro. Poole’s paper on “Masonic Ritual and Secrets 
before 1717” (AQC 37), the principal work that has been done in this direction 
is in the nature of general survey rather than detailed study. 

The recent appearance of another prodigious work by Bro. Douglas Knoop 
and his collaborators, “The Early Masonic Catechisms” has eliminated many 
of the difficulties, by providing, in compact form, reliable transcripts of all the 
known masonic Catechisms up to 1730. The names of the editors are in them- 
selves a sufficient guarantee of the thoroughness with which the work has been 
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done, and the valuable introductory pages help to make the book a veritable 
boon for the student, and may be said to constitute an open invitation to carry 
the detailed examination of the origins of our ritual and ceremonies a stage 
further than has been attempted hitherto. 

The 16 Catechisms which are the subject of my essay appeared, (with two 
exceptions) in the period 1696-1730, although several of them have ordy recently 
come to light. Nine are in MS. form and as some of these appear to have served 
as “aides-memoire” to the ceremonies, their authenticity may justly be rated 
higher than the printed versions, which were published either for motives of 
profit or spite. The following is a list of the documents, in chronological order, 
with the abbreviated titles which, for the sake of convenience, will be attached to 
them throughout this essay. 

FULL TITLE Date Abbrev. 

The Edinburgh Register House MS. 

The Chetwode Crawley MS. 

The Sloane MS., 3329 

The Dumfries No. 4 MS. 

The Trinity College Dublin MS. 

A Mason’s Examination 

The Grand Mystery of Free-Masons 
Discover’d 

The Whole Institution of Masonry   

Institution of Free-Masons 

The Whole Institutions of Free-Masons 
Opened 

The Graham MS. 

The Grand Mystery Laid Open 

* A Mason’s Confession 

t The Wilkinson MS. 

The Mystery of Free-Masonry 

Prichard’s Masonry Dissected 

1696 

c.1700 

c.1710 

c.1710 

1711 

1723 

1724 

1724 

c.1725 

1725 

1726 

1726 

? 1727 

c.1727 

Aug. 
1730 

Oct. 
1730 

MS. 

MS. 

MS. 

MS. 

MS. 

“Flying-Post” 
Newspaper 

Pamphlet 

MS. 

MS. 

Broadsheet 

MS. 

Broadsheet 

Scots Magazine 

MS. 

Daily Journal 
Newspaper 

Pamphlet 

ER 

CC 

SL 

DU 

TC 

ME 

GMD 

WIM 

IFM 

WIO 

GR 

GMO 

MC 

W 

MF 

MD 

* Published in the Scots Magazine March 1755/6 and claims to be the 
"Working” of a Scottish Lodge of 1727. As there seems to be no reason 
to doubt the earlier date, I include it here, 

f Newly discovered 18th Cent. Catechism, indicating a "working” of 
approx. 1727. 



The documents generally are of a bipartite character consisting of 
(a) a brief narrative describing salutations, signs, or some part of the 

ceremonies, 
(jb) a series of questions and answers which were doubtless used as tests 

of recognition, and possibly as a means of rehearsing the ceremonies 
for the edification of the Lodge. 

None of them can be deemed to portray the complete ceremonies and, 
indeed, of the 16 texts under discussion, MD alone claims to be a “Universal 
& Genuine description of All its Branches . . . . ” But despite their incomplete 
or fragmentary nature, we can often deduce very precise details from them. 

Some of the documents are differentiated from the usual two-part style, 
by the addition of a paragraph or two of introductory matter, often of a scurrilous 
nature, and occasionally merely explaining how the contents came to appear in 
print. The Dumfries No. 4 MS. shows much greater variation, since it consists 
of a version of the MS. Constitutions, together with three distinct sets of questions 
and answers, some of a conventional type, and others relating to Solomon’s 
Temple, which are symbolical and strongly Christian in character. The Graham 
MS. also deviates from the usual style of the Catechisms in the highly scriptural 
nature of its answers, and, inter alia, the extraordinary Noachian legend which is 
comparable in many respects to our legend of HA. For the purposes of this 
essay, it is only necessary to mention these variations without detailing them, 
as we are concerned primarily with that part of the documents which throws 
light on the earlier development of the Ritual. 

For many years it was the fashion amongst Craft students to treat these 
documents as masonic freaks or curiosities, and they have been collectively held 
suspect and considered unworthy of serious attention. Just how short-sighted 
this attitude could be, is shown by a glance at the Dumfries No. 4 MS., which 
may be described as a perfectly “legitimate” copy of the MS. Constitutions 
known to have been in the possession of the Old Lodge of Dumfries, and now 
belonging to its successor Lodge Dumfries Kilwinning No. 53. This MS. was 
almost certainly used for ritual purposes, and its triple Catechism is of a highly 
interesting nature. Another example is the Sloane MS. 3329, which is well 
described by its endorsement “A Narrative of the Freemasons words and signs.” 
It contains a most valuable collection of salutations, “gripes,” words and signs, 
as well as a double Catechism, indicating that its compiler had knowledge of more 
than one system of “working,” and, since it speaks of the Freemasons throughout 
as “they,” we may conclude that the editor or compiler was not a Freemason. 
Nevertheless, we find in the Sloane MS., many verbal parallels which suggest 
that it may well have been copied from quite respectable originals. 

But despite the fact that these two documents form an excellent “yardstick,” 
enabling us to measure the importance of their predecessors and successors, 
quite useful and constructive studies of this kind have been virtually barred by 
the odour of suspicion attaching to the Catechisms in general. 

For all these reasons, I have excluded none of the prints and MSS. from this 
study (except those dated after 1730), nor do I condemn the contents of any of 
them since it seems to me that, while evidence is scarce, we are not entitled to 
reject anything that will help us in our work. 



I referred earlier to the one real study of the subject by Bro. Poole (AQC 37) 
who courageously undertook this pioneer work in a branch of masonic research, 
which, until then, had been regarded with disfavour. He not only opened up 
the ground but made the task easier for later students by his comparative and 
analytical method. 

Unfortunately, he was insufficiently armed with tools for the work because 
at least one vital document, the “Edinburgh Register House MS” (1696) was still 
undiscovered at that time. It is true that he had a virtual copy of the ER available 
in the Chetwode Crawley MS., but the latter is undated, while the former, 
bearing the indisputable date 1696, would have served him perfectly as a trust- 
worthy starting point. 

Another document he excluded voluntarily though it is perhaps the most 
important of the whole series, Prichard’s “Masonry Dissected” (1730); but 
having limited his paper to the ritual of the pre-Grand Lodge era, he avoided 
irrelevant entanglements on the subject of degrees, etc., by using only those 
MSS. and prints which had appeared before Prichard’s work. 

It is true, of course, that Masonry Dissected was for several years in a 
class of its own as the only tri-gradal “Exposure” published in England, and, 
to judge by its numerous editions, and by the “notice” that was taken of it in 
Grand Lodge, (minutes of Dec. 15th, 1730), its popularity was too great for 
masonic comfort. 

That Bro. Poole realized the importance of this Exposure goes without 
saying. To use his own words “ ... that epoch-making exposure which probably 
did as much as, if not more than, the ‘rulers of masonry’ to develop and stereo- 
type masonry in the form in which we have it now . . .,” but, in setting up this 
work as the first of a new series, he denied himself the opportunity of showing 
how much Prichard was indebted to the earlier Catechisms. 

Since the publication of “The Early Masonic Catechisms” another important 
MS. text, “The Wilkinson MS.” has been discovered, and reproduced by Bro. 
Knoop and his colleagues in a valuable little work under that title. It consists 
of some 79 Questions and answers representing what would appear to be a pre- 
Prichard working, (i.e., before 1730), although it seems extremely likely that it 
was actually written some time after that date. Its contents are very nearly 
related to Prichard’s “Enter'd 'Prentice's ’’Degree, yielding in many instances 
extraordinarily close parallels—which are of special importance in those 
cases when none of the earlier documents contain similar matter. 

There is good internal evidence that the MS. was a copy, although the 
faulty sequence of some of the Questions and Answers suggests that it may have 
been supplemented by some additions from memory, or that the writer was 
working from a defective original. 

Bro. Knoop’s examination of the text has led him to the conclusion that it 
represents a working of c.1727, and, comparing it with Prichard’s first degree, 
“that both workings are descended, through different lines, from a common 
ancestor, the working portrayed in our document (i.e. the Wilkinson MS.), 
being rather older than that portrayed by Prichard.” 

Although 3 grades, EA, FC and MM, arc mentioned in the W Text, the 
work apparently relates only to the EA degree, together with some test Questions 
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and instructions for use away from the Lodge, and despite the element of doubt 
as to the date of the working it purports to describe, its contents are sufficiently 
important to justify its inclusion in this study, more especially as it gives con- 
vincing proof that the elaborate system of work depicted and suggested by MD 
was not of Prichard’s own invention—but was undoubtedly copied, adapted 
and expanded by him from one or more earlier texts or systems. 

The purpose of this essay is to examine and compare these early 
indications of Masonic ritual and custom, and to trace their possible 
influence on “ Masonry Dissected” and perhaps on the ritual of our own 

' day. As regards the latter, it will usually be impracticable to stress 
particular points, but for the student of the ritual such emphasis will 
hardly be necessary. 

As to the method of approach, I have taken the ER and CC as a starting 
point, and, dealing with the questions singly whenever possible, or in sets of 2 
or 3 when they are indisputably linked, I have sought the textual parallels, 
variations and additions in the later documents. A similar method has been 
used for those questions in the later works, which have no counterpart in the 
earlier ones. 

In some cases, I have ignored questions which seem to have no bearing 
either on Prichard or on present-day ritual, e.g. the “Cabalistical” points in the 
Grand Mystery Laid Open (1726). Occasionally, we shall find in the “narrative” 
portion of certain documents, matters which form part of the Catechism in other 
works, and I have, therefore, compared “narrative” with Catechism wherever 
necessary. 

After dealing with the Questions in this way, I have adopted a somewhat 
similar method for various points in the narratives, classifying them under 
separate headings to see what evidence they yield as to the general nature and 
actual details of the Ceremonies, e.g.. Signs, “Gripes” etc., etc. 

There are two important items of internal evidence which tend to show 
how the Catechisms were used. In MC, at the end of one of the answers which 
seems to have puzzled the candidate, we read:— 

“ .. . . but so I was told to answer, which I can give 
no reason for.” 

Here, I suggest, is clear evidence that, during some part of the ceremony, the 
candidate was being prompted in his replies by an officer, in a manner quite 
familiar to us nowadays. 

At the end of the “:Charge” in DU, there is a curious instruction which 
quite obviously relates to the conditions prior to giving a higher degree : 

“Itim that no lodge or corum of massons shall give the Royal secret to 
any suddently but upon great deliberation first let him learn his Questions 
by heart then his symbals then do as the lodge thinks fit.” 

Here we see that, regardless of the Catechism, which may have formed part 
of an actual ceremony inside the Lodge, a number of test questions (and symboli- 
cal matters) had to be memorised by the candidate before he could attain pro- 
motion, and it suggests, too, that there was a proper examination of the candidate 
between degrees, on lines somewhat similar to our present system. 
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The fact that the candidate was instructed in his answers, or given an op- 
portunity of memorising them, makes the task of classifying the questions rather 
a difficult one, since it implies that any of the questions, even those requiring the 
most complicated answers, may have actually been used either during one 
ceremony, or as a preliminary to the next. 

I have, therefore, divided the questions under the following 4 main headings 
in a purely arbitrary arrangement, which is designed to preserve a readable 
sequence, while keeping the closely related answers together so as to facilitate 
comparison. 

GROUP 1. 

GROUP 2. 

GROUP 3. 

GROUP 4. 

General questions, probably used for admission into a 
Lodge, or forming part of the Catechism rehearsed inside 
the Lodge. Among these are questions of a symbolical 
or explanatory nature, whose purpose was the inculcation 
of the masons’ tenets and principles. 
Questions relating to the actual ceremonies and depicting 
the work inside the Lodge. 
Questions which relate to the candidate’s taking, or quali- 
fying for, a higher degree. 
Purely Test questions for use outside, or away from, a 
Lodge; questions used for purposes of recognition, and 
for obtaining financial assistance, and refreshment. 

The numbering of the various questions and points is for the convenience of 
the reader, and bears no relation to the numbers which appear in some of the 
Catechisms. 

The reader’s attention is particularly directed to the fact that this essay is a 
study of 17th and 18th century documents, not an examination of modern 
Masonic Ritual. 

The numerous quotations given here are of interest to the student and the 
historian, but they do not in any way refer to present day Lodge working, except 
when the Author’s text specifically suggests comparison. 

GROUP I. 

Question 1. 
ER. Q. 

A. 

ARE YOU A MASON? 
Are you a mason? 
Yes. 

All the Catechisms (with only one exception, GMO) begin with one or 
two straightforward questions, on these lines. 

CC, SL, MC, ME, MF are virtually identical with the above. 
TC. 

IFM. 

Q. Wt manner of man are you ? 
A. I am a mason. 
Q. In the name of God, Amen, Are you a Mason ? 
A. A Mason. (GMD is virtually identical). 

tylM, WIO, GR omit this question but it fc iifrpli&t id Q21 
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W&MD. Q. 
W. A. 
MD. A. 

Are you a Mason? 
I am so taken to be Among Brothers & Fellows. 
I am so taken and Accepted to be amongst Brothers and 

Fellows. 
The DU opening gives rise to rather curious additional matter :— 
DU. Q. 

Q- 
A. 

GMD. Q. 
A. 

Q- 
A. 

What are you ? A. I am a man .... 
What are you no more to ... . (text defective). 
Yes but a man I was begotten of a man and bom of a woman 

and besids I have severall potentat kings and mighty 
princes to my brothers. 

What is a Mason? 
A Man begot of a Man, born of a Woman, Brother to a 

King. 
What is a Fellow? 
A Companion of a Prince. 

W in defective text, apparendy ill-copied from some earlier document says:— 
A. A Man born of a Worn, Brother to a King, Companion 

to a prince, & fellow to a Lord. 
These words, even unsupported, would suggest the possibility of an archaic 
legend on which they may have been founded. GR, with its customary explana- 
tory style, actually provides a legend of sorts concerning “Bazalliell,” of whom 
we read :— 

GR. “ .... then was masons numbered with kings & princes  
Here Lys the flower of masonry superiour of many other companion 
to a king and to two princes a brother Here Lys the heart all secrets 
could conceall Here Lys the tongue that never did reveal.” The 
latter phrases are supposed to be BazallielTs epitaph. 

One can hardly fail to ascribe a common origin to the four last quotations, 
and the detail in the GR version becomes specially interesting, since it reminds 
us so forcibly of the HA Legend. 

The GR contains another curious legend, reminiscent of the HA story, in 
its account of the “Raising of Noah” (see Q.34, p. 63), and W has an allusion 
to “the Manner of our Great Master Hirams grave”; but none of the Exposures 
before Prichard’s MD contains a story comparable to the legend we know. 
Is it possible that these quotations, hints and allusions point to the existence of 
earher legends from which our present legend evolved ? 

Question 2. SIGNS AND TOKENS. 
ER. Q. How shall I know it ? 

A. (1) you shall know it in time and place convenient (This 
answer to be given only “if there is company present,” 
showing that this question, with question 1 was intended 

. for use both inside and away from the Lodge. 
A. (2) by signes tokens and other points of my entrie. 

CC is the only other document which has the cautious ^(1) answer. 
GMD, IFM, TC, MC, MF are all identical with A(2). 
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CC. A. by Signs and other Tokens of Entry. 
SL. A. by perfect signes and tokens and the first poynts of my 

Enterance. 
DU. A. by all trwe signs in ye first part of my entry. 

ME. A. By Signs and Tokens DDT from my Entrance 
into the Kitchen, and from thence to the Hall, (see Q.33). 

(It is uncertain whether the characters shown in this res- 
ponse are Hebrew letters or Geometrical figures). 

WIM. A. By True words and Tokens at my Entry. 
WIO. A. By True words and Tokens at my Entering. 
GR. A. By true words signs and tokens from my entering. 
MD. A. By Signs and Tokens and perfect Points of Entrance. 

(W. is virtually identical). 
GMO does not give this Q. and A. 

W. & MD. are the only documents which attempt a definition of signs and tokens, 
thus :— Q. What are Signs ? 

W. A. All Square, Levells & perpendiculars. 
MD. A. All Squares Angles and Perpendiculars. 

Q. What are Tokens ? A. Certain Regular and Brotherly 
Gripes. (W. Certain Gripes). 

Compare this with the preamble to our EA entrusting, “ all Squares, 
Levels and Perpendiculars are true and proper . ... ” But the question about 
Signs is only an elaboration of a note in which four older documents concur :— 

WIM. “First Observe—That all Squares is Signs According to 
the subject in handling.” (WIO and GR almost identical) 

MF. “ Every Square is a Sign ; ” 

Question 3. HELE AND CONCEAL. 
ER. Q. What is the first point ? 

A. Tell me the first point ile tell you the second. 
This cautious answer is found only in ER, CC, SL, MC, MD, 

ER continues :-“The first is to heill and conceall, seconds under no less pain, 
which is then cutting of your throat. For you most make 
that sign, when you say that.” 

The final instruction that “you most make that sign etc.,” appears only in ER 
and CC and deserves some attention. In both MSS. the Catechisms are grouped 
under the heading “Some Questions That Masons Use to Put to Those Who 
Have ye Word, Before They Will Acknowledge Them” and the majority of the 
questions are such as might be used for testing purposes both inside and outside, 
or away from, a Lodge. This instruction, however, seems to suggest that the 
question was used as part of the ceremony inside the Lodge, since it is inconceiv- 
able that a “sign” of this kind would be made obligatory in a public place. 

The words in italics are the real body of the answer to Question 3, but the 
later Catechisms enlarged the penalty clause. SL is the earliest MS. to use the 
word “tongue” at this point, and its phrasing is fairly representative of the 
majority of replies to this questioih 
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SL. the first is heal and Conceal or Conceal and keep secret! by no less 
paine than cutting my tongue from my throat. 

CC, ME, GMD, say “hear”; IFM says “hide”; WIM says “hold”. 
The word “hele” is variously spelt “heill,” heall,” “hale,” “hail” and “heal.” 
GR, WIM, WIO, do not mention penalties. 
W, MC, MD, give no penalties in reply to this question, but more elaborate 
penalties elsewhere (cf OB Q.29). 

(TC, GMO, MF do not have the question at all). 
DU. Q. How shal I know yt? 

A. by all trwe signs in ye first part of my entry Ill heall and 
conceall. 

DU also gives no penalties as part of its response to this question, but it 
has another which may be dealt with under this heading. 

DU. Q. What punishment is inflicted on these yt reveals ye secret ? 
A. Yr heart is to be taken out alive Yr head is to be cut of and 

yr bodys to be buried in ye sea mark and not in any place 
Qr Christians are buried. 

Here we see an entirely novel series of punishments, some of which will reappear 
in the later Catechisms as part of the OB. W & MD deal with the questions in 
much the same way as the majority of the Catechisms, but quite logically extend 
the examination as follows :— 

MD. 
Masonry Dissected. 

Exam. Give me the Points of 
your entrance. 

Resp. Give me the first and 
I’ll give you the second. 

Exam. I Hail it. 
Resp. I conceal it. 
Exam. What do you conceal ? 
Resp. All Secrets and Secresy 

of Masons and Masonry 
unless to a True and 
Lawful Brother after 
due Examination, or in 
a just and worshipful 
Lodge of Brothers and 
Fellows well met. 

(Familiar phrases which appear later 
as part of the MD Obligation.) MD 
continues:— 
Q. What are the Secrets of a Mason 
A. Signs, Tokens and Many Words. 
Ex. Give me the Enter’d ’Prentice’s 

Sign, (followed by precise de- 
details of a sign, token and 
“lettered” word). 

Wilkinson MS. 
(W. does not give this sentence). 

Q. Give me the first, I’ll give you 
ye second. 

M. Ex I heal. 
I conceal. 

Q. What do you Conceal. 
A. All ye Secretts or Secrecy of a 

Mason or Masonry. 

Q. What are Secretts. 
A. Signs, tokens & many Words. 
W. Gives no information at all as 

to sign or token but goes on to 
give a “lettered” word. (See 
Q.32, p. 60). 
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Question 4. A JUST AND PERFECT LODGE. 

ER. Q. Where wes you entered? 

A. At the honourable Lodge. (CC is identical). 

SL. A. In a just and perfect or just and Lawfull Lodge. 

TC. A. In a full and perfect Lodge. 

GMD, IFM, MC, MFj MD :-“In a just and perfect Lodge.” 

WIM, WIO, GR & W“.... a true and perfect Lodge.” 
The DU and ME responses to this question are given under Q.7. (This question 
is not in GMO). 

Question 5. WHAT MAKES A TRUE AND PERFECT LODGE. 

ER. Q. What makes a true and perfect Lodge ? 
A. Seven masters, five entered apprentices, A dayes Journey 

from a burroughs town, without bark of dog or crow of 
cock. (CC identical). 

An analysis of the various answers to this question shows that the customary 
response contained the numbers of the several grades of masons who formed 
the Lodge, together with a description of the location in which it might be held, 
while some answers include certain symbolic matters. 

NUMBERS. 
As regards the first part of the answer, ER and CC have two 

additional questions relating to numbers, while SL also contains similar matter. 

ER. 2. 
A. 

Q- 
A. 

Does no less make a true and perfect lodge ? 
Yes, five masons and three entered apprentices. 
Does no less ? 
The more the merrier, the fewer the better chear. 

It will be noticed in the chart on next page, which summarizes the replies, that 
5 of our documents have alternative sets of numbers, while several others say 
plainly that variations were permitted :— 
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Name 
Numbers Required 

Masters Wardens FC EA Comments from the Texts. 

ER 
ER altera. 
CC 
CC altera. 

“ The more the merrier, 
the fewer the better chear.” 

SL 
SL altera. 

. . the more the merrier, the 
fewer the Better Chear.” 

TC 

ME “ ... with Square, Compass, 
and Common Gudge.” 

GMD “God & the Square with 5 or 
7 Right & Perfect Masons.” 

IFM “God & the Square with 7 or 
5 Right & Perfect Masons.” 

GR ‘any od number from 3 to 13” 

MC (See note below * ) 

W “Seven ... make a true & 
perfect Lodge.” 

W altera. “Five free & Accepted Masons 
met together in place and due 
form.” 

MF “ ... with Square, Compass, 
and Common Gudge.” 

MD “Seven or more makes a Just 
& perfect Lodge.” 

MD altera. 1 1 ‘Five makes a Lodge.* 

It is impossible to say whether the extremely wide differences which are 
exhibited in this chart are the result of local variations, or of gradual changes in 
procedure. Certain it is that no very definite answers were expected and Bro. 
Poole suggests that “the numbers were evidently intended to be symbolic, or 
at any rate conventional.” He considers, too, that the words “the more the 
merrier” etc., which appear in our three earliest documents and nowhere else, 
may have been one of the test phrases to “know a mason by,” but the complete 
disappearance of this answer from all the later documents rather tends (in my 
opinion) to discount its importance. 
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It will be noted that GMD, IFM and GR give only odd numbers, and all 
3 documents have questions relating to odds. * (MC qualifies its odd numbers 
with a note that they “will do the thing with fewer.”) 

GMD. Q. 
A. 

GR. Q. 
A. 
Q- 
A. 

Why do Odds make a Lodge. 
Because all Odds are Mens Advantage. 

(IFM almost identical). 

But how many masons is so called, 
any od number from 3 to 13. 
Why so much ado and still haveing od numbers. 
still in refferance ffrom the blesed trinity to the comeing 

of Christ with his 12 apostles. 

While it is possible therefore that some Lodges insisted on the odd numbers in 
this response, a reference to the chart shows that this was by no means unanimous. 

In MD we find a curious distinction drawn between 5 who “make a Lodge” 
and 7 or more who “make a Just & Perfect Lodge,” and, in drawing this dis- 
tinction, Prichard undoubtedly laid the foundation for one sentence in our 
modern ritual. (The W. details are not quite so familiar). 

It is also interesting to see that in four of the latest sets of figures, one Master 
and two Wardens form an essential part of the team, regardless of variations in 
the other grades. 

LOCATION. 
The second part of the responses dealing with the situation of 

the Lodge all show that the main requirement was solitude, remoteness from 
human habitation, and from interruption of any kind. 

MD. Q. Where does the Lodge stand ? 
A. Upon Holy Ground, or the highest Hill or lowest Vale, or 

in the Vale of Jehosaphat, or any other secret Place  

and all the replies to this question are comprised of elements contained in the 
ER and MD responses given here. 

ER, CC, SL, DU, ME, MC, MF all use the “Bark of Dog” phrase. SL, DU, 
GMD, IFM, MC, MD all use the “Hill-Valley” phrase. ME, MF, W, & MD, 
mention the “Vale of Jehosaphat.” 

Bro. Poole, (AQC 37.20), quotes one of the Bye-Laws of the Lodge of Aber- 
deen, dated 1670, which shows that the question as to location was not a mere 
formality, as the close similarity of the answers might suggest, but a serious 
reminder of one of the Mason’s duties. 

“Wee ordaine lykwayes that no lodge be holden within a dwelling house 
wher ther is people living in it, but in the open fieldes, except it be ill 
weather, and then Let ther be a house chosen that no person shall heir 
nor sie ws.” 
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SYMBOLIC ADDITIONS. 
ME. Q. What makes a just and perfect Lodge ? 

A. A Master, two Wardens, four Fellows, five Apprentices, 
with Squarey Compassy and Common Gudge (gauge). 

MF gives identical “tools.” 
GMD. Q. 

A. 
How many make a Lodge? 
God and the Square, with five or seven right and perfect 

Masons, etc., etc. 
IFM. is identical. 

These additions to the stock answers in four of our documents are evidence of 
symbolical or speculative influence. Nowadays we consider that the VSL is an 
essential part of the Lodge, and our ancient Brethren were taught, in exactly 
the same way, that the Lodge was incomplete without those symbols which helped 
to make it “just and perfect,” and, if we read VSL to represent the deity, we 
find that our modern usage is not very different from that of 1724. 

As regards the “Square, Compass, and Common Gudge” I suggest that 
these, too, are used here not as Mason’s tools but as symbols, and if evidence 
were needed to show that this is the sense in which our ancient Brn. adopted them, 
I would point out that these three are really “testing or measuring tools,” as 
distinct from real “working tools,” such as the chisel or the maul. 

Question 6. WHAT IS THE NAME OF YOUR LODGE. 
ER. Q. What is the name of your Lodge ? 

A. Kilwinning. (CC is identical). 
Both ER and CC treat this as a “question of fact” and give the name of an actual 
Lodge. ME is the only other Catechism which follows this practice with the 
answer “I am of the Lodge of St. Stephens.” But all the other documents that 
have this question, give the answer “The Lodge (or Holy Lodge) of St. John” 
with many, but trivial variations. The form of the question varies slighdy too, 
e.g., 

DU. Q. What Lodge were you entered in ? 
ME, GMD, IFM, WIO, WIM Q. What Lodge are you of? 
MF. Q. To what lodge do you belong ? 
W. Q. Whence Come you. 

GR. has a slightly different form of the question which is linked to the 
Salutation :-(See Q.23). 

GR “The Sallutation is as ffollows 
Q. ffrom whence came you ? 
A. I came ffrom a right worshipfull Lodge of Masters and 

ffellows belonging to God and Holy St. John etc., etc. 
WIM and WIO both have this Salutation question in addition to the question 

“what Lodge are you of.” 
MD opens its “Enter’d ’Prentice’s Degree” with this question and, in the 

course of its Fellow-Crafts Degree, there is a curious N.B. to explain 
its origin 
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MD.(EA) Q. From whence came you ? A. From the Holy Lodge of 
St. John’s. 

(FC deg.)  N.B. The Reason why they Denominate them- 
selves of the Holy Lodge of St. John’s is because he was 
the Fore-runner of our Saviour, and Laid the first 
Parallel Line to the Gospel . . . etc. 

Question 7. HOW STANDS YOUR LODGE. 
ER. Q. How stands your Lodge? 

A. east and west as the temple of Jerusalem. 
SL. A. east and west as all holly Temples Stand. 
This East-West answer appears in all the Catechisms except ME, WIO, 

and GMO which do not give the question at all. (In its alternative catechism, 
SL practically duplicates this Q & A). GR is the only marked variation from 
the normal :- 

GR. Q. How stood your Lodge at your entering. 
A. East, west and south  
Q. Why east and west 
A. Because churches stands east and west and porches to the 

south. 

Question 8. WHERE WAS THE FIRST LODGE. 
ER. Q. Where was the first Lodge? 

A. In the porch of Solomon’s Temple. 
MF and ME. A. In Solomon’s Porch : the two Pillars were called Jachin 

and Boaz. 
This question appears only in ER, CC, ME, MF, GMD, IFM, and all the 
answers are similar to the examples shown. 
SL, however, shows a marked variation :- 

SL. Q. Where was the word first given ? 
A. At the Tower of Babylon. 
Q. Where did they call their first lodge. 
A. At the holy Chapell of St. John. 

The last answer would seem to belong under the heading of Q.6., but for the 
fact that it is in reply to a vastly different question. 
MD has a number of questions relating to Solomon’s Temple, The Porch, 
Pillars, Middle Chamber, etc., but this question is omitted. 

The names of Solomon’s Two Pillars are usually elicited in answer to a 
separate question and it is interesting to notice that, in nearly all Catechisms 
in which the names appear, they are used jointly under questions relating to 
the EA. The exceptions are as follows 

TC which allocates one name each to EA and FC. 
MD which uses both names for EA, and the latter alone for FC. 
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Question 9. HOW HIGH IS YOUR LODGE. 
SL. Q. How high is your Lodge. 

A. without foots yards or Inches it reaches to heaven. 
TC is almost identical. 
DU Q. how high is your Lodge? 

A. inches and spans Inumberable. 
Q. how Inumberable? 
A. the material heavens and stary firmament. 

Bro. Poole considered this question to be a direct allusion to the custom of holding 
mason’s lodges in the open air, (see Q.5) but it seems to me to have been one of 
a series of symbolical questions, and Prichard’s “expansion” suggests that he 
treated it in this way, since he included questions relating to length, breadth 
and depth, thus 

MD. Q. 
Q. 
2. 
2- 

2- 

What Form is the Lodge ? A. A long Square. 
How Long? A. From East to West. 
How broad? A. From North to South. 
How High ? A. Inches, Feet and Yards. 

innumerable, as high as the Heavens. 
How deep ? A. To the Centre of the Earth. 

This “How-High” question appears only in SL, DU, TC, W and MD, but 
the latter has yet another question on the subject. 

MD. Q. What Covering have you to the Lodge ? 
A. A clouded Canopy of divers Colours (or the Clouds). 

The W. text is particularly interesting at this point, because it gives an entirely 
novel reason for the shape of the Lodge, and also introduces a broad hint of a 
Hiramic Legend, the only indication of its kind in the whole text. 

W. Q. What is the form of your Lodge? 
A. An Oblong Square. 
Q. Why so. 
A. the Manner of our Great Master Hirams grave. 

Question 10. THE LIGHTS OF THE LODGE. 
ER. Q. Are there any lights in your lodge ? 

A. Yes three the north east, SW, and eastern passage. The 
one denotes the Master mason, the other the warden 
The third the setter croft, (i.e. FC). 

DU. Q. 
2- 

2. 

2. 
A. 

how many lights is in yt lodge ? A. 3. 
what (text faulty ....) of ye 3 ? A. ye master the 

fellow craftsman and ye warden, 
wc way stands yee lights ? A. ye one is in ye East 

and (one) in ye West and one in ye midle. 
What is for ye one (in) ye East. 
it is for the master and ye West is for the ffellow craftsmen 

and ye midle is for ye warden. 
There is a general agreement in 6 of our documents (i.e., ER, CC, DU, ME, W, 
MF) that the lights of the Lodge were three in number, namely, the Master, 
Wardens and Fellows. (MF calls them “precious Jewels”). 
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SL says “three, the sun the master and the square.” 

GMD and IFM. “The Three Persons, Father Son and Holy Ghost** and GR 
calls them “the first 3 jewells.” 

WIM, WIO, GR, all give 12 lights, as follows 
“Father, Son, Holy Ghost, Sim, Moon, Master-Mason, Square, Rule, 

Plum, Line, Mell, Chizzel,” 
but this appears to be a composite answer covering the equivalent of two or 
three questions in the other documents. 

DU gives the “Trinity” answer (see GMD above) in reply to a question on the 
number of “steps in Jacob’s Ladder.” 

A part of the answer to this “Lights” question was usually devoted to a 
description of their geographical position, and here we find wide variations, so 
that it is not possible to determine whether the positions given were those actu- 
ally occupied by the Master, Wardens, and Fellows inside the Lodge, or whether 
they merely represent survivals of a test question whose original meaning and 
purpose is now lost. 

The positions of the lights are given as follows :- 
ER. CC. NE, SW and eastern passage. 
DU. E, W, and middle. 
MC. SE, S and SW. 
GMD, IFM. A Right East, South & West. 
MD. East, South & West. 

Some of the documents treat this Lights question as one of actual illumina- 
tion, thus :- 
SL. 

DU. Q- 
Q- 
A. 

how many lights are in your Lodge? 
two one to see to go in and another to see to work. 
how many lights is in your lodge? A. two. 
wc be ye two? 
ye sun riseth in ye east and sets all men to work, and sets 

in ye west and so turns all men to bed. 
But in addition to this 2 light response, DU also has a set of questions 
relating to 3 lights, (see ante), and the double set of questions seems to 
give good evidence of the existence of at least two different systems of 
Lodge working in use at this date. 
W. Q. What did you see when you was Introduc’d into the Lodge ? 

A. three great lights. 
MD. distinguishes between symbolical lights and “fixed lights”(i.e. windows) 
and with his genius for expansion Prichard has made much of this question :- 
MD. Q. Have you any Lights in your Lodge ? 

A. Yes, Three. (He explains that they are candles on tall 
candlesticks). 



40 

W. & MD. Q. What do they represent ? 
A. Sun, Moon and Master-Mason. 

W. & MD. Q. Why so ? 
A. Sun to rule the Day, Moon the Night, and Master-Mason 

his Lodge. 
MD. Q. Have you any fix’d Lights in your Lodge ? 

A. Yes. 
Q. How many? 
A. Three. (He explains that these are three Windows, vainly 

supposed to be in every Lodge-room, “but more properly 
the four Cardinal Points according to the Antique Rules 
of Masonry”). 

Q. How are they situated ? 
A. East, South and West. 
Q. What are their uses ? 
A. To light the Men to, at, and from their work. 
Q. Why are there no Lights in the North ? 
A. Because the Sun darts no Rays from thence. 

(The “Lights” question does not appear in TC and GMO). 

Question n. THE JEWELS. 
ER. Q. Are there any jewells in your lodge. 

A. Yes three. Perpend Esler, a Square pavement and a broad 
ovall. 

CC . .. variation in spelling only. 
Seven of the nine documents which have this question are agreed as to the 

number of jewels, i.e. three. ME says four 
ME. A. Four; Square, Astler, Diamond and Common Square. 

This appears to be an error due to the placing of a comma between the words 
Square and Astler. 

MD speaks of Six Jewels, Three Movable and Three Immovable. But 
although the texts are almost unanimous as to the number of jewels, there are 
extraordinary variations in the names applied to them. 

SL Square pavemt the blazing Star and the Danty tassley. 
GMD A square Asher a Diamond and a Square. 
IFM A Square where a Diadem and a Square. Q G3 “1 
MC A square pavement, a dinted ashler, and a broached dornal. 
W the Mosaick Pavement, the dented Asler & the broach Urnell. 
MD Trasel Board, Rough Ashler and Broached Thurnel (Immovable 

Jewels). 
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For a close study of the technical terms contained in these answers, I would 
refer the student to Dring, AQC 29, p.258 etc., and to Thorpe, Leicester Lodge 
of Research Reprints No. 13, p.37, etc. It suffices to say here that the generally 
accepted opinion is that three of the jewels consisted of 

(1) a parpent Ashler (i.e. a dressed stone which passes through a wall 
from side to side). 

(2) a broached thumel (i.e. a rough ashler). 
(3) a square pavement (probably alluding to the floor of the lodge). 

The Diamond, Diadem and Blazing Star, all of which may be synonymous, 
are too vague to be explained with certainty. Three of our documents, MF, 
GMD, IFM, give the Square as one of the jewels, and this is not surprising, 
since we know that it was always considered one of the most important symbols 
in masonry (See Q.2 and Q.28). 

This leads me to notice the geometrical diagrams in three of the Catechisms. 
TC. has the following. “To send for a Brother the signes are these.... 

. A 
IFM, with a mis-reading of Square Ashler Diamond and Square, (see 

above) has ��E3 “I 
ME, speaking of signs and tokens (Q.2) has the Hebrew (?) letters LI O “I 

Note : Gould’s reproduction of these three characters (in his reprint of ME) 
shows three geometrical figures, not Hebrew letters. 

I now suggest that these three sets of diagrams had a common ancestry and 
that they are intended to represent the jewels of the Lodge, i.e., a Square Pave- 
ment of Square Ashler, a Diamond and a Square. The cone-shaped figure in 
TC and the central diagram in IFM may well be attempts at the Diamond, or 
Diadem; and despite Dr. Cohen’s ingenious explanation of the Hebrew letters 
in ME (see Knoop EMC) they do not make a wordy and were most probably 
copied from an original MS in which the copyist failed to recognise them as 
diagrams and mistook them for Hebrew characters. 

The W. & MD 
MD. Q. 

Q. 
Q- 

Q- 

Q- 

Q. 

Jewel questions are much alike. I give Prichard’s version :- 
Have you any Jewels in the Lodge. A. Yes. 
How many ? A. Six. Three Moveable, and three 

Immoveable. 
What are the Moveable Jewels ? A. Square Level and 

Plumb-rule. 
What are their uses ? A. Square to lay down True and 

Right lines. Level to try all Horizontals, and the Plumb- 
Rule to try all Uprights. 

What are the Immoveable Jewels ? A. Trasel Board, 
Rough Ashler, and Broach’d Thumel. 

What are their uses ? A. Trasel Board for the Master 
to draw his designs upon. Rough Ashler for the Fellow- 
Craft to try their Jewels upon, and the Broach’d 
Thurnel for the Enter’d ’Prentice to learn to work upon. 

This answer closely resembles the MC reading. 
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The following questions actually precede the Jewel questions in MD 
Q. Have you any Furniture in your Lodge? A. Yes. 
Q. What is it ? A. Mosaick Pavement, Blazing Star and 

Indented Tarsel. 
Q. What are they. A. Mosaick Pavement, the Ground 

Floor of the Lodge, Blazing Star the Centre, and In- 
dented Tarsel the Border round about it. 

Q. What is the other Furniture of a Lodge? 
A. Bible Compass and Square. (W. has this answer to a 

solitary “Furniture” question). 
Q. Who do they properly belong to ? A. Bible to God 

Compass to the Master, and Square to the Fellow-Craft. 
DU in reply to a question on the number of pillars in the Lodge also gives 

the answer “Three .... ye Square, the compas and ye bible.” (see under 
Q.I2.) 

In the Master’s Part, Prichard adds still further to his dissertation on Jewels 
etc. 

MD. Q. What are the Master-Jewels ? 
A. The Porch, Dormer and Square Pavement. 
Q. Explain them. 
A. The Porch the Entring into the Sanctum Sanctorum, the 

Dormer the Windows or Lights within, the Square 
Pavement the Ground Flooring. 

The Jewel Question does not appear in DU, TC, WIM,' WIO, GR, GMO. 

Question 12. THE PILLARS. 

GMD. Q. How many Pillars ? A. Two. Jachin and Boaz. 
Q. What do they represent ? A. A Strength and Stability 

of the Church in all ages. 
IFM is identical with above, and DU has a long paragraph on the same lines. 

The question here, however, is not intended as a means of eliciting a particular 
“test” reply, but rather for the purpose of inculcating a spiritual lesson ; indeed 
DU in its Catechism has a three-pillar question :- 

DU. Q. how many pillers is in your Lodge ? A. three. 
Q. what are these ? A. ye Square, the Compas and ye 

bible. 
and it is obvious that there was some degree of confusion as between the Pillars 
of Solomon, and the moral lesson to be taught on the pillars of the Lodge. 
W. & Prichard avoided the confusion by leaving Solomon’s Pillars to play their 
proper parts in the catechism, and introducing 3 new pillars for the ethical lesson. 
(The W & MD texts are almost identical) :- 

MD. Q. What supports a Lodge ? A. Three great Pillars. 
Q. What are they called ? A. Wisdom, Strength and 

Beamy. 
Q. Why so ? A. Wisdom to contrive, 

Strength to support, 
and beauty to adorn. 
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Question 13. THE KEY OF THE LODGE. 

ER. Q. where shall I find the key of your lodge ? 
A. Three foot and an half from the lodge door under a perpend 

esler and a green divot. But under the lap of my liver 
where all my secrets of my heart lie. 

Q. Which is the Key of your lodge ? 
A. A weel hung tongue. 
Q. where lies the key ? A. In the bone box. 

CC is virtually identical and MC is on similar lines. 
This series of Key questions occupies an important place in 10 of our docu- 

ments (ER, CC, SL, DU, ME, MF, GMD, IFM, MC, MD). 
I quote a few examples at length 
ME. Q. 

2. 
Q. 

2. 
A. 

Is there a Key to your Lodge ? A. Yes. 
What is’t ? A. A well hung Tongue. 
Where is it kept? A. In an Ivory Box between my 

Teeth, or under the Lap of my Liver, where the Secrets 
of my Heart are kept. 

Where does the Key of the working Lodge lie ? 
It lies on the Right Hand from the Door two Foot and a 

half, under a Green Turf, and one Square. 
MF is almost identical. (Note, reference to the “working Lodge.”). 
GMD Q. Have you the Key of the Lodge ? A. Yes I have. 

Q. What is its Virtue ? A. To open and shut, and shut 
and open. 

Q. Where do you keep it ? A. In an Ivory Box, between 
my Tongue and my Teeth, or within my Heart, where 
all my Secrets are kept. (IFM identical). 

SL and DU both have unusual readings, the former being particularly 
interesting by reason of its probable influence on Prichard. 

SL. Q. where Lyes the Keys of the Lodge doore ? 
A. they Ley in a bound Case or under a three comerd pavemt 

about a foot and halfe from the Lodge door. 
Q. wt is the Keys of your Lodge Doore made of? 
A. it is not made of Wood Stone Iron or steel or any sort of 

metde but the tongue of a good report behind a brothers 
back as well as before his face. 

All the replies state that the Tongue is the Key of the Lodge, that it is kept 
in a “bone” or “ivory” box, and all except DU and MD are agreed that it is the 
Key to the Safe repository of a mason’s secrets, i.e., “under the lap of my liver” 
or the heart. 

But six of the documents seem to treat the question as an ambiguous one 
and, in addition to their “tongue and heart” symbolism, they give an actual 
measurement of distance from the Lodge door, where a real key might be found, 
hidden under a divot, ashler or pavement. With six documents unanimous 
on such a point as this, I am inclined to wonder whether the question was not 
something more than a mere test. 
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As to the distances mentioned ER and CC say 3! ft; ME, MF, MC say 2^ 

feet; SL says i| feet. It is difficult to find an explanation of these figures, 
and this may be the reason why Prichard discarded this part of the answer. 

MD. Q. 

<2- 

Q- 
Q- 

2- 

Where do you keep those Secrets ? A. Under my 
Left Breast. 

Have you any Key to those Secrets ? A. Yes. 
Does it hang or does it lie ? A. It hangs. 
What does it hang by ? A. A Tow-Line 9 inches or 

a Span. 
What Metal is it of ? A. No manner of Metal at all; 

but a Tongue of good Report is as good behind a Brother’s 
Back as before his Face. 

W. omits the “key & distance” questions entirely, but has the “secrets” 
Q and A., and, at a later stage (apparently in its wrong place in the text) it gives 
a “metal” Q. & A., thus 

W. Q. Where do (you) keep yr. Secretts as a Mason. 
A. in a bone box that Neither Opens nor Shuts but with 

Ivory keys, nine Inches or a Span from my Mouth. 
<2- Whats Metal Made off. 
A. Neither Silver nor Gold Pewter nor brass. Iron nor Steele— 

but the Tongue of a good Report, that Speaks the Same 
behind a Brother as before his face. 

But the tongue of good report was not merely a novelty of the SL. that had 
been adopted by W. & MD. There is good evidence that it had formed part 
of the Masons’ obligation at a much earlier date. In the Laws & Statutes of the 
Lodge Aberdeen dated 1670 we read “ ... every on to Love ane another as 
brotheres bom and allwayes to have a good report behind ther neyghboures 
back as his oath tyes him” (Lodge Aberdeen iter A. G. Miller). 

Question 14. THE CABLE ROPE. 
SL. <2. how long is the Cable Rope of your Lodge ? 

A. as long as from the Lop of my Liver to the root of the tongue. 
This is the earliest allusion to a Cable-rope in all our documents. Originally, 

it was probably a part of the “Key, tongue and heart” symbolism and none of the 
Catechisms except W & MD mentions the cable rope in any other sense than the 
example given above. 

DU. Q. what is the length of your cable ? 
A. It is as long as between ye point of my navel and ye shortest 

of my hair. 
TC has no key questions at all, but has a cable question. 
TC. Q. How far is it from ye cable to ye anchor ? 

A. As far as from ye tongue to ye heart. 
ME. Q. Is there a chain to it (i.e. the key) ? A. Yes. 

Q. How long is it ? A. As long as from my Tongue to 
my Heart. 

GMD, IFM, MF, are all virtually identical. 



45 

MC has a curious reading which seems to confuse the answers to this and 
the “key” questions 

MC. Q. Where lies the cappel-tow? A. Eighteen or nineteen 
foot and an half from the lodge-door; and at the end of 
it lies the cavel-mell to dress the stones with. - N.B. 
There is no such thing among them as a cappel-tow. 

MD says the tongue hangs by a “Tow-line 9 inches or a Span..(See 
Q.13) but in the Ob. we find both W & MD have a new use for the “Cable” 
phrase (see Ob. Q.29). 

W. Ob. “ .... a Cables Length from the Land where the tide ...” 
MD. Ob. “.... the Length of a Cable-rope from Shore, where 

the Tide ” 

Question 15. PRINCIPLES. 

SL. 

DU. 

Q. from whome do you derive your principalis ? 
A. from a greater than you. 
Q. who is that on earth that is greater than a freemason.? 
A. he yt was caryed to ye highest pinnicall of the Temple of 

Jerusalem. 
A. “ yt stood upon ye highest penacle of the temple.” 

Prichard uses these phrases (with suitable additions) as part of his FC degree 
MD. Q. Who doth that G denote ? A. One that’s greater 

than you. 
Q. Who’s greater than I, that am a Free and Accepted Mason, 

the Master of a Lodge. 
A. The Grand Architect and Contriver of the Universe, or 

He that was taken up to the top of the Pinnacle of the 
Holy Temple. 

Question 16. BROTHERLY LOVE. 

GMD. Q. How many particular Points pertain to a Free-Mason ? 
IFM. Q. How many Principal Points pertain to a Right Mason ? 
GMD. A. Three; Fraternity, Fidelity, Tacity. 

Q. What do they represent ? A. Brotherly Love, Relief, 
and Truth, among all Right Masons; for which all 
Masons were ordain’d at the Building of the Tower of 
Babel, and at the Temple of Jerusalem. 

IFM is virtually identical. 
These questions appear only in GMD and IFM (immediately prior to a 

question relating to the PROPER POINTS i.e. the “Points of Fellowship”) 
and it is a little surprising that a question of so important and fundamental a 
nature should have been omitted from so many of our texts. (The replies to 
Q.30 may perhaps be compared with the above, although that question is entirely 
different). 



46 

I would hazard two reasons for these apparent omissions. 
(1) The Moral Duties already formed an important part of the MS. 

Constitutions (or Ancient Charges) which were read to each candidate 
on his admission. 

(2) At this period, and for some years later, it is probable that a substantial 
part of the ritual was of an extemporaneous nature. 

GR has a response which runs on somewhat similar lines to GMD 
GR. Q. what did you see in the Lodge when you did see ? 

A. I saw truth the world and Justice and brotherly Love. 
W & MD have unusual questions which yield answers that seem to fall into 

this class 

WILKINSON MS. 
Q. What did you learn by being a 

Mason. 
A. Asa Working Mason to hew Stone 

& Raise Perpendiculars - as a 
Gent. Mason Secrecy Moral- 
ity & good ffellowship. 

MASONRY DISSECTED. 
Q. What did you learn by being a 

Gentleman-Mason. 
A. Secresy, Morality and Good- 

fellowship. 

Q. What do you learn by being an 
Operative Mason ? 

A. Hue, Square, Mould-stone, lay 
a Level and raise a Perpen- 
dicular. 

Question 17. THE MERIDIAN. 
GMD. Q. How is the meridian found out ? 

A. When the Sun leaves the South and breaks in at the West- 
End of the Lodge. (IFM Identical). 

Although Prichard has several “Sun” questions, he does not include this one, 
nor can we find its parallel in any of the Catechisms. 

Question 18. ORDERS IN ARCHITECTURE. 
ME. Q. How many Orders be there in Architecture ? 

A. Five. Tuscan, Doric, Ionic, Corinthian and Composite, 
or Roman. 

MF, GMD and IFM are virtually identical. 
GR does not have this question, but in the course of an explanation of the 

FPOF it refers those signs to “the ffive points off artitectur and allso to the ffive 
orders of Masonry.” 

GMD and IFM extend the question thus :- 
GMD Q. What do they answer ? A. They answer to the Base, 

Perpendicular, Diameter, Circumference and Square. 
These questions seem to contain the elements (or relics ?) of an Architectural 
lesson and they are not preserved in MD. Both W. and MD however give some 
questions of a similar purpose, the texts being almost identical. 
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MD. Q. How many Principles are there in Masonry ? A. Four. 

Q. What are they? A. Point, Line, Superficies and Solid. 
Q. Explain them. A. Point the Centre (round which the 

Master cannot err) Line Length without Breadth, Super- 
ficies Length and Breadth, Solid comprehends the whole. 

Question 19. THE ARCH. 
ME. Q. Whence comes the Pattern of an Arch? 

A. From the Rainbow. (MF identical). 
GMD and IFM say that the Arch is derived from Architecture and that it 
resembles the Rainbow. 
These Arch-Rainbow questions do not appear in any of the remaining documents. 

Question 20. THE MASTER’S PLACE. 
SL. Q. wch is the masters place in the lodge ? 

A. the east place is the masters place in the Lodge and the 
Jewell resteth on him first and he setteth men to worke 
wt the masters have in the foor-noon the wardens reap 
in the Afternoon. 

This is the earliest version of a question which, in a variety of forms, finds 
an important place in 11 of our documents. The reference to the Jewell is a 
complete puzzle as the phrase has no parallel in the later Catechisms, unless 
Prichard’s expansion q.v. (which includes the names of “jewels” worn by 
various officers) may be deemed a variation of SL. 

TC and DU both have more formal answers although their descriptions 
of the Master’s seat are rather curious. 

TC. Q. Where sits ye master ? A. In a Chair of bone in ye 
middle of a four square pavement. 

Q. Wt sits he there for ? A. To observe the suns rising 
to see to set his men to work. 

DU. Q. where layes ye master? A. in a stone trough under 
ye west window looking to ye east waiting for ye son 
rising to sett his men to work. 

ME is the earliest work which gives the situation of Master, Wardens and 
Fellows, thus :- 

ME. Q. How do Masons take their Place in Work ? 
A. The Master SE, the Wardens NE and the Fellows Eastern 

Passage. 
MF has the same question but answers East for Master and Wardens, and 

Eastern Passage for the Fellows. 
GMD. Q. Where is the Masons Point ? A. At the East Window, 

waiting the Rising of the Sun, to set his Men at work. 
Q. Where is the Wardens Point ? A. At the West-Window, 

waiting the setting of the Sun, to dismiss the Entred 
Apprentices. 



48 

IFM says “Masters Post”, otherwise identical. 
MC places the Master SE, but its positions for PCs., Wardens, and EAs. 

are described too vaguely for comparison here. 

GMO. Q. 

A. 

Q. 
A. 

(Is this an 

Where sat King John in the Morning when he assembled 
the Society. 

He sat in the East Window of the Temple in a Chair of 
Marble waiting the rising Sim. 

where sat He in the Evening when He dismissed it ? 
At the West End of the Temple in the same Chair, waiting 

the setting Sun. 
attempt to invent a legend to fit one of the test questions ?) 

As in the Lights Question, the geographical positions are often confusing, 
and sometimes contradictory, but Prichard, with his zest for detail gives us a 
very clear picture of the lodge, its principal officers, their garb and their duties 

MD. Q. 
Q- 

Q- 
Q- 
A. 

Q- 
A. 
Q. 

A. 
12. 
A. 

Where stands your Master? A. In the East. 
Why so ? A. As the Sun rises in the East and opens 

the Day, so the Master stands in the East (with his Right 
Hand upon his Left Breast being a Sign, and the Square 
about his Neck) to open the Lodge and to set his Men 
to Work. 

Where stands your Wardens ? A. In the West. 
What’s their business ? 
As the Sun sets in the West to close the Day, so the Wardens 

stand in the West (with their Right Hands upon their 
Left Breasts being a Sign, and die Level and Plumb- 
Rule about their Necks) to close the Lodge and dismiss 
the Men from Labour, paying their Wages. 

Where stands the Senior Enter’d ‘Prentice? 
In the South. 
What is his Business ? A. to hear and receive In- 

structions and welcome strange Brothers. 
Where stands the Junior Enter’d ‘Prentice ? 
In the North. 
What is his Business ? 
To keep off all Cowans and Evesdroppers. 

Notice the Square, Level and Plumb-Rule allocated to the Master and War- 
dens respectively. W. contains a series of almost identical questions & answers, 
but omits all mention of signs or clothing. 

Question 21. THE MARK. 
ME. Q. Where does the Master place his Mark on the Work ? 

A. Upon the SE Corner. 

MF is almost identical with the above, and in MC we find mention of the 
candidate having to pay “one mark Scots” for the privilege of choosing a mark 
to be put upon his tools. 
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ME also contains the well-known rhyming allusion to the Mark 
If a Master-Mason you would be, 
Observe you well the Rule of Three; 
And what you want in Masonry, 
Thy Mark and Maughbin makes thee free. 

MD has preserved this rhyme in the Master’s Part, but the Mark has been 
dropped out, and 3 new lines substituted for the last two, thus 

If a Master-Mason you would be. 
You must rightly understand the Rule of Three. 
And M.B. shall make you free: 
And what you want in Masonry, 
Shall in this Lodge be shown to thee: 

Question 22. YELLOW-BLUE COMPASSES. 

DU. Q. would you know your master if you saw him ? A. Yes. 
Q. what way would ye know him ? A. by his habit. 
Q. what couller is his habit? 
A. yellow and blew, meaning the compass wc is bras and Iron. 

This question appears in only four of our documents 

MC. Q. What’s a masons livery? 
A. A yellow cap and blue breeches; meaning the compasses. 

W, MF and MD are practically identical 

MD. Q. Have you seen your Master today? A. Yes. 
Q. How was he Cloathed ? 
A. In a Yellow Jacket and Blue Pair of Breeches (N.B. The 

Yellow Jacket is the Compasses and the Blue Breeches 
the Steel Points). 

Question 23. THE SALUTATION. 
SL. (Visitor ?) God is Gratfull to all Worshipfull Masters and ffellows 

in that Worshipfull Lodge from whence me (?we) 
last came. 

(l^.M.?) and to you good fellow wt is your name ? 
A. {Visitor ?) J. or B. then giving the grip of the hand he 

will say Brother John greet you well, 
A. gods good greeting to you dear Brother. 

I have chosen the Sloane version of the Salutation to head this series of 
questions because those given in ER and CC appear to be directly connected 
with an actual ceremony, while this SL example is undoubtedly a visitor’s test. 
The series of questions involving the Salutation is one of the most striking features 
of the Catechisms, if we may judge by the degree of unanimity which they achieve. 
It appears in all our documents except TC, GMO and MF. 
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SL gives another Salutation for the FC or MM, in which the visitor, after 
a suitable grip or token said 

SL. the right worshipfull the masters and fellows in that worshipfull 
Lodge from whence we Last came greet you, greet you, greet you 
well. 

to which the WM replied as before 
“Gods good greeting to you dear Brother.” 

(ER and CC also use the triple “greet you” in their Salutation). 

The Salutation usually appears in the narrative portion of our documents, 
and only a few of them put it in the form of question and answer. Indeed, it 
would have been difficult to justify the inclusion of the Salutation with this 
survey of the Catechisms, except for the fact that, in many cases, certain test 
letters or words formed an essential part of the greeting, as may be seen in the 
SL example quoted above. 

In GR the manner of using the test words is more fully explained. 
GR. “The Sallutation is as ffollows 

Q. ffrom whence came you? A. I came ffrom a right 
worshipfull Lodge of Masters and ffellows belonging 
to God and holy saint John who doth greet all true and 
perfect brothers of our holy secrets so do I you if I finde 
you to be one. 

Q. I greet you well brother craveing your name—answere J 
and the other is to say his is B.” 

The W. Salutation follows the “Lettering” test, (see Q.32 p. 60). But 
the text seems to have been inaccurately copied from some earlier document 

W. Right Worshipfull, the Master & fellows of the Holy Lodge of St. 
John from whence I Came Greet you. Greet you. Greet you, 
three Welcome Brothers. 

(The text might be more accurate if the word “thrice” were 
substituted for “three,” and followed by a full stop). 

MD. <2- What Recommendations brought you from thence ? 
(i.e. St. John’s). 

A. The Recommendations which I brought from the Right 
Worshipful Brothers and Fellows of the Right Worship- 
ful and Holy Lodge of St. John’s, from whence I came, 
and Greet you thrice heartily well. 

This is from Prichard’s 1st Degree. His Fellow-Crafts Degree contains 
a somewhat similar Salutation which may have been in rhyme originally, and 
ending “Greet you, greet you, greet you thrice, heartily well, craving your Name,” 
but Prichard’s Salutations appear to have been straightforward greetings, since 
neither of them is associated with a “word or letter” test. 
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GROUP 2. 
Questions relating to the actual Ceremonies and depicting 

the work inside the Lodge. 

Question 24. PREPARATION OF CANDIDATE. 
DU. Q. hou were you brought in? 

A. shamfully wt a rope about my neck. 
Q. whay a rop about your neck ? 
A. to hang me if I should Betry may trust. 

DU is the only one of all our documents that mentions this item in the 
preparation of the candidate. ER and CC speak of “ceremonies to frighten” 
the candidate, but give no details. 

GR. Q. How came you into the Lodge? 
A. poor and penyless blind and Ignorant of our secrets. 

It is impossible now to say whether DU and GR represent two different 
modes of preparation in use at that time. ME speaks of the candidate being 
blindfolded after he had taken the Oath. 

In addition to (JR and ME, there are two more suggestions in our texts 
from which we may perhaps infer that the Candidate was blindfolded during 
some part of the proceedings. In the MC preamble to the Oath, we are told 
that the Candidate was “made to kneel,” and one of the responses in MF 
states that, upon entrance into the Lodge, two Wardens “took me under each 
Arm, and conducted me from Darkness into Light....”, but the latter may 
merely refer to the “dark entry,” as the text suggests that the candidate was 
able to notice that he was being conducted by Wardens. 

W has a question which indicates that the candidate was not blindfold 
(see under Q.25). 

GMO “At the Installation of any Member the Person to be admitt- 
ed drest with an Apron before Him” etc. etc. 

This is the only work which mentions an Apron as part of the preparation. 
MC describes the preparation at some length, which includes the baring 

of the right knee and an elbow, and an instruction to the Candidate “to deliver 
up any metal thing he has upon him.” 

MF also mentions “bare-knee’d” and deprived of weapons. 
W. says “Neither Setting nor Standing, Naked nor Cloathed but 

. in due form.” .. 
MD amplifies this 
MD. Q. How did he bring you ? A. Neither naked nor cloathed, 

barefoot nor shod, deprived of all Metal and in a right 
moving Posture. 

W & MD in reply to another question refer to “bare-bended knee .... 
naked Left Breast.... ” & MD speaks of “naked Right Hand.” 
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We notice that even in the few documents which give details on this point, 
there is wide variation in the mode of preparation of the candidate. I suggest 
three possible explanations 

(1) Varying systems in use in different parts of the country. 
(2) Some of the details given may be complementary to each other; e.g., 

the preparation in DU might easily be combined with that in GR. 
(3) New customs superseding older ones, perhaps as a result of Specula- 

tive influence. 

Question 25. MODE OF ENTRANCE - PERAMBULATIONS. 
Although many of the documents give clear (but sometimes contradictory) 

descriptions of the preparation of a candidate, they are almost completely silent 
as to the manner of his entrance into the Lodge. 

W speaks of the Junior EA acting as a sort of Tyler 
W. Q. What did you see before you was Admitted into the Lodge. 

A. the Junior Apprentice with a drawn Sword in his hand. 
The only detailed description is in MF, which I quote at length. 
MF. Q. How was you admitted? 

A. When I came to the first Door, a Man with a drawn Sword 
asked me. If I had any Weapons ? I answer’d No. 
Upon which he let me pass by him into a dark Entry; 
there two Wardens took me under each Arm, and con- 
ducted me from Darkness into Light, passing thro* two 
Rows of the Brotherhood, who stood mute, to the upper 
End of the room, from whence the Master went down the 
outside of one of the Rows, and touching a young Brother 
on the Shoulder, said. Who have we here ? To which 
he answer’d A Gentleman who desires to be admitted a 
Member of the Society. Upon which he came up again, 

* and asked me, If I came there thro1 my own desire, or 
at the Request or Desire of another ? ... . 

In the MF description above, we have an early version of our “own free 
will and accord.” W. also indicates the necessity for this voluntary approach 
to the Craft, in the form of Q. & A :- 

W. Q. How Came you to be Made a Mason. 
A. By my own Desire & ye Recommendat" of a friend. 

MF gives a hint of some kind of perambulation, which is supported by 
certain phrases in ME, W and MD. 

ME “Then a Warden leads him to the Master and Fellows ; to each 
of whom he is to say ....” 

The MD hint appears under Question 26, where we notice that the Candi- 
date was brought in at the West, taken to NE, and then back to the W., after 
which he was advanced eastwards again to the Master. W. says “led me round 
due East and West.” 

Although the Exposures of the 1760’s make quite a feature of the perambu- 
lations, our earlier texts offer but scanty evidence on the subject. 
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THREE STEPS.* Question 26. 
GMD and IFM Q. How many Steps belong to a Right Mason ? 

A. Three. 
This question appears only in these two documents, but there are indications 

in some of the others that three steps did play some part in the “making” cere- 
mony of those days. MC actually shows a diagram of the candidate’s three paces, 
by which he advanced towards the Master, setting his feet in the form of a Square 
at each step. ME, in a description of certain signs on meeting a Brother, des- 
cribes three steps as a prehminary (see SIGNS PEDESTAL). 

W & MD, in detailed descriptions of the entry of a candidate for his Initia- 
tion, also speak of three steps as a preliminary to the Obligation. The texts are 
virtually identical 

MD. Q. How got you Admittance ? A. By three great Knocks. 
Q. Who receiv’d you? A. A Junior Warden. 
Q. How did he dispose of you? A. He carried me up 

to the North-East Part of the Lodge, and brought me 
back again to the West and deliver’d me to the Senior 
Warden. (W. says .... Led me Round the Lodge due 
East & West...) 

Q. What did the Senior Warden do with you ? 
A. He presented me, and shew’d me how to walk up (by three 

steps) to the Master. (W. says .. .“three great Stepts ..”) 

Question 27. POSTURE DURING OBLIGATION. 
DU. Q. what pouster were you in when you Receved ? 

A. neither sitting nor standing nor running nor going but 
on my left knee. 

WIM and WIO. A. Kneeling with Square and Compass at my breast. 
GR. Q. what poster did you pass your oath in ? 

A.... nether sitting standing goeing ... .etc., etc. 
GR. then adds an explanatory “ .... being half naked, half cloathed, half 

shode, half bairfoot, half kneeling, half standing...” 
GMO. A. I sat on my right knee with the Holy Bible at my Breast. 
MF. A. Neither naked nor clothed . .. etc., but in due form.... 

kneeling bare-knee’d betwixt the Bible and the Square ... 
W & MD again give most elaborate detail. After the “neither naked etc.” 
(see question 24) there is a series of questions leading up to :- 

MD. Q. How did he make you a Mason ? 
A. With my bare-bended Knee and Body within the Square, 

the Compass extended to my naked Left Breast, my 
naked Right Hand on the Holy Bible; there I took the 
Obligation (or oath) of a Mason. 

W. says L.H. on Bible and R.H. holds compasses to N.L.B. Otherwise identical 
with MD. 
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The narrative portions of some of the documents add considerably to the 
foregoing details. ER and CC say “put the person, who is to get the word, upon 
his knees :.... yow make him take up the Bible; and, laying his right hand 
upon it.. . 

GMO. “ a Trowel in his Right Hand, and a Hammer in his left, 
kneels on his right knee with a Bible on his Breast, sup- 
ported by the Trowel and in this Posture .. .etc.. . ” 

MC. “He is made to kneel on the right knee, bare; then the square 
is put three times round his body and applied to his 
breast; the open compasses pointed to his breast and his 
bare elbow on the Bible with his hand lifted up; and 
he swears....” 

MF. “ .... a Square was laid on the Ground, in which they made me 
kneel bare-knee’d, and giving a Compass into my Right- 
hand, I set the Point to my Left-Breast, and my Left- 
Arm hanging down.” 

The final words of MF are in the form of an NB which conflicts with its own 
version of the Posture during OB. thus :- 

“There’s a Bible put in the Right Hand, and the Square under the Right- 
Elbow.” Could this have been the posture for some other purpose ? 

In spite of the contradictory passages, it is possible to obtain, from all the 
above extracts, a fairly clear picture of the posture of the candidate during the 
OB. He was certainly kneeling, probably on the right knee only. He was only 
half-shod and the “neither naked nor cloathed” suggests that he wore his shirt 
open (or none at all). W, MF and MD suggest that he was kneeling within the 
arms of a Square placed on the ground, and several documents suggest that the 
right hand was resting upon the Bible. Other details worthy of note are as 
follows:— 

MC, WIM, WIO. With square and compass at the breast. 
GMO. „ Holy Bible at the breast. 

W, MF, MD. ,, Compasses at the breast. 
MC speaks of the “hand lifted up” and MF speaking of a “square under 

the right Elbow” also suggests an uplifted hand. 
SL, which gives no information on this or the preceding question, has how- 

ever 2 questions which possibly refer to preparation and posture :- 
SL. Q. Whither above the Cloathes or under the C(loathes)? 

A. Under the Cloathes. 
Q. under what Anne ? A. under the right Arme. 

The first of these questions may relate to the application of the Square 
or Compasses “under the Cloathes”; and the 2nd question may be related to 
the placing of a square “under the Right Arme” as in MC above. 

MC, in addition to the “posture” for the Ob. mentioned earlier, gives another 
“posture” worthy of notice under this heading, i.e., a posture during the Catech- 
ism. It appears in the form of a footnote to one of the questions, as follows :- 

MC. “ . ... the feet are set in the form of a square, as before shewed, 
being the posture he stands in while he repeats his secrets.” 
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Question 28. GOD AND THE SQUARE. 
SL. Q. What were you swome by ? 

A. by god and the Square. 

This question, which is obviously of a symbolical nature, would appear 
to merit classification under Group 1, rather than under this group of questions 
which relate to the actual ceremonies, but the insistence of a number of our 
documents on the importance of the Square, suggests the probability that the 
Square played some part in the ceremony, even when the Catechisms and narra- 
tives do not mention the fact. Notice the use of the square in the preceding 
question. 

WIM, WIO. 

GMO. 

GMD. 

e. 
A. 
Q- 
A. 

Who is Master of all Lodges ? 
God, and the Square. 
Who is your Founder? 
God and the Square. 

(and later:-) 
Q. By what Oath did you Swear to conceal the secret 

word ? 
A. By God, the Square, the King and the Master. 
Q. Who rules and governs the Lodge and is Master of it ? 

A. IRAK 

ft 
or the Right Pillar 

IACHIN 
How is it governed ? A. Of Square and Rule. 

IFM says “Jehovah or the Right Pillar,” and then, “Of Square, Plumb and 
Rule.” 

GR in response to a different questionmy second was to obey God 
and all true Square, made or sent from a brother.” 

MC. Q. Who made you a Mason ? A. God almighty’s holy 
will made me a mason ; the square, under God, made me 
a mason;... . etc. 

W. has two unusual questions which appear to be related to this group 

W. Q. if a Mason be lost where is he to be found. 
Between the Square and the Compass. 

Q. Why so 
A. because a Mason Shod always be upon the Square and 

live within Compass. 

Prichard used a variation of this question in his “Master’s Part”:- 

MD. Q. How came you to be pass’d Master? 
A. By the help of God, the Square and my own Industry. 
Q. How was you pass’d Master ? 
A. From the Square to the Compass. 
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Question 29. OBLIGATION & PENALTIES. 
MD. Q. Can you repeat that Obligation ? 

A. I’ll do my Endeavour  
W. & MD. are the only Catechisms in which the Obligation is actually 

given as the reply to a Question. We have ample evidence, dating back to our 
earliest Masonic MSS, that the Oath or Obligation always formed the crux of the 
ceremony of admission into the Craft, and numerous versions of the Oath have 
come down to us from these sources. (See Baxter, AQC. 31). 

They are of a simple character, treating only of the care with which the 
mason should keep the Charges & guard the secrets of the Lodge. None of 
those early documents mentions the “penalties” (which seem to be a later de- 
velopment) and, as might be expected, where there were so many sources available 
the Obligations in the Catechisms tend, at first, to parallel their predecessors in 
the MS. Constitutions. Only 10 of our 16 texts give exact details of the Ob., 
yielding in all 8 different versions. To facilitate comparison, I give all 8 in 
chronological order and where a text has no Ob., I merely record the penalties 
as they appear in the Catechisms. 

ER. “By god himself and you shall answer to god when you shall 
stand nakd before him, at the great day, you shall not reveal any 
pairt of what you shall hear or see at this time whither by word 
nor write nor put it in wryte at any time nor draw it with the point 
of a sword, or any other instrument upon the snow or sand nor 
shall you speak of it but with an entered mason, so help you god”. 

No penalties are mentioned in the OB., but the “words of entrie” include 
one, which may have become incorporated with the OB at a later date, i.e., “under 
no less pain then haveing my tongue cut out under my chin and of being buried, 
within the flood mark where no man shall know”  

CC is identical in detail. 
SL. “The mason word and everything therein contained you shall 

keep secrett you shall never put it in writing directly or Indirecdy 
you shall keep all that we or your attenders shall bid you keep secret 
from Man, Woman or Child Stock or Stone and never reveal it 
but to a brother or in a Lodge of Freemasons and truly observe 
the Charges in ye Constitucion all this you promise and swere 
faithfully to keep and observe without any manner of Equivo- 

. cation or mentall Resarvation directly or Indirectly so help you 
god and by the Contents of this book. 

So he kisses the book &c.” 
No penalties are mentioned in this part of the MS., but in the Catechism 

(see Q.3), we read “by no less paine than cutting my tongue from my throat.” 
DU. “The Form of the Oath” is given as a part of the main Document 

i.e., the MS. Constitutions, as follows 
“The Charges wc now w(e) Rehearse to you wt all othe(r) Charges 
and secrets otherways belonging to free masons or any that enter 
their intrest for curiositie together wt the counsels of this holy 
ludge chamber or hall you shal not for any gift bribe or Reward, 
favouer or affection directly or (m)directly nor for any cause 
Qtsoever devulge disclose ye same to ether father or mother 
sister or brother or children or stranger or any person Qtsoever 
so help you god. 
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The DU penalties shown in the Catech. are fourfold 
(1) “ . . . (A rope). . . “to hang me If I should Betry may trust. . 
(2) “ . . . heart to be taken out alive . . 
(3) “ . . . head to be cut of. . . 
(4) “ . . . bodys to be buried in ye sea mark and not in any place Qr 

Christians are buried . . . 
TC. Neither Obligation nor penalty, but under a Triple Tau diagram 

at the head of the MS are the words “Under no less a penalty” 
ME. No Obligation is given but the penalties are mentioned in the narra- 

tive “ . . . on Pain of Having his Throat cut...” also (in Q.3) . on Pain 
of having my Throat cut, or Tongue pull’d out.” 

GMD. The Free-Masons Oath. You must serve God according to 
the best of your Knowledge and Institution, and be a true Leige 
Man to the King, and help and assist any Brother as far as your 
Ability will allow : By the Contents of the Sacred Writ you will 
perform this Oath. So help you God. 

GMD. Penalty (see Q.3) . of having my Throat cut or my Tongue 
pull’d out of my Head.” IFM. oath is virtually identical, 
also penalty in Q3, 

These two texts, (GMD/and IFM) are exceptional in that they are the 
only versions which mention the Obligation to assist Brothers and completely 
ignore all question of secrecy. 

WIM, WIO, GR, GMO, all mention the Oath, but give no details and no 
penalties. 

WIM, WIO. <2- What were you swome to ? A. For to hold and 
conceal. 

These texts have another question (see Q.30) which implies that the full 
Obligation dealt with both secrecy, and relief to distressed Brethren. 

MC. “As I shall answer before God at the great day, and this company, 
I shall heal and conceal, or not divulge or make known the secrets 
of the mason-word, (Here one is taken bound, not to write them 
on paper, parchment, timber, stone, sand, snow, etc.) under the 
pain of having my tongue taken out from beneath my chowks, 
and my heart out from beneath my left oxter, and my body buried 
within the sea mark, where it ebbs and flows twice in the twenty- 
four hours.” 

Compare triple Penalties with DU, W, and MD. 
MF. “I solemnly protest and swear, in the Presence of Almighty God, 

and this Society, that I will not, by Word of Mouth or Signs, 
discover any Secrets which shall be communicated to me this Night, 
or at any time hereafter; That I will not write carve engrave or 
cause to be written carved or engraven the same, either upon Paper, 
Copper, Brass, Wood, or Stone, or any Moveable or Immoveable 
or any other way discover the same, to any but a Brother or Fellow 
Craft, under no less Penalty than having my Heart pluck’d thro’ 
the Pap of my Left-Breast, my Tongue by the Roots from the Roof 
of my Mouth, my Body to be burnt, and my Ashes to be scatter’d 
abroad in the Wind, whereby I may be lost to the Remembrance 
of a Brother. 
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The W & MD Obligations are almost identical. For ease of comparison I 
show them side by side. 

WILKINSON MS. 
I do hereby Solemnly Promise & 

declare in the Presence of Almighty 
God, that I will heal & Conceal all 
the Secretts or Secrecy of a Mason 
or Masonry that has been hereto- 
fore, shall be now, or at any time 
hereafter. Revealed to me that I will 
not Speak or Declare them to any 
Saving a Brother or fellow after due 
Examination 

that I will not write them, work them, 
mark them, Point them or Engrave 
them: or Cause them to be Written 
Marked Pointed, or Engraved on 
anything moveable or Immoveable 

Under no less Penalty than having 
my Throat Cut, my tongue tore from 
the Roof of my Mouth, my Heart 
Plucked from under my left breast & 
buryed in the Sands of the Sea, 
a Cables Length from the Land 
where the tide Ebbs & flows twice 
in 24 hours, my body to be burned 
to Ashes, and the Ashes Scattered 
over the face of the whole Earth 
that there may be no Remembrance 
of me — 

So help me God, Kissing the bible 

MASONRY DISSECTED 
I hereby solemnly Vow and Swear 

in the Presence of Almighty God 
and this Right Worshipful Assembly 
that I will Hail and Conceal, and 
never Reveal the Secrets or Secresy 
of Masons or Masonry, that shall be 
Revealed unto me; unless to a True 
and Lawful Brother, after due Exam- 
ination, or in a Just and Worshipful 
Lodge of Brothers and Fellows well 
met. 

I furthermore Promise and Vow, 
that I will not Write them. Print 
them, Mark them. Carve them or 
Engrave them, or cause them to be 
Written, Printed, Marked, Carved, 
or Engraved on Wood or Stone, so 
as the Visible Character or Impression 
of a Letter may appear, whereby it 
may be unlawfully obtain’d. 

All this under no less Penalty 
than to have my Throat cut, my 
Tongue taken from the Roof of my 
Mouth, my Heart pluck’d from under 
my Left Breast, them to be buried 
in the Sands of the Sea, the Length 
of a Cable-rope from Shore, where 
the Tide ebbs and flows twice in 24 
Hours, my Body to be burnt to Ashes 
my Ashes to be scatter’d upon the 
face of the Earth, so that there shall 
be no more Remembrance of me 
among Masons. 

So help me God. 

It will be noticed that the earliest penalty was associated only with the 
throat, and that additional horrific penalties were gradually introduced. The 
four-fold penalties in DU are perhaps the most interesting, since they remained 
entirely without parallel until 1727 when two of them appear in the MC Obliga- 
tion. 

MC penalties are “ ... . tongue .... heart.... body buried ...” 
MF penalties are “ . . .. heart.... tongue body burnt. . . . ” 
W & MD penalties are “ . . . . throat .... tongue .... heart. . . body 

burnt. . .” 
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It is perhaps relevant here to observe that, regardless of the number of 
degrees indicated in them, none of our documents gives more than a single 
Obligation, even when, as in ER, CC and MC the texts tell us that the candidate 
“takes the Oath anew.” (MC says “after he has sworn the oath againor declared 
his approbation of it”). The silence of all the later texts on the subject of an 
altered form of oath for the FC or Master tends to confirm that up to 1730 at 
least, only one obligation was known for all grades, and our oldest Masonic MS, 
the Regius Poem, c.1390, shows that this was truly ancient practice. “And 
alle schul swere the same ogth Of the masonus, ben they luf (=willing) ben they 
loght (=loth).” (Lines 437-8). From the texts quoted here, we are able to 
trace three stages in the evolution of the Ob. 

(1) Period up to 1724. The Simple Oath of Secrecy. 
(2) Period 1724-1726. The introduction of an obligation to assist 

Brethren. (See GMD, IFM, WIM, WIO). 
(3) Period After 1727. The incorporation of “Penalties” into the Oath. 

(See MC and later texts). 
Quite apart from the authenticity or otherwise of the texts, the dates given 

here may be misleading, since it is quite possible that some forms of the Ob. 
which appeared late may have been in common use long before they were pub- 
lished. As regards the “Penalties” the fact that they appear in the Catechisms 
as early as 1696, suggests the probability that they may have formed part of the 
Ob. even at that date, although we have no evidence of their incorporation into 
the Ob, until 1727. (Six texts do not give the Ob. TC, ME, WIM, WIO, GR, 
GMO). 

Question 30. THE OBLIGATION TO ASSIST. 
WIM, WIO. Q. What other Tenor did your Oath carry ? 

A. For to help all Brothers of our holy secret, Fellow 
craft or not. 

This question appears in three out of the 6 documents which give no precise 
details of the Obligation (see Ob. Q.29) WIM, WIO, GR. 

GR. Has a tri-partite reply to this same question, the third section 
ending up... . “and releive him when its ih my power it not 

horting my self too far .... ” 
GMO touches the subject without a question :- 

GMO. (narrative) “ .... for a Member of any Lodge is oblig’d to Furnish 
another Member tho’ of a different Lodge, with all Necessaries 
in his distress and support Him to the utmost of his Power.” 

It is rather curious to notice that of the ten documents which give a form of the 
Obligation only two, GMD and IFM, embody the obligation to assist a Brother, 
all the rest confining themselves to the topic of secrecy. 

GMD (Ob.) “ . and help and assist any Brother as far as your Ability 
will allow 

IFM. (Ob.) “ any Brother of the Antient and Noble Science, as 
far as your Ability etc ” 
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Question 31. HOW LONG DO YOU SERVE YOUR MASTER. 

MD. <2- How long do you serve your Master ? 
A. From Monday Morning to Saturday Night. 

This question is directly related to the “words of entrie” recited by the candidate 
in ER and CC on his return to the lodge after being entrusted with certain secrets 
outside the Lodge. 

MC contains a shortened version of the “words of entrie”:- 

MC. Q. What say you ? 
A. Here stand I .... younger and last entered prentice; 

ready to serve my master from the Monday morning 
to the Saturday night, in all lawful employments. 

MD continues. Q. 
A. 
Q- 
A. 

How do you serve him ? 
With Chalk, Charcoal and Earthen Pan. 
What do they denote. 
Freedom, Fervency and Zeal. 

The reference to “ Chalk etc.” appears to be an early allusion to a ceremony 
that was made much of in the later 18th cent. Exposures, i.e. the washing of the 
floor of the Lodge. Neither MD nor any of our earlier documents says 
anything on the subject of “Drawing the Lodge,” a custom that was certainly in 
common use in the mid-18th century, but it can hardly be a coincidence that 
several Exposures of the later period use the words“Chalk and Charcoal” in 
this connection. 

Thorp (Commentary on CC. Leicester Repr. No. XIII) points out that 
the Monday to Saturday answer, is a relic of operative masonry, the clause ap- 
pearing in many indentures as one of the conditions of service. 

Question 32. LETTERING. 

W. Q 
A 
Q 
A 
Q 

Have you any by words as a Mason. 
I have 
Give me one 
I’ll letter it with you 
Give me the first I’ll give you ye Second 

1 
2 
3 
4 
1 
2 

B 
O 
A 
Z 
Bo 
Az 

There follows a textual reference to 1 Ch. 3. 17. where the Pillar names are 
mentioned, but the name of the R.H. Pillar is not used in the Catechism, and 
appears nowhere else in the text. 
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If we accept Bro. Knoop’s date of 1727 for the Wilkinson MS., then this 
is the earliest example of its kind in the documents under review. MF and MD 
provide the only parallels, but with slight variations, thus 

MF. Q. Give me a letter. A. B. O. A. Z. 
When this question is ask’d you are to give the letter B. 

The Querist will say O, you A, he Z. 
MF. Q. Give me another. A. J. A. C. H. I. N. Alternately 

as Boaz. N.B. Boaz and Jachin were two Pillars in 
Solomon’s Porch. I King’s VII, 21. 

MD. Q. Give me the Word. A. I’ll letter it with you. (Done). 
Q. Give me another. A. Jachin. (Not lettered). 

It is to be noted that in all 3 documents the tests appear as part of the Catechism, 
and in MF and MD, as with the majority of our texts, the lesson of the two pillars 
is associated with the EA. Either or both names seem to have been used quite 
regularly as a sort of finale to the salutation, (see Q.23), but in W. it comes before 
the salutation. This curious method of communicating the words is described 
by W. & MD as “lettering” and there seems little doubt that either as a part of 
the actual ceremony, or in the catechism which followed a ceremony, it formed 
part of the work done inside the Lodge. 

In the SL & GR examples quoted under Q. 23, we notice that the partici- 
pants used only initial letters, and it is possible that these may be two earlier 
instances of this same type of communication. 

“HALVING.” In the W. text at the head of this section, the lettering was 
completed by the utterance of two syllables which might be described as“Halving” 
In SL. we have a somewhat similar practice where the word(s) MAHA - BYN 
were likewise “halved.” This practice is not to be confused with the method 
of “exchanging words” (see WIO under Words, p. 76) where the utterance of 
one complete word required the response of another word directly related to 
the first. 

GROUP 3. 
Questions relating to a Higher Degree. 

Question 33. KITCHEN-HALL. 

ER. Q. I see you have been in the Kitchine, but I know not if 
you have been in the hall ? 

A. I have been in the hall as weel as in the kitchine. 
CC. identical. 
This question was put to the Mason after he had been tested by means of 

all or some of the test questions, and had proved himself a Mason; upon the 
correct answer being given, a further test was imposed to prove the Brother a 
Fellow-Craft. (See Q-34)- The question is, therefore, not a test in itself, but 
only the preliminary to a test. It is, nevertheless, tantalising that in the 4 
documents which contain the question, the difference between the Kitchen- 
grade and the Hall-grade is explained, while the actual meaning or origin of 
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the terms remains a mystery. Thorp (Commentary on CC. Leics. L. of 
Research Reprints No. XIII) suggested that it may relate to an operative 
tradition that Fellows or Masters were permitted to associate with their em- 
ployers, while apprentices were restricted to associating with menials and 
dependants. 

The same test appears only in ME and MF. 
MF. Q. Have you been in the Kitchen? A. Yes I have. 

(N.B. You shall know an Enter’d Apprentice by this 
Question). 

Q. Did you ever dine in the Hall ? A. Yes I did. (N.B. 
A Brother Mason by this Question). 

ME is virtually identical. 
Another question appears in two of our texts as a further preliminary to 

the test of a Fellow or Master 
MF. Q. How old are you ? A. Under 5, or under 7, which you 

will. N.B. When you are first made a Mason, you are 
only entered Apprentice; and till you are made a Master, 
or, as they call it, pass’d the Master’s Part, you are only 
an enter’d Apprentice and consequently must answer 
under 7; for if you say above, they will expect the 
Master’s Word and Signs. 
Note. There is not one Mason in a Hundred that will 
be at the Expence to pass the Master’s Part, except it 
be for Interest. 

MD has the identical question but with less explanatory matter. 
MD. Q. How old are you ? A. Under Seven (Denoting he 

has not pass’d Master). 
W. shows an unusual set of figures 
W. Q. Whats the Age of a Mason. 

A. Three times Seven. 
When you are asked how Old you are When an Appren- 
tice under Seven - fellow Craft under 14; When a Master 
three times Seven. 

Question 34. 
ER. Q. 

Q- 
A. 

POINTS OF FELLOWSHIP. 
Are you a fellow craft ? A. yes. 
How many points of the fellowship are ther ? 
fyve viz foot to foot Knee to Kn(ee) Heart to Heart, Hand 

to Hand and ear to ear. Then make the sign of fellow- 
ship and shake hand and you will be acknowledged a 
true mason  

This, the final test of a Mason, appears in our texts with such a striking 
degree of unanimity as to suggest that it was probably of great antiquity and that 
it was considered of supreme importance. Indeed, it seems to have been one 
of those “landmarks” which, regardless of the manner of its transmission, mana- 
ged to survive almost unaltered throughout the whole period under review, and 
is to be found in all our texts except DU, WIM and W. 
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The descriptions of the test are sometimes the outcome of a question in 
the Catechism, sometimes they appear in the narrative portion of the text. 
This would tend to explain those examples in which the same test is described 
with considerable verbal variation. The number of “Points” is usually given 
as Five, occasionally as Six. 

SL. (Narrative) “. . . . and standing close With their Breasts to each other 
the inside of Each others right Ancle Joynts the masters grip by 
their right hands and the top of their Left hand fingers thurst 
close on ye small of each others Backbone and in that posture they 
Stand . . . . ” 

TC. (Narrative) “ . . . . Squeese the Master by ye back bone, put your 
knee between his and say . . . 

Neither SL nor TC say anything on the subject of the “Points of Fellowship.” 
SL. calls this the Masters Word; TC calls it the Masters sign. 

ME. Q. How many points be there in Fellowship ? 
A. Six. Foot to Foot, Knee to Knee, Hand to Hand, Ear to 

Ear, Tongue to Tongue, Heart to Heart. 
ME also has a curious “narrative” paragraph which may refer to the same 

postures 
ME. (Narrative) “To know a Mason privately, you place your Right Heel 

to his Right Instep, put your Right Arm over his Left, 
and your Left under his Right, and then make a Square 
with your middle Finger, from his Left Shoulder to the 
Middle of his Back, and so down to his Breeches.” 

GMD, IFM and MF are identical with ER, above, but the two former 
call them “Proper Points.” 

MC has a narrative paragraph in which the details are also identical with ER. 
GMO. Q. Have the six Spiritual Signs any Names ? 

A. Yes, but are not divulged to any new admitted Member, 
because they are Cabalisttical ? 

Q. What are these Signs, the first is Foot to Foot, the second 
is Knee to Knee, the third is Breast to Breast, the fourth 
is Hand to Back, the fifth is Cheek to Cheek, the 
sixth is Face to Face. 

WIO (in narrative) gives “Five points of Free Masons Fellow-ship” identical 
with GMO above, but omitting the “Face to Face.” 

GR has a “narrative” paragraph in which the five points are detailed and 
then related to “the ffive points off artitectur and allso to the ffive orders of 
Masonry.” But the most interesting description of all comes from the GR 
legend of the raising of Noah by his three sons, Shem, Ham and Japheth. The 
legend relates how they went to their father’s grave “ for to try if they could find 
anything about him ffor to Lead them to the vertuable secret which this famieous 
preacher had.” Finding nothing at the grave “save the dead body all most 
consumed away takeing a greip at a ffinger it came away so from Joynt to Joynt 
so to the wrest so to the Elbow so they Reared up the dead body and supported 
it setting ffoot to ffoot knee to knee Breast to breast Cheeck to cheeck and hand 
to back and cryed out help o ffather . . . .” 
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How this legend ever got into the Graham MS., is a complete puzzle and 
it is the only case in which Noah is associated with the Points of Fellowship. 

The W text is completely blank as to a FC ceremony and has no hint 
anywhere of the “ Points of Fellowship.” 

MD keeps “points of fellowship” for the 3rd degree. 

MD. (Master’s Part). Q. How was Hiram rais’d? A. As all other 
Masons are when they receive the Master’s Word. 

Q. How is that ? 
A. By the Five Points of Fellowship. 
Q. What are they ? A. Hand to Hand, Foot to Foot, Cheek 

to Cheek, Knee to Knee and Hand in Back. 

In the course of the examples quoted here we see that the Points of Fellow- 
ship were originally associated with the “fellow or master,” i.e., the higher 
degree in a bi-gradal system. In TC (1711) we find separate “signs” allocated 
to the EA, FC, and Master, and the Points are there associated with the superior 
grade in a tri-gradal system, while in MD (1730) they definitely form part of the 
3rd degree or Master’s Part. 

I cannot close this examination of the “Points of Fellowship” without 
remarking on certain passages in ER and CC which seem to suggest the existence 
of a “Masters-sign” and perhaps a “sign of Fellowship” in conjunction with the 
Points of Fellowship, but quite distinct from them. 

In the ER example under Q. 34 above we read 

ER “Then make the sign of fellowship . . . . ” 

CC. says “These make the Signs of ffellowship ;....” 

If ER is correct, the “Sign of Fellowship” is apparently something additional 
to the postures or “Points of Fellowship.” 

Elsewhere, in the description of the re-entry of the newly made master or 
fellow, after having been entrusted outside the lodge with the “postures and 
signes of fellowship” we read in ER :- 

ER. “. . . . then comeing in again, He makes the masters sign  
afterwards the youngest mason (CC. “young master”) must 
advance and put himself into the posture he is to receive the word 
and sayes ” 

I take the “posture” here to refer to the “Points of Fellowship” i.e., a number 
of signs requiring two participants, and I conclude, therefore, that the “masters- 
sign,” (or, as CC calls it the “Master-Sign”) was an additional sign belonging 
to that ceremony, and now lost to us. MF also speaks of the Masters Signs 
without giving any details. 
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GROUP 4. 
Purely Test Questions for use Outside, or away from, the Lodge. 

Question 35. 1 

DU. Q. 
A. 
Q- 
A. 

what is ye night good for ? 
ye night is better for hearing than seeing. 
what is ye day good for ? 
ye day is better for seeing than hearing. 

This is the earliest version of a series of “Day-night” questions or notes which 
appears in 8 of our texts. 

GMO, W and MD, give it in question form in the Catechism. 
SL, TC, ME, MC all give it in “narrative” form and the 3 latter texts all 

say that this was a test used for finding or recognizing a Mason in the dark, i.e., 
away from the Lodge. This is a typical example of the series of test questions 
which I have grouped under the heading of Group 4, i.e., questions which teach 
us nothing of Ritual, Symbolism or Lodge Procedure. That they did originally 
possess a particular meaning and symbolism, is indicated by the number and 
variety of the documents which retain them, but their symbolism is now lost 
and we must treat them simply as archaisms. The remaining questions under 
this heading are, therefore, given without comment. 

Question 36. 
GMD. <2. 

A. 
IFM. A. 
MC. A. 
W&MD. Q. 

What a-Clock is it ? 
Its going to Six or going to Twelve. 
Tis going to 12 or tis going to 6. 
 past five going to six  
What’s a Clock? A. High Twelve. 

Question 37. 
TC. Q 

A 
MC. Q 

A 
MD. Q 

Which way blows ye wind ? 
East and west and out of ye south. 
What’n morning is it ? 
.... The wind’s in the west and the sun’s in the east. . . 
How blows the Wind ? A. Due East and West. 

This completes my list of questions selected for detailed examination. 
It comprises the whole of the Catechisms in ER and CC and the major portions 
of all die later texts. Several questions have been omitted from this detailed 
survey, chiefly because they appear to have had few parallels in their own day. 
A few examples will be sufficient to show their general style 

DU. Q. what is Masonry ? A. it is squere work. 
Q. What is a masson ? A. he is a worker in stone. 

GMD and IFM. Q. How go Squares ? A. Straight. 

12. 
A. 

How many Angles in St. John’s Lodge ? 
Four bordering on Squares. * 



66 

DU (as an extension of Q.7) Q. might not Hiram lade ye foundation 
of ye temple south and north rather than east and west ? 
A. no he could not. 

Q. give a reason for yt. 
A. david appointed ye foundation of ye temple to be laid on 

a barn flore . . . caled ye thrashing floor araunah ye 
jebusit.... 

GMD and IFM. Q. What is the right Word or right Point of a Mason ? 
A. Adieu. 

Some of the questions which can be studied more profitably under separate 
headings (e.g. those relating to words and signs) are dealt with later. I have also 
been compelled to disregard the “mystical” and scriptural questions in DU and 
GR and some of the “ Cabalistical” matter in GMO, all of which are outside 
the scope of this essay. 

The principal omissions, however, are from MD, where a substantial part 
of the FC. degree, and almost the whole of the Master’s Part, consist of materials 
which find no parallel in the earlier texts, and must, therefore, be dealt with 
separately. 

In my examination of the questions with their variants and expansions I 
have had three objects in view 

(1) To examine the texts individually. 
(2) To compare them with each other, and to notice their influence on 

Prichard’s MD, the latest of the series. Here I have allowed the 
texts to speak for themselves as far as possible. 

(3) To notice those items which may be of special interest to the student 
of present-day ritual. 

As regards the latter, I have already remarked on the difficulty of stressing or 
distinguishing any particular passage for this purpose. In the 37 questions 
and answers already dealt with, the student will often be able to trace parallels 
with our present system, but the full interest of these old Catechisms can only 
be appreciated after a careful comparison with the Section-Work of the Lectures. 

SUPPOSEDLY ESOTERIC CONTENTS. 

No study of the Catechisms (and Exposures) would be complete without 
a survey of their esoteric(?) contents, although their archaic interest for the 
student is certainly greater than their evidential value as to our present-day 
esoteric system. Indeed there is, perhaps, more to be inferred from a study of 
their omissions than from the actual details which are given. 

A very large part of our 16 texts is devoted to supposedly esoteric matters, 
but the variety and abundance of the data tend to minimise its value, if only 
because of the differences and contradictions which they exhibit. 
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Broadly, the esoteric matter is of two kinds, i.e., 
(1) Signs, “Gripes” and “Words” either forming a part of the ceremonies, 

or used inside the Lodge. 
(2) Signs, or modes of recognition, used outside the Lodge; and, as 

with some of the questions and answers in the Catechisms, it is 
occasionally difficult to say with certainty whether a particular 
item belongs under one or both headings. 

For a more detailed classification, the texts themselves provide a method. 
MD. How many Principle-Signs ? 

Four. 
What are they? 
Guttural, Pectoral, Manual and Pedestal. 
Explain them. 
Guttural the Throat, Pectoral the Breast, Manual the Hand, 

Pedestal the Feet. 
GMD and IFM also mention these 4 classifications, and an examination of the 
texts shows that the majority of the signs may be grouped under one of these 
four headings. In addition to these, I have attempted a classification of the 
miscellaneous signs which appear to have been used as modes of recognition 
outside, or away from, the Lodge. 

The “Gripes” or “tokens” are equally interesting, varied and contra- 
dictory, and I quote them without comment. In all cases where a detail is 
associated, either specifically or by implication, with a particular grade or degree, 
I have noted it in parenthesis immediately after the title of the document. 

SIGNS. Guttural. 
ER, CC. (EA) “then he makes the sign drawing his hand under his 

chin alongst his throat ” 
This sign was always to be made when answering the appropriate test 

question (see Q.3), and it seems probable that it was also used on entering the 
Lodge, because ER, in describing the ceremony after the candidate had retired 
from the Lodge, in order to be entrusted with the “signe ... postures and words 
of entrie,” says 

“ffirst when he enters again into the company he must make a ridiculous 
bow, then the signe and say then.... he sayes the words of his 
entrie which are as follows then he makes the sign again with drawing 
his hand under his chin . .. . ” etc., as above. 

CC, while omitting all mention of the first sign, also says “Then he makes the 
Sign again,...” thus showing the ER text to be more accurate on this point. 
I have concluded from the above, that the first sign was probably a normal sign 
made in those days upon entering a Lodge, while the repetition relates directly 
to the ceremony. 

SL. “ . . . one signe is by giving their right hand a cast cross their 
brest from left to right with the tops of their ffingers about 3 or 4 
inches below their Chin,...” 

(Similar signs are described, made with the hat or with a drinking-glass). 
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TC. (EA?) “The common sign is with your right hand rub yr mouth 
then cross yr throat and lay it on ye left brea(st). 

ME as part of an extraordinary agglomeration of signs, describes a guttural 
sign made with the left hand. 
MC. (EA) “ he lays the right hand near the left shoulder .. .. ” 
MD. (EA). “Extending the Four Fingers of the Right Hand and drawing 

of them cross his Throat, is the Sign, and demands a Token.” 

SIGNS. Pectoral. 
SL. “Another signe some use bending their right arme in form of a 

Square and laying the palm of their left hand upon their heart.” 
TC. (EA?) After, or as part of the guttural sign, says, 

“and lay it on ye left brea(st).” 
ME. as a response to the guttural sign, says, 

“and then he’ll put his Right Hand to his Left Side under his 
Heart.” 

MC. (EA) “he lays the right hand on the left side, and says.... ” 
(EA) “So the master gives him the sign, with the right hand up the 

left side.” (This is given, in the text, as part of Q.3.). 
(FC) “Or he gives the sign, by the right hand above the breath, 

(breast?) which is called the fellow-crafts due guard;” 
MF. “Every Square is a Sign; but the most Solemn is the Right Hand 

upon the Left-breast, the Arm hanging down, a little extended 
from the Body.” 

MD. (FC) “The Sign is placing the Right Hand on the Left Breast,.... ” 
(MM) “ . ... placing the Thumb of the Right Hand to the Left 

Breast, extending the Fingers ” This is a strange 
variation. (See also MD under Q.20, p. 48). 

SIGNS. Manual. 
There are very few purely manual signs given in our texts—most of them 

being associated with some other part of the body and, therefore, classified under 
other headings. Indeed, only 3 of our texts furnish information on this point, 
ME, GMD and its MS. counterpart IFM, and the details do not agree. 
GMD. “To strike with the Right-hand on the Inside of the Little Finger 

of the Left three Times, as if hewing.” 
IFM. Text defective owing to erasures, but says 

“ 5 times as if hewing.” 
GMD. “To take Hand in Hand, with Left and Right Thumbs close, 

and touch each Wrist three Times, with the Fore-Finger each 
Pulse.” 

IFM. Text defective, but says 
“ 5 times hard wt the forefinger on each place.” 

ME, after three steps, (see Signs PEDESTAL), says 
“ . ... then lay your Right Hand to his Left Wrist,... . ” 
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SIGNS. Pedestal. 
SL. “ .... placing their right heell to the inside of their left in forme 

of a square so walk a few steps backward and forward and at every 
third step make a Little Stand placeing their feet Square as 
aforesd. this done if any masons perceive it they will presently 
come to you...” 

The final words here suggest that this is an “external” sign (i.e. for use outside 
the Lodge) and, altogether, we find quite a number of pedal signs which are 
definitely for external use. 
TC. “To bring a man from a scaffold, or any other place, hold yr 

heels together, and yr toes open, and look up, then with yr hand, 
or Cane make a right angle ... .” 

GMD, under a list of “Signs To Know a True Mason” says 
“By making a Square, viz. by setting your Heels together, and 
the Toes of both Feet straight, at a Distance, or by any other 
Way of Triangle. (IFM is virtually identical). 

These 2 documents, in their Catechisms, speak of three steps belonging to a 
“right mason” (see Q.26), but they give no details. 
MD too, speaks of the Cand. being advanced, “by three steps, to the Master” 
without describing how the steps were taken. (See Q.26). W. says “ ... three 
great Stepts...” 
ME. “To meet a Brother, You must make the first Step with your 

Right Foot, the second with your Left : and at the third you must 
advance with your Right Heel to your Brother’s Right Instep; 
then ” 

At first glance this seems to be similar to the preparations for the “Points of 
Fellowship” (see under Q.34), but the signs which are given to complete the 
above, consist of one manual, one guttural and one pectoral, and bear no re- 
semblance to the “Points of Fellowship” 

Finally, two amusing instructions for Masons abroad 
SL. “To Discourse a mason in France, Spaine, or Turkey (say they) 

the signe is to kneel Down on his Left knee and hold up his right 
hand to the sunn ” 

MC. “If in a land where their language is not known, he is to kneel 
with one knee, holding up his hand before the masons.” 

SIGNS, associated with Rhythm, Noises or Knocks. 
SL if he takes one of their tooles or his own Staff and Strike saftly on 

the wall or worke saying this is bose or hollow if their be any 
free brother at the work he will answer it is solid wch words are 
signes to discover each other. 

SL. . . . and if it be night or dark they will give two Litde haughts and a 
great one as if they were forceinga bone ora lump out of their throat. 

SL. . . . Another signe is by taking their handerkchief in their right hand 
and blow their nose then holding it Straight out before them they 
give it two Little shakes and a big one .... 
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SL . . . .Another ... is knocking at any door two little knocks and the third 
a big one. 

ME. To call a Mason out from among Company, you must cough three 
times, or knock against anything three times. 

ME. When you would enter a Lodge, you must knock three times at 
the Door, and they’ll challenge you. 

GMD. Stroke two of your Fore-Fingers over your Eye-Lids three times. 
IFM. Similar to GMD above, but text erased and incomplete. 
MC. Coming to an house where masons may be, he is to knock three 

knocks on the door; a lesser, a more, and a more. 
W. Q. how was you Admitted into the Lodge ? A. by three 

great knocks. 
MD. (EA) Q. How got you Admittance ? A. By three great knocks. 
MD. (MM). Q. How was it (i.e. the Master-Mason’s Word) lost ? 

A. By Three Great Knocks, or the D ... of our Master 
Hiram. 

See also GMD and IFM under “SIGNS MANUAL”. 

SIGNS—MISCELLANEOUS. 
The following curious collection of “SIGNS” were mainly for external 

use, serving as a mode of introduction and recognition, usually for the purpose 
of obtaining financial aid or refreshemnt. Some of the signs appear to date bade 
to “Operative” times notably those relating to Tools (see under Squares), and 
Change. 

BOW. ER (EA) mentions “a ridiculous bow Then putting off his hat 
after a very foolish manner . . . .” We cannot be certain whether the Bow 
was a sign in itself or only part of the hat sign which appears in several forms 
in the later texts. In the case of ER the absurd bowing and hat “business” 
were actually a part of the EA ceremony, a far cry from our dignified lodge 
work of today. 

CHANGE. SL And to lett you know he wants money he will hold a bitt of 
a pipe (or some such thing) to you saying can you change a cole pence. 
(Cole=a 17th cent, slang word for money). 
TC throw a tobacco stopper to one of them and say change me yt 
groat, and they will pay your club. 

ME “A Mason, to show his Necessity, throws down a round piece of Slate, 
and says, Can you change this Coin ?” 
GMD and IFM, as part of their Catechisms have the following :— 
Q. Change me that m A. I will. 

IFM actually gives a diagram m which together with the ME use 
of the word “round” shows that the essential point of this “SIGN” was 
that the object tendered must be drcular. 
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DIAGRAMS. TC. To send for a brother the signes are these 

1_. ��. A. 
Compare these with diagrams shown under Q. n, in ME & IFM all of 
which may have had a common origin. 
TC also has a Triple-tau diagram as its heading thus 

ft 
Under no less a penalty. 

GMD as a heading to the Catechism has a series or diagrams as follows 

THE FREEMASON’S SIGNS. 

A Guttural 

A Pedestal 
< 
L 

A Manual 

A Pectoral 
7 
X 

IFM mentions these 4 signs without diagrams, and MD has some questions 
on them (see ante), but I am unable to trace the origin and meaning of the 
geometrical figures. 

EYES & MOUTH. SL. Another is by twisting their eyes toward the 
east and twisting their mouth toward ye west. 

GLASS. SL. A guttural sign made with a glass (see SIGNS GUT- 
TURAL), “giving the glass a cast cross under their chin from left to 
right.” 
TC. . . . turn ye top of the glass down and if after two or three times so 
doing, they say drink and I’ll warrant you, then they will pay your clubb. 
GMD. Turn a Glass, or any other Thing that is hollow, downwards, 
after you have drunk out of it. 

HANDKERCHIEF. SL. . . . another is taking their handkerchief by the 
comer wth their right hand and throw it over their Left shoulder letting it 
hang down their back .... (The words here are reminiscent of the penalty 
of one of the higher Obs. but I can find no parallel to them among the other 
texts). 
SL two Little shakes and a big one . . . (see under SIGNS 
RHYTHMIC). 

HAT. ER (EA).... putting off the hat after a very foolish manner . . . 

GMD.To put off the Hat with two Fingers and a Thumb. 
IFM lacks the word HAT which has been erased. 
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ME. To compliment a Brother Mason, You put your Right Hand to 
the right side of your Hat, and bring your Hat under your Chin; then the 
Brother will clap his Right Hand to the right side of his Hat and bring it 
to the Left Side under his heart. 

KNIFE-SHEATH. SL . . . . some will signifye their want of money by pulling 
their knife out of the sheath and giving it to a brother in company or alone 
if the brother haue money he takes the knife putting it in its sheath and 
retume it, if he haue none he will return it bare .... 

RIDING. MC .... if riding, he is to strike the horse over the left shoulder. 
MC .... A Mason’s horse is found out among others by the left-foot 
stirrup being laid up. 
ME . . . When a Mason alights from his Horse, he lays the Stirrup over 
the Horses Neck. 

SQUARES. SL. Another signe is by lending you a crooked pin or a bit of 
paper cut in the forme of a Square on receipt of wch you must come from 
wt place or company soever you are in ... . 
SL .... if you come where any masons tooles lyes lay lay ym in forme 
of a square .... 
MC .... to send for another mason, he does it by sending a piece of paper 
with a square point folded in at the corner .... 
MC .... Or, if he send his glove, then the square is put on the first Knuckle 
of the second finger, with the thunb-nail or some other thing. 

TC . . . with your hand or Cane make a right angle .... 
See note under Q.2. . . . “All squares is Signs” .... 

VERBAL SIGNS. 
A distinction is to be drawn here between “WORDS” used as ritual tests 

of a Mason, and phrases used for purposes of recognition outside the Lodge. 
The latter are usually accompanied by knocks or some other means of attracting 
attention, (e.g.) see CHANGE under Miscellaneous Signs, etc. A few of 
the following however, are purely verbal. (See also questions under Group 4). 
SL at the Table .... when the glass goes not fast enough round they 

say Star the guile. 
SL Strike saftly on the wall or worke saying this is bose or hollow 

if their be any free brother at the work he will answer it is solid 
wch words are signes to discover each other. 
(The word bose used here may be a mnemonic but MC uses the 
word boss to mean hollow, and TC gives the EA word as “. . . . 
Boaz or its hollow.”). 

TC say ye squire is lean . . . and they will pay your club .... say 
.... change me yt groat  

.... if you say ye lodge is untiled that is as much as to say there is 
someone in ye Company you suspect for a brother. 

DU When you enter a roome you must say is ye house cleen if they 
ansure it is dropie or ill thatched .... you are to be sillent . . . . ” 
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The word “ dropie ” here refers to eavesdroppers, and MC uses another 
form of the word in an N.B. to Q.13. . the unentered prentice or any 
others not of their society, whom they call drops.” 

W When any Person or persons are in Company you know not to 
be a Mason, the Common Sayings are—It Rains, or it drops, 
or the House is Until’d—tyle the House &c. 

W. continues 
When any thing is Given you by a Mason, and he Asks what it 
smells off ? the Ansr is, a Mason. 

MD. as an NB in the Masters Part has the following 

If any Working-Masons are at Work, and you have a desire to distinguish 
Accepted Masons from the rest, take a Piece of Stone, and ask him what 
it smells of, he immediately replies, neither Brass, Iron, nor Steel, but of 
a Mason; then by asking him how old he is, he replies above Seven, which 
denotes he has pass’d Master. 

Both MF and MD have this “ How old are you ” as part of the Catechism, and 
apparendy for use inside the Lodge, (see Q.33), but the MD quotation above 
shows that it was used away from the Lodge as well. 

TOKENS. 
There is no mention of a “Grip or Token” for the EA in our two earliest 

texts ER and CC, but both of them speak of a grip in the superior ceremony 
relating to the fellow-craft, although no details are given. 
ER. (FC or MM). “Then the master gives him the word and gripes his 

hand after the masons way ” 
CC in parallel text omits “the masons way.” 
SL emphasizes the importance of the “grip” as a part of the Salutation, and 
gives details of 3 different grips, one for the FC and two alternatives for the MM. 
SL. (FC) “their gripe for fellow craftes is grasping their right hands in 

Each other thrusting their thumb naile close upon the third Joynt 
of each others first ffinger. 

(MM) “their Masters gripe is grasping their right hands in each other 
placing their four fingers nails hard upon the Carpus or end of 
others wrists and their thumb nailes thrust hard directly between 
the second Joynt of the thumb and the third Joynt of the first 

(MM) ffinger, but some say the masters grip is the same as I last described 
only each of their midle ffingers must reach an inch or three barly 
comes Length higher to touch upon a vein yt comes from the 
heart.” 

TC. (EA) 

(FC) 

(MM) 

The Enterprentice’s sign is sinues, the word .... 

Squeese the fellow craftsman in knuckles, and sinues and say .... 

No grip, but a version of the “Points of Fellowship” (see Q.34). 
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ME. “To gripe, is when you take a Brother by the Right Hand, and 
put your middle Finger to his Wrist, and he’ll do so to you.” 

WIO. “Your first word is Jachin and Boaz is the answer to it, and Grip 
at the forefinger Joint.—Your 2d word is Magboe and Boe is the 
answer to it, and Grip at the Wrist. Your 3d Word is Gibboram, 
Esimberel is the Answer—and Grip at the Elbow, and Grip at 
the Rein of the Back. 

GR. GR in the Noah story describes a grip which is somewhat remini- 
scent of one of the Higher degrees (see GR under Q34.) but there 
is no mention of a grip as used by the masons. 

GMO gives a series of grips which appear to be a variation on the WIO series, 
above 
“The first is a Grip by the two first Fingers, and is call’d Jachin 
and Boaz; the second is a Grip by the Wrist, and call’d Gibboam 
and Gibberum; the third is a Grip by the Elbow, and is call’d 
Thimbulum and Timbulum.” 

MC. (EA) “The Token or grip is by laying the ball of the thumb of the 
right hand upon the first or uppermost knuckle of the second 
finger from the thumb of the other’s right hand. 

(FC) “ . . . . and the grip, by clasping his fingers at the wrist, next at 
the elbow . . . . ” 

MD. (EA) “A Token is by joining the Ball of the Thumb of the Right Hand 
upon the first knuckle of the Fore-Finger of the Brother’s Right 
Hand that demands a Word.” 

(FC) As for the EA above, but “ on the first knuckle of the 
Middle Finger.” 

(MM) “ . . . . they took him by the Fore-fingers and the Skin came off, 
which is called the Slip; then spreading the Right Hand and placing 
the middle Finger to the Wrist, clasping the Fore-Finger and the 
Fourth to the sides of the Wrist; is called the Gripe . . . 

It is interesting to compare the “Slip” mentioned here with a somewhat similar 
detail in the GR legend (see under Q.34), and Brn. of a higher grade may find 
something suggestive in the conjunction of the “finger-wrist-elbow” grips as 
given in WIO and GMO above and in the GR Legend under Q.34. 

SUPPOSEDLY ESOTERIC WORDS. 

Much of the interest attaching to the old Catechisms and Exposures, is 
derived from an examination of the “words” and names which are usually 
associated with particular portions of the ceremonies. We are not concerned 
here with their authenticity, and, as with the Signs and Tokens, the quantity 
and variety of the data is so great, that we may perhaps learn as much from 
the omissions as we do from this rich collection of words, which are often 
contradictory and occasionally puerile. 
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Even when the texts seem to agree on a particular “word” they do not 
always use it in the same way and it may appear in several different forms, e.g. 

(1) As a kind of test in conjunction with the Salutation (see Q23 and 32). 
(2) As a part of the Catechism. (Q.32). 
(3) In conjunction with a particular sign or token. (See TOKENS). 
(4) In conjunction with a particular grade of mason. 

Frequently the texts speak of a “word” without giving it, and occasionally 
certain words are given descriptive titles, such as the “Jerusalem Word” and the 
“Universal Word” in GMD and IFM, or the “Primitive Word” in WIO. Two 
of our texts, GR and WIO, reveal a custom of “exchanging words”, from which 
it would appear that certain test words were incomplete in themselves and 
required a different “word” in response. The following extracts are given 
as far as possible in chronological order, with a minimum of context to make them 
easily understood. 
CC as a title-heading to the form of the Oath, has 

“The words are Jachin and Boaz.” 

ER merely indicates the words by scriptural references at the end of the Catechism. 
Both ER and CC speak of a word belonging to the grade of Fellow or Master 
but no details are given. 
SL in the salutation gives the initial J or B (see Q.23). 
SL also gives something called “the masters word,” thus 

“Another they haue called the masters word and is MAHABYN 
which is allways divided into two words and Standing close.... 
etc and in that posture they Stand till they whisper in each 
others eares ye one MAHA the other repleys Byn.” 

DU has a long symbolical explanation of Solomon’s Pillars, but does not give 
any “words” as such. 
In TC each of the words is given in conjunction with a grip (see TOKENS). 
TC. “The Enterprentices ..... word Boaz or its hollow.” 

“The fellow craftsman’s .. . word Jachquin” (possibly Jackquin). 
TC in conjunction with a form of the Points of Fellowship (see Q.34). 

“ and say Matchpin.” 
ME contains the well-known rhyme 

“An enter’d Mason I have been, 
Boaz and Jachin I have seen 
A Fellow I was sworn most rare 
And know the Astler Diamond and Square: 
I know the Master’s Part full well. 
As honest Maughbin will you tell.” 

Here, as in ER and CC, the two Pillar Names are associated with the EA and 
while no word is given for the FC, the “word” Maughbin is allocated to the 
Master’s Part. 

GMD and IFM have two questions in the Catechism which give descriptive 
titles to the words, but they are not allocated to any particular grades. 
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GMD Q. Give me the Jerusalem word. A. Giblin. 
& 

IFM Q. Give me the Universal Word. A. Boaz. 
These two documents have another question which appears nowhere else 
among our texts. 

GMD. Q. Who rules and governs the Lodge, and is Master of it ? 
A. IRAK \ 

* 
IACHIN 

or the Right Pillar. 

The IFM response to this Question is “lehovah the right Pillar,” plainly a 
copyist’s error. 
WIM gives Jachin alone as part of the Salutation, and has two explanatory 
paragraphs on the Pillars. 

WIO also uses the Word Jachin for the Salutation, but, in addition to its des- 
criptive matter relating to the Pillar, it has a whole series of “words” in conjunc- 
tion with grips. “Your first word is Jachin and Boaz is the answer to it, and 
grip .... 
“ Your 2d word is Magboe and Boe is the answer to it,. .. ” 

“ Your 3d word is Gibboram and Esimberel is the answer,...” 

Later, we are told that “Magboe and Boe signifies Marrow in the Bone ... . 
Gibboram and Simber signifies the Gibonites who built the city of Simellon.” 

The final paragraph of this little Exposure contains a curious collection 
of “words.” “Yet for all this I want the Primitive Word, I answer it was God 
in six Terminations, to wit, I am, and Johova is the answer to it and grip . .. 
or else Excellent and Excellent, Excellency is the Answer to it and grip .... 
or else Tapus Majester and Majester Tapus is the answer to it.” 

GR gives only the initials J and B as part of the salutation. 

GMO provides an extraordinary mixture of words, some quite reasonable and 
others which can only be described as gibberish, so that one gets the impression 
that the author was attempting to conceal his lack of knowledge, or faulty memory, 
behind a tissue of childish invention. The first three sets of words are given in 
conjunction with grips (see under TOKENS) yielding the following :- 

1st Jachin and Boaz. 
2nd Gibboam and Gibberum. 
3rd Thimbulum and Timbulum. 

Among the remaining words given in this curious text, we are told that the 
Master of a Lodge was called “Oakecharing a Tocholochy,” the Square was called 
“Whosly Powu Tigwawtubby” which signified “the Excellency of Excellencies,” 
and that the secret word was invented by “Checchehabeddin Jatmouny.” 
MC gives Boaz as “ the mason-word ” “ and Jachin a fellow-craft-word.” 
Notice the “a fellow-craft-word.” Does this mean that the author knew of others? 
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W. gives Boaz as a “lettered” word and then a scriptural reference to a passage 
in Chronicles where both Pillar names are mentioned. Elsewhere W has an 
unusual question 
W. Q. Whats the Name of a Mason. 

A. Giblin. 
MF gives “Boaz and Jachin” and speaks of “the Master’s Word” without giving 
further details. 
MD. (EA) Boaz & Jachin. 

(FC) Jachin. 
(Master’s Part) Machbenah which signifies The B****isS**** 

Thus, if we exclude the exceptional matter in WIO and GMO, we find that the 
Words form themselves into three classes 

(1) The Pillar-names. 
(2) The group of words beginning MA.... 
(3) The group of words beginning GI  

PILLAR NAMES. 
These two names, in the order J and B, appear to have been associated with 

the EA from the earliest times. ER and CC, in their description of the “Forme 
of giveing the Mason Word,” both speak of the Word (singular), and Bro. Knoop 
in his paper on The Mason Word” has put forward the intriguing theory that 
it was something more than a mere word, which involves the possibility that 
neither of the Pillar names formed the principal part of it. Certain it is that 
the EA acquired his knowledge of these names, and of the moral lessons to be 
derived from them, in the course of a ceremony in which a rough and ready 
horse-play (“ridiculous bow .... postures, grimaces and ceremonies to frighten 
etc ... ”) formed a considerable part, which tends to support Bro. Knoop’s 
view that the EA did not acquire any important secrets. On the other hand, 
the fact that these two names formed a part of the Salutation Test, one of the 
principal modes of recognition, suggests that they were very important indeed. 
But in spite of this, the manner of their use varies considerably even in the short 
period covered by our texts. In ER and CC they were used in the original 
Biblical order, J and B, for the EA. In TC they were separated, B for the EA, 
and J for the FC. In ME they appear in the order B and J, and MD used 
both words in the B J order for the EA, and J alone for the FC. 

It is not necessary here to consider the authenticity of any particular usage, 
nor can we draw any definite conclusion from the dates at which these variations 
appear in our texts, since it is quite possible that several systems existed simul- 
taneously in different Lodges, and it is equally probable that, even under any 
individual system, there may have been one method of using the words for the 
purposes of the Catechism and another, altogether different, for the Salutation. 

THE MA GROUP OF WORDS. 
This interesting group of words is collected from 5 of our texts covering 

the period c.1700 to 1730. 
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*SL. c. 1700 MAHABYN (Not translated) 
*TC. 1711 MATCHPIN 
ME. 1723 MAUGHBIN 
WIO. 1725 MAGBOE and BOE (Marrow in the Bones) 

*MD. 1730 MACHBENAH (The B * * * * is S * * * *) 
* (Associated in the text with a version of the Points of Fellowship). 

Considering the shortness of the period, the extraordinary variation in 
the words is very striking. Four of the texts allocate the word specifically to 
the grade of Master, but WIO is not quite clear on this point. 

From the degree of similarity which the words exhibit, it seems safe to 
assume that they are not of the same class as the gibberish words in GMO. 
On the contrary, I am convinced that these are the battered relics of Hebrew 
or Aramaic word-groups which had a proper meaning originally, and were 
probably related to a Legend, not necessarily masonic. 

In this connection, it is important to notice that only MD, the latest of our 
five texts, gives a legend in conjunction with the “word” and also a translation 
which may be said to harmonize with the story. WIO gives the meaning as 
“Marrow in the Bones” a phrase possibly intended' as a mnemonic. 

Finally, if the “original word” did have a translation, as we are fully en- 
titled to beheve, then we are forced to the conclusion that a legend in connection 
with that ancient “word” must have formed a part of the masonic ceremonial 
at least as early as c.1700-1711, when it first appears in our texts. (For a fuller 
study of the subject see my Hebraic Aspects of the Ritual, Transactions^ Leics. 
Lodge of Research for 1944-45). 

THE GI GROUP OF WORDS. 
Another curious group, showing marked variations. 

GMD. 1724 GIBLIN. 
IFM. 1725. GIBLEN. (Text erased and spelling doubtful). 
WIO. 1725 GIBBORAM. 
GMO. 1726 GIBBOAM and GIBBERUM. 
W. 1727? GIBLIN. 

WIO is the only text which gives a supposed meaning to the word saying that 
it signifies “the Gibonites....” 

The appearance of this group of “words” in the texts of 1724-1727, and 
their subsequent disappearance from the later Catechisms, is in itself a note- 
worthy matter. But there exists a much earlier use of this “word” in a masonic 
document of undoubted respectability. In 1888, Bro. Speth exhibited at the 
QC Lodge a copy of the MS. Constitutions now entitled the Stanley MS., dated 
1677. Following the Charge, in a later handwriting, are 14 lines of doggerel 
entitled “The Prophecy of Brother Roger Bacon ... etc.” The rhyme is in the 
style of a political conundrum from which Bro. Speth deduced the date as 1713- 
1714. The last four lines of the rhyme are as follows :- 

“ffree Masons beware Brother Bacon advises 
Interlopers break in and Spoil Your Divices 
Your Giblin and Squares are all Out of Door 
And Jachin and Boaz shall bee Secretts no more.” 
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For comment on this rhyme I quote Speth (AQC. 1.169), 
“As a consequence we are bound to admit that previous to 1717, 
the date of the Grand Lodge of England, there existed an ampler 
ritual than certain amongst us have been willing to concede ... 

MODES OF COMMUNICATION. 

The custom of “lettering” (see Q.32) was not the only method of communi- 
cating the “words.” Another method seems to have been to show the words 
(or models of the Pillars ?) to the Candidate. 
ME “ .... B x x x and J x x x x x / have seerC' . . . 
MC “After the Oath, a word in the scriptures was shewed me  

in I Kings, VII, 21  
MD .. .. Q. When you came through the Porch, what did you see ? 

A. Two great Pillars. 
SL has an extension of the “lettering” system for the communication of the 
Master’s Word in which one of the participants said Maha, and the other 
replied Byn. 
WIO suggests that Magboe and Boe were used in a similar manner. (See 
WIO under Tokens). 

Yet another method of communication appears in our two earliest texts which 
may be described briefly as the “rotational whisper” and the texts state that 
it was used both for the EA and Master-Masons’ words. 
ER. “Then all the masons present whisper amongst themselves the word 

beginning at the youngest till it come to the master mason who gives the 
word to the entered apprentice.” (CC identical). 

ME confirms the practice in almost identical terms, but it appears nowhere 
else in our texts. 

NUMBER OF DEGREES. 
One of the most interesting branches of study relating to our Masonic 

Ritual is the question of the number of degrees or ceremonies which existed, 
or were practised at different times. This is a subject which has been very 
carefully examined by competent historians, (see especially Vibert, The Second 
Degree, AQC.39, and his Prestonian Lecture for 1925, The Trigradal System; 
also Knoop “Pure Antient Masonry,” AQC, 53), and as it involves the examina- 
tion of documents and evidence quite outside the scope of this essay, I do not 
discuss it here in detail, but have summarised briefly such evidence as may be 
drawn from our 16 texts. 
ER and CC. Both MSS. give detailed descriptions of two ceremonies, one for 

the EA, and one for the grade of Fellow or Master. 
SL. Speaks of “Interprintices,” fellow Craftes, and Master (Q.5) and gives 

separate “gripes” for the fellow-craft and the Master (See TOKENS). 
Three grades are clearly indicated, but we cannot be certain whether the 
“esoteric” contents relate to two or three ceremonies. 
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GR. Here again three grades are indicated, EA, Fellow, Master, but evidence 
of only two ceremonies, one for the EA and the senior ceremony which 
conferred the “Royal secret” (see p.28). 

TC. clearly suggests the existence of three grades with separate secrets for 
each, EA, FC, Master. 

ME. suggests three degrees (see Rhyme under WORDS) and is the earliest 
text that makes mention of the Master’s Part. 

GMD and IFM speak of the Master, (i.e.) the Worshipful Master, the Wor- 
shipful fellows, and of Entered Apprentices, but no indication as to number 
of ceremonies. 

WIM speaks only of Masters and Fellows. 
WIO speaks only of Masters and Fellows, but the mass of supposedly esoteric 

information may perhaps indicate more than two ceremonies. 
GR. “ . . . . that have obtained a trible Voice by being entered passed and 

raised and Conformed by 3 several! Lodges . . . .” Here is conclusive 
evidence of three separate degrees given on separate occasions. 

GMO. Three distinct sets of “signs” i.e. grips, and “words” suggest three 
ceremonies. 

W. speaks of EA, FC, & Master, but its catechism appears to relate only to the 
EA, although some questions may possibly have belonged to one of the 
higher grades (see under Words and also under Q.33). 

MC. Only two ceremonies are indicated, EA and FC. 
MF. Only two degrees, EA and Master’s Part. (See note under Q33). 
MD. Three separate ceremonies EA, FC, Masters Part. 

Despite the mass of “esoteric” matter given in some of the texts, (e.g. WIO, 
GMO), none of them gives the slightest hint as to the presiding Master of a Lodge 
taking part in a ceremony in order to qualify for office, and we are compelled 
to believe, therefore, that the “Chair” ceremony, or degree, is a later development. 

Although our two earliest texts prove the existence of only a two-degree 
system in 1696-1700, this does not rule out the possibility of other ceremonies 
then unknown to Scottish Masonry. On the contrary, a study of the “words” 
in the early part of our pejiod—say up to 1714—suggests that there may have 
been at least three esoteric ceremonies, one of them associated with the Pillars, 
and each of the others connected with a particular “word.” 

It is, however, unlikely that these three ceremonies existed, (in the early 
part of our period), either in England or Scotland as a progressive tri-gradal 
system. How then, did the three-degree system evolve ? Vibert (op. cit.) has 
suggested that it came about by a sphtting-up of the work associated with the 
EA degree, and MD seems to support this theory. But a careful study of the 
texts shows that the practice as regards the EA ceremony was comparatively 
uniform everywhere, while the style and contents of the superior ceremonies 
seem to have been subject to much greater variation, and although many of our 
texts contain elements from which the tri-gradal system ultimately developed, 
it was not until 1730 that the first Exposure appeared, which claimed—however 
unjustly—to reveal the whole of the ceremonies of a complete trigradal System. 
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STYLE OR NATURE OF THE CEREMONIES. 
In the course of this paper our attention has been concentrated throughout 

on individual details to such an extent as to prevent us from forming a dear 
picture of the nature or style of the ceremonies. Only a few of the documents 
can help us in this task, because, despite their claims to reveal all the secrets, 
etc., ER and CC are in fact the only texts which present a clear narrative descrip- 
tion of a whole EA ceremony, and a very brief summary of the FC degree. 

ME, W, MC, MF, MD all contain a certain amount of descriptive matter, 
much of it very sketchy, and a number of details, mainly of an inferential nature, 
may be gleaned from the remaining texts. 

The following synopses are drawn up as far as possible according to the 
rotation indicated by the texts. 

ER. The EA ceremony. 
(1) Candidate kneels. 
(2) Ceremonies to fnghten him. 
(3) He places right hand on the Bible. 
(4) Exhortation to secrecy, with threats if he break his oath. 
(5) Cand. promises secrecy. 
(6) Cand. takes the oath. 
(7) Removed out of the company, with the “youngest mason.” 
(8) “frighted with 1000 ridicolous postures and grimmaces.” 
(9) Cand. is taught {outside the Lodge) the “due guard” i.e., the sign, 

postures and words of entry. 
(10) Candidate re-enters the Lodge. 
(11) Makes a ridiculous bow. (Not in CC). 
(12) Makes the sign. (Not in CC). 
(13) Removes the hat “after a very foolish manner . . . (Not in CC). 
(14) Cand. repeats “the words of entry.” 
(15) Cand. makes the sign again. 
(16) Entrusting by the “rotational whisper” round the Lodge and finally 

from Master to the Candidate. 
(17) Catechism including a sign. 
(18) Investiture. 
(19) Reading of the Charges. 
The last three items in the above list are not given in the text. Undoubtedly 

the catechism was rehearsed at some stage in the proceedings, (MC actually 
mentions a posture during the Catechism), and although it would be impossible 
for the Candidate to know the answers to a lengthy series of questions, MC 
shows that this difficulty could be overcome by having an officer to instruct 
the Candidate in his answers (see p.28). 

The Apron (and Gloves ?) are not mentioned in ER, but there is ample 
extraneous evidence to suggest that the Apron, at least, formed the basis for a 
part of the ceremony. The “Charges” are mentioned in the SL and DU Ob- 
ligations, but the Reading of the Charges, which, together with the Oath, formed 
the nucleus of our earliest known masonic ceremonial, is not mentioned in any 
of the catechisms. Yet, I am convinced that it formed an important part of the 
proceedings at this period, and was the fore-runner of the moral exhortations 
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which developed out of, and in conjunction with, them. There is a possible 
reference to the “Reading” in the ME version of the EA ceremony. (See No. 2 
under ME below). 

ER, The Master Mason or Fellow Craft. 
(1) All apprentices removed out of the company and none suffered to 

stay but masters. 
(2) Cand. kneels again. 
(3) He takes the oath anew. 
(4) He goes out with the youngest master. 
(5) He learns the “postures and signs of fellowship,” outside the Lodge. 

(CC says “words” instead of postures). 
(6) He re-enters the Lodge. 
(7) He makes the masters sign (CC says Master-sign). 
(8) He repeats abbreviated words of entry. 
(9) Entrusting by “rotational whisper.” 

(10) Cand. advances and places himself in the posture. 
(11) A whispered salutation to the Master. 
(12) Master gives the WORD and GRIP. 
(13) All present do likewise. (This item is in CC, not in ER). 
(14) Catechism ? 

Except where I have noted small differences in parenthesis, ER and CC are 
identical in their descriptions of these two ceremonies. Neither document 
speaks of a Catechism in the FC degree, but it seems highly probable that there 
was one, though it may have consisted only of one or two questions, such as we 
find under Q.33. 

The ME description of the ceremony is so sketchy as to be unreliable, 
if not actually misleading. 

ME. The EA ceremony? 
(1) “ . . .. after having given to all present of the Fraternity a Pair of 

Men and Women’s Gloves and Leather Apron. 
(2) “ he is to hear the * * * * belonging to the Society read to him,” 

(a word * * * * omitted in the text). 
(3) A warden leads him to the Master and Fellows to each of whom he 

recites 
“I fain would a Fellow-Mason be. 
As all your Worships may plainly see.” 

(4) He swears the oath of secrecy. 
(5) He is blindfolded. 
(6) The ceremony of * * * * is performed. («.*** word omitted in 

text). 
(7) He beholds and “must exactly imitate” a thousand different Postures 

and Grimaces  
(8) Entrusting by rotational whisper. 
(9) He puts “his Face in due Order” to receive the word. 

(10) He receives the word maughbin. 
(11) He recites the Rhyme. 
(12) The Master replies in Rhyme. 
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It would be easy to suggest the probable omissions, but the whole description 
seems to be so hopelessly confused that little reliance can be placed on it as the 
picture of a ceremony, although it may probably be accurate in certain details. 
The text gives no details of any higher ceremony. 

DU, GR, and GMO all yield items of information relating to the prepara- 
tion of the Cand. (see Q.24) but no detailed description of the ceremonies. 

MC. The EA Ceremony. 
(1) Warden “prepares” candidate and deprives him of all metals. (See 

Q.24). 
(2) Cand. kneels on bared right knee etc., (see Q.27). 
(3) Sq. and Compasses applied. (See Q.27). 
(4) He swears the oath. 
(5) His “author” instructs him “a little” in the secrets. 
(6) A word is shown to him. 
(7) He advances by three steps to the Master and gives the Salutation. 
(8) Repeats words of entry (abbreviated version of those in ER and CC). 
(9) Catechism including Sign and Token with replies dictated to the Cand. 

(10) He selects his mark “to be put upon his tools.” 
(11) He chooses his “intender” (who is to be his instructor during the 

the next 12 months until he becomes FC). 
Throughout this Exposure the writer appears to be describing only the EA 
ceremony, but in the course of it he mentions a word for the FC, and that the 
latter swears the oath again, which implies that there was a second ceremony 
for the FC. 

W. The EA Ceremony. 
(1) Cand. “Prepared.” 
(2) He passes the Junior EA who stands with a drawn sword (at the door 

of the Lodge?). 
(3) Three knocks at Lodge door. 
(4) Perambulation, west to east to west. 
(5) Advanced to the Master by 3 steps. 
(6) Kneels for the Ob. and kisses the Bible at the end of the Ob. 
(7) The Catech. implies that the Cand. is entrusted with a Lettered 

word, (and doubtless with a Sign and Token but no details are given 
of these). 

(8) Catechism. 

MF. The EA Ceremony. 
(1) At the entrance to the Lodge, Cand. is opposed by a man with a 

drawn sword. 
(2) He is asked if he has any weapons. 
(3) Conducted by two wardens “from Darkness into Light.” 
(4) He is advanced to the Master. 
(5) Master asks “Who have we here ?” A. “A Gentleman who desires 

to be admitted a Member of the Society.” 
(6) Master asks if Cand. comes through his own desire, etc. 
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(7) Cand. is warned that he must take an oath. 
(8) Assenting, he takes up the posture. 
(9) He takes the oath. 

(10) The Entrusting is not described but is implied in the Catech. 
(11) Catech. including a sign and the lettering of 2 “words.” 
(12) Cand. is “cloathed” with “Apron and Gloves.” 

The text speaks of the “Masters Part” but gives no details. 

MD. The EA Ceremony. 
(1) Cand. “prepared” and “deprived.” 
(2) Three knocks at Lodge door. 
(3) Enters Lodge at the West, advanced to NE and returned to West. 
(4) Advanced to Master by 3 steps. 
(5) Kneels in the posture for the Obligation. 
(6) Takes the Obligation. 
(7) Cand. is Entrusted - no details are given of this part of the ceremony, 

but it is implied in the Catech. 
(8) Invested with Apron. 
(9) Catechism including Sign, Token, and Words, the first being 

ei lettered.” 

MD. The FC Ceremony. 
This brief ceremony being given entirely in the form of a Catech. the 

information is rather vague. 

(1) The inclusion of a Salutation suggests that the candidate obtained 
admission by this means. 

(2) The Cand. is taught a sign and grip. 
(3) He recites the poem on the Letter G. This is in “duet” form with 

verses taken alternately by Cand. and an un-named officer called 
“Resp”(ondent ?). 

(4) The Catechism relates mainly to the Porch, the Pillars, the winding 
stairs and middle chamber. 

This may possibly be a test on matters taught to the Cand. in the EA ceremony 
where two Pillars were named—but it may equally be a rehearsal of work 
which had just been taught to the newly-made FC. 

MD. The Masters Part. 
Again the whole description is in the form of Catechism. 

(1) After 5 questions relating to the Master Mason (see end of Q.28) 
a rhyme, almost identical with the ME version. 

(2) A series of Questions which elicit the whole fully detailed Legend 
of HA. 

(3) Questions on the Master-Jewels, i.e., Porch, Dormer, and Square 
Pavement, (see end of Q.12). 

(4) Points of Fellowship and the Masters Word. 
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When we find in the Catechisms most detailed Questions and Answers 
on such matters as the Constitution of a Just and Perfect Lodge, The Lights, 
The Jewels, The Key, etc., it is almost impossible to believe that these could 
have been used in Q. and A. form until after they had been explained in 
some measure to the Candidate, perhaps in some sort of recitative form, 
comparable to our lecture on the 2nd T.B. 

The various descriptions of the ceremonies to be gleaned from our texts 
may differ widely in matters of procedure and detail, but there is one important 
omission common to all of them, the lecture, i.e., the symbolical and ex- 
planatory portion of the Lodge work, which must have formed a substantial 
part of the Ceremonies in those days. 

SURVEY. 

Thus our texts give 5 really detailed descriptions of the EA ceremony, 
and in ER and CC a fairly clear picture of the FC or Master’s ceremony. But 
even in those cases in which considerable detail is available, we are unable to 
trace any particular developments with certainty. The appearance in our later 
texts of a new detail of procedure, or the disappearance of an old one, does not 
necessarily imply an evolutionary change in the ritual, since it is far more likely 
that the variations represent the practices of different Lodges or localities. 

One fact is outstandingly dear, that, even in 1696, when speculative in- 
fluence on the Craft was only just beginning to make itself felt, there was already 
a fully developed 1st degree, a trifle rough and ready perhaps, and marred only 
by the horse-play which took place both inside and outside the Lodge. 

The FC ceremony, according to ER and CC, was very similar in style 
and structure to the EA degree, but, shorn of all horseplay and with the added 
importance of its esoteric contents, it must have been a much more solemn and 
dignified affair, comparable in this respect at least with our present-day Lodge 
work. 

It is a pity that Prichard’s FC and Master’s Part are so bare of descriptive 
matter that we are unable to compare them with the brief but coherent descrip- 
tions in ER and CC. His FC degree is a mere trifle, insignificant from the 
ritual point of view, although even this insignificance may be interesting if, 
as Vibert believed, it was a comparatively new ceremony developed out of mater- 
ials originally associated with the EA. 

We have seen from Prichard’s treatment of suitable matter, (see Q’s. 3, 
9, 10,11, 20), that he could not resist the opportunity for expansion, explanation 
and embellishment, but this habit, so obvious in his EA degree, is not so apparent 
in his Master’s Part, which, though couched in the form of a few questions and 
answers, is so novel and revolutionary that we can find no true parallels in the 
earlier sources. 

Yet, if we probe carefully into this new material, we find at least 5 links 
with the earlier documents, which enable us to acquit Prichard of the charge 
of pure invention. 
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(1) The “Points of Fellowship” which appear in various forms in 12 
earlier texts, (all except DU, WIM and W). 

(2) The Master’s Word,” which appeared with variations in 4 earlier 
texts, (SL, TC, ME, WIO). 

(3) The “Legend of HA,” a variation of which appeared in GR, with 
Noah as the central character, and a hint of which appears in W. 

(4) The association of the “word” with a form of the “Points of Fellow- 
ship” which occurs in SL, TC and perhaps ME. 

(5) The association of the Legend with a form of the “Points of Fellowship 
ship” which occurs in GR. 

I have already observed that the mere existence of the Master’s Word implies 
that it originated in a Legend, though the latter need not necessarily have had a 
masonic origin. In GR we find Noah as the chief character, but the extract from 
the same MS. which I have quoted at the foot of Q.i., might well be the 
fragmentary remains of a similar Legend concerning Bezaleel! 

Our real difficulty is that not one of our earlier texts shows the association 
of all three elements. Legend, “Word” and Points of Fellowship. GR nearly 
achieves this when it gives the Noachian Legend and a form of the Points of 
Fellowship, plus a phrase “Marrow in this bone.” This curious phrase had al- 
ready been used as a supposed translation of the Master’s Word in WIO> 1725, 
a year before GR was written. 

Whether Prichard copied or invented this association of the three elements 
remains in doubt; certainly his was the first work which presented them in 
this way, but from our experience of his treatment of the EA ceremony, we 
cannot help feeling that his Master’s Part was a skilful piece of editing rather 
than an original work. 

Undoubtedly the whole of MD was a compilation. How much of it was 
derived from Prichard’s own knowledge and experience as a mason, we cannot 
say. I have endeavoured to demonstrate the extent to which his work may have 
been borrowed or adapted from earlier sources, and if we dare to take only ER 
as a reasonably coherent and trustworthy representation of the type of Catechism 
that was in vogue at the opening of the 18th century, then it is obvious that MD 
contains a very large amount of quite “respectable” material. 

It seems probable that jome parts of the making ceremonies were actually 
framed in the form of question and answer, on somewhat similar lines to that 
part of our present-day ceremony immediately after the Entrusting. It is also 
certain that a considerable part of the Lodge work was performed or rehearsed 
in this way. (See quotations from MC and DU, p. 28.) 

I am inclined to believe that Prichard compiled his MD partly from memory 
and with substantial recourse to outside sources, but in his eagerness to give 
a complete and continuous version of what purported to be the whole of the cere- 
monies, he abandoned the original “Catechism plus Narrative” style of the 
earlier texts and re-wrote all of his material in the form of question and answer. 

A typical example of this treatment may be seen in Prichard’s unique ques- 
tion in the Master’s Part which had for its reply the whole story of the minder 
of HA, while another single response described all the incidents in the “recovery.” 
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There may indeed have been some earlier “parent text” from which Prichard 
copied both style and contents. The Wilkinson MS., like MD., gives the whole 
of the EA Obligation as the reply to a single question. But, by comparison with 
MD, W. is only a fragment, and it shows much evidence of faulty copying and 
faulty memorizing, while Prichard’s work is highly detailed and sequential, 
even in those questions which formed - as we have seen - a more or less standard 
framework of the catechism in nearly every text. 

But, in spite of all his care, Prichard made one obvious omission, the 
Apron. This badge, so closely associated with masonic ceremonial since the 
mid-i8th century, receives but scanty attention in our 16 texts. Indeed, refer- 
ences to the Apron are only to be found in ME, GMO, and MD. 

ME. (Narr). “When a Free-mason is enter’d, after having given to all 
present of the Fraternity, a pair of Men and Women’s 
Gloves and Leathern Apron . ...” 

GMO. (Narr). “At the Installation of any Member the Person to be admit- 
ted drest with an Apron before Him ” 

But in his introductory paragraphs to MD, Prichard himself gives evidence 
which suggests that, in his day, the presentation or donning of the Apron must 
have been quite an important little ceremony in itself, or at least accompanied 
by an elaborate explanation of its symbolism. In the course of a sarcastic and 
critical passage on the fees which were charged for admission, he says “. . . . 
for which they receive that Badge of Honour, which (as they term it) is more 
Ancient and more honourable than is the Star and Garter ” Yet there is 
no mention of the Apron in his Catechism! 

Bro. Knoop (EMC p.19 etc.), has noted several other omissions from the 
early Catechisms, including MD, of items which almost certainly formed a part 
of the early 18th century ceremonies, e.g. an opening prayer, a reference to charity 
and “the short and pithy charge” or explanation of the working tools which 
Anderson had mentioned, not as a novelty, but quite as a matter of course in 
his 1723 Constitutions. 

Thus, having first ascertained the extent to which Prichard may have been 
indebted to his predecessors for his material, and having recognised that his 
work is necessarily incomplete, we can best begin to assess his evidential value as 
to the early 18th century ritual, by transposing his questions and answers into 
the form in which they probably existed before Prichard re-wrote and embellished 
them. A simple example. Question 5, may be taken to show the effect of such 
treatment, when instead of 2 questions and answers we may imagine the Master 
telling the Candidate “Five make a Lodge, namely, one Master, Two Wardens, 
one Fellow-Craft and one Enter’d ’Prentice. Seven or more make a Just and 
Perfect Lodge namely, one Fellow craft and one Enter’d ‘Prentice added to 
the former five.” 

It must be borne in mind however, that not only in Prichard’s MD but in 
all our texts, the knowledge of the ritual was taught to the candidate by question 
and answer, and none of them preserves any conventional ritual in bin sense 
of the word. 
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Even in ER and CC, with their detailed narrative descriptions of the cere- 
mony, we get no information as to the exact form of words used by the various 
officers in die course of the work. This leads me to the belief that a considerable 
part of the Lodge work was extemporised, while only the Catechism was of a 
formal charater, and the gradual stereotyping of the questions and responses 
tended, as a matter of course, towards a similar standardisation in the ceremonies 
generally, when they were ultimately expanded into something approaching their 
present-day form. 

W.Bro. Bunney, whilst expressing his appreciation of W.Bro. Carr’s paper, 
hoped that he would extend his researches into the question of the formation 
of the modern ritual in a future paper. 

Apologies for non-attendance were recorded, hearty good wishes were 
given to the Visiting Brethren and the Lodge was closed. 

A conversazione was held afterwards. 



THE 

TWO-HUNDRED-AND-SEVENTY-SIXTH 
MEETING 

was held at Freemasons’ Hall, Leicester, on Monday, 
January 27th, 1947. 

W.Bro. G. W. Wilkes, Acting W.M., presided. Six members, thirty-two 
members of the Correspondence Circle and fourteen Visitors were present. 

The Minutes of the last Regular Meeting were read, confirmed and singed, 
after which the following Brethren were elected members of the Correspondence 
Circle 

W.Bro. F. J. Marlow, 3a High Street, Budleigh Salterton, Devon. Nos. 
4874 and 372. 

Bro. J. N. Whitwell, 22 Uppingham Road, Leicester, Nos. 2028 and 6167. 
W.Bro. S. Edwards, L.D.S., “Greenways,” Burlington Road, Leicester. 

No. 1560. 
W.Bro. Lance E. Hall, LL.D., 61 West Smithheld, London E.C.i. 
W.Bro. T. Allsop, 480 Loughborough Road, Birstall, No. 4088. 

The R.W. Provincial Grand Master then read a paper entitled 

THE PROVINCIAL GRAND MASTERS 
for 

LEICESTERSHIRE AND RUTLAND. 

Law 62 of the Book of Constitutions states 
The Grand Master has power to form any specified area in England into 

a Province and overseas into a District, whereupon a Provincial or District 
Grand Lodge shall be formed and given jurisdiction within such area, the Pro- 
vincial or District Grand Master acting therein by the authority vested in him 
under his Patent of Appointment from the Grand Master. 

Law 63 of the Book of Constitutions reads 
The appointment of a Provincial or District Grand Master is a Prerogative 

of the Grand Master, by whom a patent may be granted, to hold during his 
pleasure, to any Brother whom he may think worthy of the appointment. By 
this patent the Brother is invested with appropriate authority in the particular 
Province or District. 

The first appointment of a Provincial Grand Master by the Grand Master 
was in the year 1726 when Colonel Francis Columbine was appointed Provincial 
Grand Master for the Province of Cheshire. Previously Provinces had elected 
their own Provincial Grand Master. 
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Leicestershire was constituted into a province in 1774 and Rutland in 1776. 
The first thing that I notice is that the title of a Provincial Grand Master 

is not Provincial Grand Master o/such and such a province but Provincial Grand 
Master for such and such a province, and this is the designation always used 
in reports and communications from Grand Lodge. 

This would appear to emphasize the fact that a Provincial Grand Master 
is deputy for the Grand Master in his province and carries out all the Grand 
Master’s commands and wishes. It also points out that a Provincial Grand 
Master is for service on behalf of Grand Lodge within the limits of his province. 

The next thing I notice is that there is nothing in the Book of Constitutions 
to say what Masonic qualification a Provincial Grand Master should possess. 
All that is stated is that the patent may be granted to any Brother whom the 
Grand Master may think worthy of the appointment. 

This no doubt arose in years gone by from the custom of appointing Brethren 
of great social distinction to the Office, even though their public duties and social 
calls may have precluded them from giving much time to Freemasonry. A 
Provincial Grand Master has power to appoint a Deputy Provincial Grand Master 
but he must have served in the Office of Master in a Lodge under the Grand 
Lodge. 

There is one other matter which comes to notice—a Provincial Grand 
Master may form Committees in his province which can act in a purely advisory 
manner, but a District Grand Lodge is empowered to form a Board of General 
Purposes presided over by a District President of such a Board. This has come 
about by reason of the fact that, in Districts overseas, distances are great and 
transport is often difficult and a District Grand Master leaves certain decisions 
to his District Board. Such is not deemed necessary in Provinces at home which 
are, of course, much more easily in touch with Grand Lodge and the Board of 
General Purposes situated in London. 

Perhaps it would be well to remember that although a Provincial Committee 
has no definite authority from Grand Lodge, yet in practice the advice of such 
a Committee is usually acted upon by the wise Provincial Grand Master. 

In the early days Provincial Grand Masters were often appointed to give 
them status in Grand Lodge and sometimes had little or nothing to preside over 
in their provinces. 

Our first Provincial Grand Master, Colonel Sir Thomas Fowke, 1774-1786, 
was probably a case in point since the only Lodge then working in Leicester 
was No. 91 and this Lodge worked under a warrant issued by the Ancient or 
Athol Constitution. 

The same reasons must have applied as regards the first four Provincial 
Grand Masters for Rutland namely—The Hon. R. B. Walsingham, 1776; 
Lord RanclifFe, 1789; Richard Barker, 1798 ; Hippolyto Joseph Da Costa, 1813— 
since there was no Lodge in that Province until 1869 when the Vale of Catmos 
Lodge, No. 1265, was consecrated and the Province was joined to Leicester- 
shire. 

In the early days also it was found possible for a distinguished Brother to 
preside over several provinces at the same time. The 1st Lord RanclifFe was 
Provincial Grand Master for Leicestershire, Rutland, Nottinghamshire and 
Derbyshire, but among the most remarkable of early Provincial Grand Masters 
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was R.W. Bro. Thomas Dunckerley and I give the following particulars taken 
from Calvert’s “History of the Grand Lodge of England^ 

In 1767 Dunckerley was appointed to his first provincial office and as the 
first Provincial Grand Master for the County of Hampshire he makes his first 
appearance in Grand Lodge records as present at the Grand Festival held at 
Merchant Taylors’ Hall on 15th April in that year. 

In 1776, Essex, which had previously been under the supervision of the 
Grand Secretary, was placed under the Provincial Grand Mastership of Duncker- 
ley. Dorsetshire and Wiltshire followed in 1777, Gloucestershire and Somerset- 
shire were added to his Masonic responsibilities in 1784, and in 1790 he received 
his last appointment as Provincial Grand Master for Herefordshire. 

Between 1770 and the time of his death in 1795 the eleven Provincial Grand 
Masters, whose names appear in the official list, had increased to twenty-four, 
having die direction of thirty-four provinces, of which Dunckerley represented 
no fewer than eight. His energy, example and genius for organisation rescued 
the office from the state of neglect and inutility into which it had fallen and 
justly entitie him to be styled the father of the present race of Provincial Grand 
Masters. 

Now let us examine the growth of this Province under the rule of its success- 
ive Provincial Grand Masters. 
1774-1786. Colonel Sir Thomas Fowke. No Lodge under his jurisdiction. 

Lodge No. 91 was working under a Warrant from the Ancients 
or Athol Constitution. 

1788-1800. Thomas Boothby Parkyns, Esq., later First Lord Rancliffe. He 
had one Lodge—St. John’s, now No. 279—and this Lodge he 
visited once. 

1800-1811. There was no Provincial Grand Master but the Knights of Malta 
Lodge, N0.50, was transferred from Macclesfield to Hinckley, in 
1803. 

1812-1851. The Second Lord Rancliffe. He had during this period, St. John’s, 
Knights of Malta, Ivanhoe, Rancliffe, and John of Gaunt Lodges, 
making five in all. 

1851-1856. Sir Frederick Gustavus Fowke, Bart. During his years the Ivanhoe 
Lodge at Ashby-de-la-Zouch and the Rancliffe Lodge at Lough- 
borough went out of existence to be replaced later under new 
names so that he presided over three Lodges. 

1856-1869. The Rt. Hon. Earl Howe. During his mastership there were six 
Lodges. 

St. John’s, No. 279, Leicester. 
Knights of Malta, No. 50, Hinckley, largely revived under him. 
John of Gaunt, No. 523, Leicester. 
Ferrers and Ivanhoe, No. 779, Ashby-de-la-Zouch, replaced 

the extinct Ivanhoe Lodge. 
Howe and Chamwood, No. 1007, Loughborough, replaced the 

extinct Rancliffe Lodge. 
Rutland, No. 1130, Melton Mowbray. 
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iSyo-iSjB* William Kelly. The Province was now joined to Rutland and 
included, in addition to the foregoing, three new Lodges, making 
nine in all. 
Vale of Catmos, No. 1265, Oakham, Rutland. 
St. Peter’s, No. 1330, Market Harborough. 
Commercial, No. 1391, Leicester. 

1873-1912. The Rt. Hon. Earl Ferrers. In addition to those already men- 
tioned he presided over ten new Lodges making a total of 
nineteen. The ten new Lodges were 
Albert Edward, No. 1560, Leicester. 
Granite, No. 2028, Narborough. Later removed to Leicester. 
Golden Fleece, No. 2081, Leicester. 
Grace Dieu, No. 2428, Coalville. 
Research, No. 2429, Leicester. 
East Goscote, No. 2865, Syston. 
Wiclif, No. 3078, Lutterworth. 
Semper Eadem, No. 309!!, Leicester. 
St. Martin’s, No. 3431, Leicester. 
Wyggeston, No. 3448, Leicester. 

1912. His Grace the Duke of Rutland, who, however, was unable to 
take up the appointment. 

1913-1928. Edward Holmes. During his term of office six new Lodges were 
consecrated, making a total of twenty-five. 
Halford, No. 3919, Leicester. 
Temperantia, No. 4088, Leicester. 
Holmes, No. 4656, Leicester. 
Knighton, No. 4711, Leicester. 
Highcross, No. 4835, Leicester. 
Flaming Torch, No. 4874, Leicester. 

1929-1939. Sir Frederick Oliver. During his term three new Lodges were 
added making a total of twenty-eight. 
Enderby, No. 5061, Leicester. 
Beacon, No. 5208, Loughborough. 
Welcome, No. 5664, Leicester. 

# 

1940- John Harold Corah, who, to the present, has consecrated one 
Lodge; Wyvern, No. 6167, Leicester; the total is now twenty- 
nine. 

I now come to the record of the early Provincial Grand Masters who presided 
over this Province. 

Colonel Sir Thomas Fowke, who afterwards became a General, was in 
close touch with the leading members of Grand Lodge, but as he had nothing 
in this Province over which to preside further comment is unnecessary. 

The First Lord Rancliffe was, as has been mentioned, Provincial Grand 
Master for several Provinces, but here again he was appointed mostly to give 
him status in Grand Lodge. He was active in many degrees in London. 



PLATE I 

marnmm 

COLONEL SIR THOMAS FOWKE, Kt., 
Provincial Grand Master for Leicestershire: 

1774—1786. 



PLATE II 

THOMAS BOOTHBY PARKYNS, Esq., M.P., 
(Created LORD RANCLIFFE) 

Provincial Grand Master for Leicestershire, 
1788—1800. 



PLATE III 

GEORGE, SECOND LORD RANCLIFFE. 
Provincial Grand Master for Leicestershire, 

1812—1851. 



PLATE IV 

SIR FREDERICK GUSTAVUS FOWKE, Bart, P.S.G.W.: 
Provincial Grand Master for Leicestershire, 

1851—1856. 



PLATE V 

RIGHT HON. THE EARL HOWE, G.C.H., P.D.G.M.: 
Provincial Grand Master for Leicestershire, 

1856—1869. 



PLATE VI 

WILLIAM KELLY, Esq., F.S.A., F.R.H.S., 
Provincial Grand Master for Leicestershire and Rutland, 

1869—1873. 



PLATE VII 

THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL FERRERS, 
Provincial Grand Master for Leicestershire and Rutland. 

1873—1914. 



PLATE VIII 

EDWARD HOLMES, Esq., 
Provincial Grand Master for Leicestershire and Rutland, 

1914—1928. 



PLATE IX 

COLONEL SIR FREDERICK OLIVER, T.D., D.L.: 
Provincial Grand Master for Leicestershire and Rutland. 

1928—1940. 



PLATE X 

JOHN HAROLD CORAH, Esq., J.P., 
Provincial Grand Master for Leicestershire and Rutland, 

1940— 
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His son, the Second Lord Rancliffe, presided for thirty years and his record 
has been written about on several occasions, so I need not repeat what is already 
known. 

It may, however, be of interest for us to realise that he, living at Bunney 
Hall near Nottingham, was in the first flight as a follower to hounds in the great 
days of fox hunting at Melton. 

Among his contemporaries were the famous Mr. Assheton Smith, George 
Osbaldestone, known as “The Squire,” and Mr. Meynell. Lord Rancliffe was 
very popular and it is interesting to note that he is placed very high in a record 
of famous hunting personalities published in 1816 and many years afterwards 
found to have been compiled by the Rev. J. Empson, known as “The Flying 
Parson,” who was a great rider to hounds. This fact no doubt contributed to 
his Lordship’s frequent absence from Masonic duty and, of course, we must 
remember that travelling was not easy in those days. 

He was a member of Parliament for Nottingham, and like his father who 
sat for Leicester, a great Whig, and a “determined opponent of Tory domina- 
tion.” (See the picture in the W.Master’s Robing Room). The following 
note on the Parkyns family may be of interest. 

Thomas Boothby Parkyns, son of the 3rd Baronet, was a member of the 
well-known Nottingham family, ‘Parkyns of Bunney.’ A Richard Parkyns, 
Recorder of Nottingham in 1603, bought the property of Bunney. 

One of his descendants was a noted wrestler and paid retainers to try their 
skill with him. Another defended a Royalist stronghold known as “The Keep” 
at Ashby-de-la-Zouch. 

Our Provincial Grand Master, the 2nd Lord Randiffe, as already stated, 
was a first flight rider to hounds. He left no heirs and the title became extinct 
but the baronetcy remained in existence, the 6th Baronet dying in 1926. There 
may be claimants to the title but none have yet come forward. 

His Deputy, Sir F. G. Fowke, only son of Colonel Fowke and 1st Baronet, 
was himself also a keen hunting man, living in the heart of the Quom Hunt at 
Lowesby. It was to him that the Province looked for guidance and leadership 
and he had at his side the great William Kelly. These two Masons were largely 
responsible for keeping Masonry alive until Lord Howe took over upon Sir 
Frederick Fowke’s death. 

Sir Frederick brought up a large family of five sons and two daughters, 
and it was owing to lavish celebrations over the birth of his son and heir in 1816 
that he became financially straightened and had to give up fox-hunting for a time. 

The Fowkes came from Gunston in Staffordshire and had provided many 
very distinguished soldiers and courtiers. 

Colonel Sir Thomas Fowke married the daughter of Sir Isaac Woollaston, 
Bart., of Lowesby, and this is how the family came to Leicestershire. His only 
son. Sir F. G. Fowke, was the first Baronet; the present holder of the title lives 
in Devonshire. 

Perhaps you will let me here mention one or two personal recollections. 
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I remember my Father saying that my Grandfather who lived at Scraptoft 
told him that bonfires and free ale were placed all along the Uppingham turnpike 
to mark the occasion of the birth of Sir Frederick’s son and heir and this was 
still talked about in his time. Scraptoft is of course a near village to Lowesby. 

One of Sir Frederick Fowke’s daughters married the Rev. W. Lancelot 
Rolleston, Vicar of Scraptoft and Dalby. He was very long-winded in the pulpit, 
as was not unusual in those days, and my Father told me that my Grandfather 
used to bring out a large Fob watch when he thought it was time for lunch, and, 
since the family pew was just below the pulpit the hint was now and again success- 
ful. 

The Rev. W. L. Rolleston was the father of the late Sir John Rolleston, 
P.M. 1560, P.G.D., and of the late Sir Stanhope Rolleston. 

Next on the list comes the Rt. Hon. Earl Howe, and his connection with 
the Province has been thoroughly explored by other writers. You will have 
seen that he presided over six Lodges and was responsible for the revival of the 
old Lodge, No. 50, at Hinckley and the formation of the new Lodges, No. 779, 
at Ashby and No. 1007, at Loughborough. 

We owe a great deal to his Mastership and as he was also Deputy Grand 
Master the Province was in a fortunate position under his rule. 

Of William Kelly there is no need here to speak. He is the undoubted 
“Father of the Province” since without his perseverance and great enthusiasm 
Masonry might easily have faded out in the first half of the nineteenth century. 
He was the “Power behind the Throne” both as regards the second Lord Ran- 
cliffe. Sir Frederick Fowke and Earl Howe, and it was during his short tenure 
of office as Provincial Grand Master that Rutland was joined to Leicestershire. 

We next come to the long mastership of the Rt. Hon. Earl Ferrers who 
presided from 1873 to 1912. His years of office were extremely fruitful and 
during that time ten more Lodges were added to the Provincial Roll, com- 
mencing with No. 1560 and ending with No. 3448. 

He came from a very distinguished Masonic family and briefly the following 
notes may be of interest. 

Sewallis Edward, 10th Earl Ferrers, was a member of a famous Masonic 
family—the Shirley family. A Washington Shirley, Earl Ferrers, was Grand 
Master of England 1762-1764, and his son, Washington Shirley, was a Past 
Grand Warden and it was he who, at the Lodge of Reconciliation in 1813, 
seconded the resolution to unite the Ancients and Modems under the Grand 
Mastership of the Duke of Sussex, first Grand Master of the United Grand Lodge. 
This resolution was proposed by the Duke of Kent, father of Queen Victoria. 

The 10th Earl Ferrers, inheriting this great Masonic tradition, was our 
Provincial Grand Master for thirty-eight years, and during his mastership the 
Province grew from nine to nineteen Lodges. Earl Ferrers was frequently able 
to preside at Provincial Grand Lodge and had as his Deputy several well-known 
Masons :- 

1873 Sir H. St. J. Halford 
1880 George Toller 
1884 Samuel Steads Partridge 
1906 Edward Holmes 

Earl Ferrers was a Past Master of Lodges 779 and 1560. 
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Upon his death His Grace the Duke of Rutland was appointed to the office 
but he was unable to take up the duties and so Earl Ferrers was the last of the 
great noble families holding the chief office in this Province up to the present 
time. It will be of interest to Brethren that during the present year the tenth 
Duke of Rutland has been initiated into the Rudand Lodge at Melton Mowbray 
and both I and my Deputy were present on that occasion. 

I now come to the Mastership of Edward Holmes, 1912-1928. 

Masonry was to change very gready in character during this period, which 
included the first World War, and under his inspired guidance we shall acknow- 
ledge now how much this Province owes to him. 

The solemnity of the ceremonies and the serious nature of a Mason’s duty 
were his constant theme, and his influence lives on today. He was fortunate 
to have as his Deputy, Lt.-Col. C. F. Oliver, afterwards Colonel Sir Frederick 
Oliver, and J. Russell Frears as Provincial Grand Secretary. They were by 
his side during the whole period of his Mastership. 

Sir Frederick Oliver followed him in 1929 and presided over us until August 
1939, just a few days before the second World War. He consolidated the work 
of Edward Holmes and brought a special widening of interest in other degrees 
throughout the Province. I am probably correct in saying that he devoted more 
time and energy to Freemasonry than any of his predecessors. The Province 
then numbered twenty-eight Lodges and Sir Frederick visited them all at In- 
stallations. He was also Grand Superintendent, Provincial Grand Master in 
the Mark, Grand Inspector General and a Master in all other degrees. His 
manner was quiet and cultured but his purpose was very firm. 

He had completed fifty years as a Mason and, in commemoration, a presenta- 
tion was to have been made to him and a gift of jewelry to Lady Oliver at tthe 
next Provincial Grand Lodge in October 1939. The gift to Lady Oliver was 
later presented to her, on behalf of the Province, by Mrs. Corah and myself. 

So now I hope that this picture of our Leaders in days gone by will have 
brought a litde fresh light on their lives. 

Since our Province has been one of the smaller in the number of Lodges 
it has been possible for our Provincial Grand Masters to make frequent visits 
and to become known to the Brethren. 

From Sir F. G. Fowke to the present time this has been our good fortune 
and we owe much to him and to all who have followed in the Office for their 
sense of duty and sacrifice of time. 

As we continue to grow, and other degrees in Masonry extend their activi- 
ties, it will be impossible for future occupants of the Chair to get to all the Lodges 
so frequently, and as this change takes place an additional responsibility will 
rest upon the Grand Officers, the Provincial Wardens and the Provincial Officers 
for the year. 

My paper would be incomplete if I did not mention the great services 
given to Masonry in all its forms by my Deputy Provincial Grand Master. 
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Few have equalled his Masonic stature, and none have excelled him either 
in the rendering of Ritual, the conducting of a ceremony in any degree, or in 
the immense amount of time he has devoted to Masonry for over forty-five years. 

“There were Giants in those days,” but the same will be said of many 
now living, in the days to come. 

Apologies for non-attendance were recorded, hearty good wishes were 
given by the Visiting Brethren and the lodge was closed. 

A conversazione was held afterwards. 
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THE 
TWO-HUNDRED-AND-SEVENTY-SEVENTH 

MEETING 
was held at Freemasons’ Hall, Leicester on Monday, 

March 24th, 1947. 

The Worshipful Master, W.Bro. P. M. Webster, presided. 
Twenty-one Members, thirty-four Members of the Correspondence Circle 

and three Visitors were present. 
The Minutes of the last Regular Meeting were read, confirmed and signed. 
The W.M. referred in very feeling terms to the passing away of W.Bro. 

A. H. Bradley, a full-member of the Lodge. The Brethren stood in silence as 
a tribute to his memory. 

The following twelve Brethren were unanimously elerted members of the 
Correspondence Circle: 

Bro. J. Minto, 5 Kingswood Avenue, Leicester, No. 6167. 
W.Bro. C. W. Harrington, Cotswold, Southmeads Road, Leicester, No. 4835 
Bro. C. E. Woolgar, Secretary, Worthing Masonic Study Circle, Arundel 

House, Liverpool Gardens, Worthing. 
W.Bro. R. S. Bladdedge, 55 Sunnybank Road, Sutton Coldfield, No. 4846. 
W.Bro. Dr. W. H. Williams, 258 Duffield Road, Derby, No. 6777. 
Bro. Bert Hunt, 324 Victoria Park Road, Leicester, No. 1391. 
W.Bro. Dr. L. K. Harrison, 2 Springfield Road, Leicester, No. 1560. 
Bro. E. Whitby, 8 Tennis Court Drive, Leicester, No. 523. 
W.Bro. H. B. Howe, “The Wick,” Croft, Nr. Leicester, No. 4656. 
Bro. A. W. Betties, Portland Lodge, London Road, Leicester, No. 4656. 
Bro. E. H. Elston, 6 Sycamore Road, Birstall, Nr. Leicester, No. 3771. 
Bro. J. G. Everett, “Gerome,” Mere Road, Wigston Magna. 

W. Bro. Bunney then read a paper by Bro. L. King, No. 4088, a member 
of the Correspondence Circle, entitled: 

“THE ARMS OF THE UNITED GRAND LODGE OF ENGLAND— 
THEIR HISTORY AND SIGNIFICANCE.” 

It was illustrated by many drawings, which it is hoped to reproduce 
in the Transactions. 

How true it is that we so often see, but do not observe. 
Several years ago, when I was a very young member of the Craft, and 

correspondingly ignorant of the pitfalls which may be in the path of the visitor 
to another province unarmed with his certificate, I visited a Masonic Temple 
in the South of England. 
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I was received with kindliness but, before being admitted to the Temple 
itself, was taken in hand by a Brother whose clothing and jewels were awe-in- 
spiring to one so young, and placed in front of a large print, showing the Niagara 
Falls in all their grandeur. I was asked “What do you see. Brother ?” and natur- 
ally replied “A lovely picture of the Falls.” Again he insisted gently “What 
do you see. Brother.?” I looked for some time, feeling more and more em- 
barrassed, until in desperation my eyes found on either side of the frame a large 
sheaf of corn. Light burst upon me. “An near to a ” 
I supplied the word for which the worshipful Brother was seeking, and all was 
well. 

It was a lesson not easily forgotten, and from that time I have tried to see 
and observe. 

The Arms of the Grand Lodge are to be found at the back of the Master’s 
chair, in the Holmes Temple, in the Freemasons* Hall, Leicester, and are also 
represented in the Book of Constitutions which is handed to every Brother 
upon his initiation. These aroused my curiosity and the result is this short 
paper, which I am led to hope will be of interest. 

It is a matter for conjecture as to how many of the Brethren in the Craft 
to-day could tell something of the history, or the significance, of the Arms of the 
United Grand Lodge of England. If we make but a very elementary study of 
Heraldry, it is clear that the art springs from a love of symbolism, which can be 
traced from even earlier times than the Egyptian and Assyrian dynasties, the 
circle used to represent the sun was probably pre-civilisation. As Thomas 
Carlyle says in “Sartor Resartus” ... “In a symbol there is concealment and 
yet revelation, there is ever, more of less distinctly, and directly, some embodi- 
ment and revelation of the Infinite; the Infinite is made to blend itself with the 
Finite, to stand, visible, and, as it were, attainable there.” 

Our own Masonic ritual, being so rich in symbolism, should make the time 
spent in the study of the Arms of the Grand Lodge of England profitable to us all. 
To know something of their history, we must go back to die time of the Operative 
Masons, when the Craft Guilds held power, about the middle of the sixteenth 
century or possibly earlier. Not the least powerful and important of these Trade 
Guilds was the Masons’ Company of London. To a great extent the guilds 
were religious bodies, and we may accept it as certain that no guild was without 
its patron saint, and the religious element appears to have flourished until the 
time of the Reformation. In the year 1463 the Masons’ Company obtained a 
lease for 99 years from the Prior and Convent of the Church of die Holy Trinity 
within Aldgate, London, of a portion of ground with buildings, the latter being 
converted by the Company into a Hall. The Priory of the Holy Trinity was 
suppressed by Henry VIII, July 1531, and the hall and ground were sold to 
the Masons’ Company for £200. 

In consequence of the Prior being their landlord, the company from the 
first attached themselves to the Holy Trinity, and so late as 1665, a banner, or 
streamer of the Holy Trinity was carried by them in their processions. 

It was the custom of the City Guilds to have some patron saint, on whose 
anniversary they all attended service in a certain church, frequently the one 
dedicated to the saint. With the Masons’ Company, the Holy Trinity would, no 
doubt, take the place of a patron saint. 
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It is of course, impossible to say with certainty what were the ornaments 
upon the banner. There is, however, a curious representation of the Trinity, 
and one which would appeal with greater force than any other to the speculative 
masons at the time, which Hone describes in his “Ancient Mysteries" as being 
most probably the symbol borne by this very guild. 

It occurs in the Salisbury missal of 1534, and also in the Arms of the Trinity 
Priory at Ipswich, an illustration of which I show here, (Plate XI). The wording 
signifying the unity of the Trinity is of peculiar interest, for within the centre 
of the triangle is the word “God.” 

(The East Window of the Holy Trinity Church, Leicester, also bears the 
Arms of the Trinity). 

The name of God has always been held in highest reverence by our Craft, 
and would seem to account for the ancient motto of the Masons’ Company 
“God is our Guide"', this was probably shown on their banner. During the wars 
of Edward III, heraldry attained its highest perfection, and was looked upon as 
a necessary accompaniment to any degree of state, military or civil, hence we 
find that any Company or Fellowship which had arrived at a position recognised 
by the civic authorities, or by incorporation, petitioned the Court of Heralds for 
a Coat of Arms. This was accomplished by representing the sohdity of the 
Fellowship, and its honourable position, to the King of Arms who, in considera- 
tion of certain fees, caused a patent to be made out, granting such armorial bear- 
ings as he deemed suitable. The usual custom was to make use of the tools or 
other objects connected with the particular trade, as part of the bearing or charges 
on the shield. 

The Masons’ Company, having risen to the front rank among the City 
Guilds, was among the very first of the Guilds to obtain a grant of Arms, namely 
in 1472. (The earliest grant to a company was made in 1439, to the Drapers’ 
Company). From early in the 17th century until 1871 the company used a coat, 
presumably copied by the engravers, from Stow’s Survey of London, 1633, 
here illustrated (fig. 1), 

Fig. 1. 

MASONS’ ARMS 
From “ Store's Survey of London,” 1633. 
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where the arms are thus represented, sable on a chevron, between three towers 
argent, a pair of compasses. (Fig. 2 shows the one used by the company). 

Fig. 2. 
THE ARMS OF THE MASONS’ COMPANY 

circa 1635—1871. 

An old catechism,Dumfries No. 4 MS. circa 1710, contains a very interesting, 
though rough, drawing of “The Coat of Artnes,” a copy of which is here repro- 
duced (fig. 3). 

Fig. 3. 
THE “ COAT OF ARMES ” 

from Dumfries No. 4 MS. circa 1710. 

Notwithstanding that until the middle of the 18th century the company possessed 
the original grant of arms, which was subsequently lost, it was not until 1871 that 
the correct blazon was forthcoming. The circumstances of its recovery were as 



PLATE XI. 

SYMBOL OF THE HOLY TRINITY. 
From the Salisbury Missal of 1534. 

{Hone’s Ancient Mysteries'). 



PLATE XII. 

THE ARMS OF THE ANCIENTS’ GRAND LODGE. 
Circa 1750-3. 



PLATE XIII. 

ARMS OF UNITED GRAND LODGE 
AFTER THE UNION IN 1813. 
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followsIn 1871 a Mr. West, an antiquarian collector, who had become possess- 
ed of the original grant of arms, called at the British Museum with the parchment 
and offered it for sale. The authorities declined to pay his price, but communi- 
cated with the clerk of the Mason’s Company, as did also Mr. West. 

The Company bought the document showing the arms granted to them in 
1472 as illustrated here (fig. 4). 

Fig. 4. 

Reproduction of 
THE ORIGINAL COAT OF ARMS OF THE MASONS' COMPANY 

granted to them in 1472. 
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The wording is of interest, as it is one of the earliest documents pertaining 
to any City Guild. The text is roughly as follows “To all Nobles and Gentiles, 
these present letters bearing or showing William Hawkeslow otherwise called 
Clarenceux, King of Arms of the Sowthe Marches of England, sendeth humble 
and due recommendation as appertaineth for so much as the whole craft and 
fellowship of masons, courageously moved to exercise and use gentle and com- 
mendable guiding in such laudable manner and form, as may best sound unto 
gentrice by the which they shall move with good grace to attain unto honour 
and worship, have desired and prayed me, the said King of Arms that I, by the 
power and authority of the King’s good grace to me, in that behalf committed, 
should devise a conysaunce of Arms, for the said Craft, and Fellowship, which 
they and their successors might boldly, and vowably occupy, challenge and enjoy 
for evermore without any prejudice or rebuke of any estate or gentille of this 
realm. At the instance and request of whom I the said King of Arms, taking the 
respect, and consideration, unto the goodly intent, and disposition of the said 
craft, and fellowship, have devised for them and their successors these arms 
following, that is to say, A field of sable, a chevron silver grafted, three castles of 
the same, garnished with doors and windows, of the field in the chevron, a com- 
pass of black, which arms I of my said power and authority have appointed, 
given and granted, to and for the same Craft and Fellowship and their successors, 
and by these my present letters appoint, give and grant unto them the same, 
to have, challenge, occupy, and enjoy, without any prejudice, or impeachment 
for evermore. 

In witness whereof I, the said King of Arms, to these presents, have set my 
seal of arms, with my sign Manuel Yervyn at London, the year of the Reign of 
King Edward the Fourth after the Conquest the fifth. 

“Clarenceux, King of Arms.” 
We note that there is no motto mentioned, but Maitland gives, in 1756, 

the motto as used until 1894, the Lord is all our Trust” This was taken 
probably from the early 17th century MS. authority in the British Museum, 
the date of which is given as 1610. 

This manuscript shows, with the addition of the motto I have just mentioned, 
almost an exact replica of the coat of arms granted to the company in 1472. 
After the year 1894 the Masons’ Company resumed the old motto of “God is 
our Guide” 

It is unnecessary to stress the importance of the word God in Freemasonry. 
This importance is further shown by the ordinances drawn up in 1642 for the 
guidance of German Masons in Saxony. Rule 107 ordains that wherever a 
fellow shall enter a lodge of Masons for the first time he is to greet them thus :- 
“God greet ye, God guide ye, God reward ye.” 

The Cooke MS. in the British Museum 23,198 dated about 1450, and written 
for a Guild of English Masons and containing their rules, begins thus “Thanks 
be to God, our Glorious Father.” 

The word “Lord” gradually took the place of the word “God” soon after 
the Reformation, when the Puritan element was in the ascendant. Thus we 
see the introduction of the Lord’s Day for Sunday, Lord Almighty for the Diety, 
etc. 
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We cannot associate the old coat of arms with any other motto than “God 
is our Guide.” 

With reference to the document of 1472 giving the grant of arms to the 
Masons’ Company there is an important point to be noted. Only one King of 
Arms (Clarenceux) was necessary to grant the arms and this the King of the 
“Sowthe Marches,” showing that it was to the London Company alone to whom 
the arms were granted and NOT to the guilds of Masons all over the kingdom; 
in which case “Norroy,” King of Arms for the North Marches, would have had 
to sign this grant, and he would have been named also. This is important as 
we find in 1688 Randle Holme, who was herald and deputy for “Garter” King 
of Arms, published his “Academie of Armory” On page 393, Book III, Chapter 
IX, he draws attention to the “Masons’ Company.” “I Cannot but Honor 
the Fellowfhip of the Masons becaufe of its Antiquity; and the more, as being a 
Member of that Society, called Free-Masons: In being converfant amongft 
them I have observed the ufe of thefe feverall Tools following fome whereof I 
have Seen born in coats Armour.” 

We learn that Randle Holme was a member of a Lodge of Freemasons at 
Chester. Amongst a number of engraved plates, which Holme intended for his 
second volume of the Academie of Armory, is a curious representation of the 
Arms of the Masons or Freemasons and the blazon is given thus “Masons or 
Freemasons, Sable on a chevron between three towers argent, a pair of compasses 
extended sable (of old the Towers were triple towered), the Crest, on a wreath, 
a Tower Argent, the Eschochion is cotized with two columns of the Corinthian 
Order or, the Motto is “In the Lord is all our Trust’ ” 

It is this representation which I show here (fig. 5) 

Fig. 5- 
ARMS OF THE MASONS OR FREEMASONS 

Front Randle Holme's MS. Engraved for Holme's "Academie of Armory,” circa 1688. 

It is only in Holme’s MS. that any mention is made of the columns being 
in any way connected with the Masons’ Arms. When the Society of Freemasons 
at a later date used the Masons’Arms they in some instances placed two beavers, 
as supporters, thus symbohsing builders in nature. (See lower half of Plate XII). 
There appear to have been some differences of opinion as to the colour of the 
field of the Masons’ Arms, and that a departure was made from the original 
grant of arms, in 1472, which clearly stated a field of sable (black). 
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In Guillim’s “Display of Heraldry,” the arms are blazoned on a chevron etc., 
but it seems that he took his authority for the change of colour from Captain John 
Logan, 1677, the latter appearing to be the first so to blazon the arms. There were 
minor changes in the shape of the towers or castles, but apparently these were 
only made to facilitate simplicity in engraving. 

Fig. 6. 
STONE OVER A FIREPLACE IN PETTY HALL, ORTON, 

WESTMORLAND. 

The illustration (fig. 6) here depicts a stone found over a fireplace in Petty 
Hall, Orton, Westmorland, and is evidendy meant to represent the Masons’ 
Arms. The date is of interest... 1689, and the three casdes and compasses 
show us that the arms suffered litde change during the past 200 years. 

Before passing on to the next two illustrations, let us refer to the history of 
United Grand Lodge as we know it today. 

We are told on authority that in 1716 they (that is some members of the 
Craft) and some Old Brothers met at the Apple Tree (presumably one of London’s 
Inns) and having put into the chair the oldest Master Mason, then occupying 
the Chair of a Lodge, constituted themselves a Grand Lodge pro tempore in 
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due form, and at the next annual meeting elected one Anthony Sayer, Gentle- 
man, Grand Master of Masons and Captain Joseph Elliott and Mr. Jacob Lamball, 
Carpenter, as Grand Wardens. Thus in 1717 was bom the Grand Lodge of 
English Freemasons, constituted for the promotion of Freemasonry. The new 
organisation progressed very rapidly both in the number of lodges and of mem- 
bers. Although there were two Grand Lodges from 1717 to 1752, London and 
York, we are not concerned with the latter. 

The year 1752 saw a split in the ranks of masonry and certain Lodges, the 
Ancients as they called themselves, formed a separate Grand Union in London, 
its first Grand Master being Robert Turner in 1753. 

To return to our subject, the Ancients Grand Lodge adopted a coat of arms 
of their own which is here illustrated (Plate XII). 

The field is divided into four compartments, by means of four operative 
squares, placed with their angles together in the centre of the shield. The upper 
left hand quarter shows a Golden Lion rampant, the upper quarter on the right 
hand a Black Ox, the third or lower left hand quarter a man robed in crimson 
with arms uplifted, and opposite in the fourth quarter a Golden Eagle. This 
coat of arms is derived from the banners of the Leaders of the four principal 
tribes of Israel. The Lion was the banner of Judah; the Ox was on the banner 
of Ephraim, the Preacher was on the banner of Reuben, and the Eagle on that of 
Dan. The Crest for the arms is a representation of the Ark of the Covenant, 
with chembic supporters, and the motto in Hebrew characters reads “Kodesh 
L’Adonai”—“Holiness to the Lord.” 

The Book of Exodus, reading from Chapter 24, will supply those who are 
interested with a detailed account of the Ark and the motto. 

The four figures of the Man, the Lion, the Ox and the Eagle, together make 
up the strange creature seen by the prophet Ezekiel in his vision and later, under 
the Christian dispensation, were adopted as emblems of the Four Evangelists, 
Saints Matthew, Mark, Luke and John. 

The figures will have a peculiar significance to members of the Royal Arch 
Degree. It will be noted that the supporters on either side of the arms I have 
just described are shown with cloven feet. Ezekiel in his vision sees four living 
creatures “They had the likeness of a man, and their feet were straight feet, 
and the sole of their feet was like to the sole of a calf’s foot.” 

St. John in his revelation also refers to his vision of the four beasts, in appear- 
ance like those seen by Ezekiel. 

In the year 1813, after sixty years of contention and disunion, the two 
Grand Lodges were happily united, and the coats of arms were also united, 
making the present coat of arms shown in Plate XIIL 

To complete the arms as now used two cherubims were added a supporters, 
the representation of the Ark of the Covenant as a Crest, the Hebrew words 
“Kodesh L’Adonai” together with the old Masonic motto Audi Vide Tace— 
Hear all. See all, remain silent. 
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Of recent years the arms have been enclosed in a frame upon which are 
eight lions “passant.” The coat of arms of the Grand Lodge of Ireland is similar 
to that used by the “Ancients” whilst that of Grand Lodge of Scotland shows 
on the Sinister side the Scottish Lion Rampant, and on the Dexter side the 
three castles argent, the chevron and compasses with the ancient motto “In the 
Lord is all our trust.” 

I am indebted to the late Brother Condor’s book “ The Hole Craft and Fellow- 
ship of Masonry” from which much of the subject matter for this paper has been 
taken. In conclusion, I am led to hope that we may all be proud of the Arms of 
the Craft, which has borne them with honour and distinction from Ancient 
time. 
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APPENDIX 

Since this paper was read to the Lodge of Research, the following Plates 
and additional notes, relative to this lecture, will it is hoped be of interest to the 
brethren. 

PLATE XIV. This shows the original grant of Arms to the Masons’ Company 
in 1472. 

FIG. 7. Another example, reproduced from the British Museum, Harl. 
MS. 472, date circa 1640. Comparison should be made with 
Plate V (Harl. MS. 6,860 date circa 1610) noting minor varia- 
tions, and the omission, in Plate X/jpf the motto “ In the 
Lord, is all our trust.” 

5° ylvinc? 

CHIT TKV5T- 1H ^c, irb ^   

Fig. 7. 
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PLATE XV. 

PLATE XVI. 

FIG. 8. 
FIG. 9. 

The blazon shown with these Arms, should be compared with 
the blazon devised in the original grant of Arms by Clarenceux, 
King of Arms, in 1472, and the change of colour noted. 
Representation of the Arms of the Freemasons, from the Gates- 
head Charter, 1671. 
Brass Memorial showing the Arms of the Masons’ Company. 
Arms of the Masons’ Company, showing the motto, date circa 
1690. 

TiiOMAS GARDNER 
ALDERMAN or IANCASTER 
r DIED Junr THE J(f 

ANNoDdpjiJyis 
IN THE 5*9 YEAR 

OFHISAGE 
Fig. 8. 

Fig. 9. 

PLATE XVII. Coat of Arms of the First Grand Lodge of England. Date 
circa 18th Century. See footnote. 

The following quotation from Wm. Hammond, F.S.A., “Masonic Emblems and 
Jewels” is of interest—“The coat of Arms of the First Grand Lodge of Freemasons. 
This Ruling Body was later opposed by a rival, which was started in 1751 in London 
by some brethren, under Irish influence, but probably unattached to any regularly 
formed Lodge. 

The Original Grand Lodge was nick-named “The Modems” and the new Grand 
Lodge “The Antients or Athols” The latter suggested that irregular changes had been 
made in the Craft, and that they alone worked on the old and regular lines ” 
In later years these Arms were quartered with those of its rivals to form, in 1814, the shield 
which was arranged for the United Amalgamated Grand Lodge, combined under H.R.H. 
the Duke of Sussex. 

The quartered Coat of Arms (often wrongly drawn) is used at the present time 
for the Grand Lodge. The Motto given here is that of the Old Operative Guild. 
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With reference to the four figures* the Man, the Lion, the Ox, and the Eagle, quartered 
on the present day arms of the United Grand Lodge of England, Brother W. N. Wilms- 
hurst, in his book “The Meaning of Masonryy” referring to these four figures, says “The 
four symbolic standards exhibiting the lion, ox, man and eagle, are a very ancient glyph, 
declaring among other things the story of the souls evolution, and its progress from the 
passionate wild beast stage, to one which, while still sensuous and animal, is docile and 
disciplined for service, and thence to the stage of human rationality, which at length 
culminates in upward soaring spirituality.” 

The author of this paper is greatly in debt to W.Bro. C. C. H. Binns, Prov. 
G.Sec., Editor of the Lodge of Research Transactions, for his kindly criticisms 
and encouragement whilst preparing this paper, and especially for his assist- 
ance in providing photographs for the plates. L.J.K. 

Apologies for non-attendance were recorded, hearty good wishes were 
given by the Visiting Brethren, and the Lodge was closed. 

A conversazione was held afterwards. 
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THE 
TWO-HUNDRED-AND-SEVENTY-EIGHTH 

MEETING 
was held at Freemasons’ Hall, Leicester, on Monday, 

May 20th, 1947. 

The Worshipful Master, W.Bro. P. M. Webster presided. 
Twenty Members, Twenty-eight Members of the Correspondence Circle 

and four Visitors were present. 
The Minutes of the last Regular Meeting were read and confirmed, after 

which the following five Brethren and one Lodge were unanimously elected 
Members of the Correspondence Circle of the Lodge, viz 

Bro. C. E. Davey, 34 Clarefield Road, Western Park, Leicester, No. 2028. 
Bro. F. G. Weaver, 65 Regent Street, Barwell, Leicestershire, No. 50. 
Bro. G. G. Powell, 90 Barbara Avenue, Leicester, No. 4874. 
Bro. A. R. Saward, 53 Henley Road, Ispwich Suffolk, Nos. 376, 6347. 

P.P.G.Reg. Suffolk. 
The Byron Lodge of Instruction, No. 4014, Hucknall, Notts., Secretary, 

Bro. H. T. Goldsmith, 4 Kersall Gardens, Hucknall. 
Bro. H. L. Milliard, 106 Carisbrooke Road, Leicester, Nos. 3091 and 515, 

Malta. 

W.Bro. S. F. Herbert was unanimously elected Master for the ensuing year, 
and W.Bro. E. R. Carr as Treasurer. 

Bro. D. Choyce was unanimously elected Tyler. 

W.Bros. G. E. Phipps and J. C. Burton were unanimously elected Auditors 
of the Lodge Accounts. 

W.Bro. W. J. Bunney then read a paper by Bro. S. Brown, in the absence 
of the author, entitled 

“A DAILY ADVANCEMENT IN MASONIC KNOWLEDGE— 
GERMANY, 1940-1945.** 

“The Light of a M.M. is darkness visible, serving only to express that gloom 
which rests on the prospect of futurity; it is that mysterious veil which the eye 
of human reason cannot penetrate, unless assisted by that light which is from 
above.” 
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Those sweet-sounding and deeply thought out words, taken from the charge 
to a M.M., very aptly expressed the feelings of a number of Brethren at the end 
of May 1940. They were in France. The German Armies were sweeping through 
that countiy towards Paris and the Channel Ports : France was on the point of 
collapse, Belgium had already done so and the resistance in Holland had practi- 
cally come to an end: the British Army was fighting a withdrawal action back 
to Dunkirk. 

Darkness was visible everywhere, the future of this Country was a gloom 
the eye of reason could not penetrate. Even so there was a feeling of Divine 
confidence. This was not only shared by those still fighting but was apparent 
even among those for whom the fighting was over and who were at that time 
either waiting for, or actually taking part in, that long and arduous march from 
Western France to Germany. I was among the latter. 

After a number of days our column of some three thousand prisoners, 
mostly French, French-Moroccans and Belgians, with a few hundred or so 
British troops and a few officers bringing up the rear, shambled into St. Vith, a 
small town on the old German frontier, north of the State of Luxembourg. The 
column spent two days there, in an indescribably filthy underground room, 
but on the second evening I was pleased to see one more face that I knew; Lt.- 
Col. H. B. Everard of the Foresters was brought in. I knew him to be a member 
of the Craft although neither he nor I had met in actual Masonry. It was a very 
pleasing contact. Next day we recommenced our march but as we were now 
out of France and in Germany there was no reason why the French should 
head the column and we were able to persuade the Germans to allow the British 
officers and troops to lead. The march that day was much easier, we set a faster 
and more even step and left others with the annoyance of shambling in our dust. 
After a heavy day’s march which finished up with a fine penetrating rain we arriv- 
ed tired out at the nearest railway that was usable; frontier bridges had been 
blown up. Our luck was in; the march was ended and the next day we entrained 
for a large transit camp at Mainz. Some days later the moves commenced to 
permanent camps, this time not in third class railway carriages but in the dark 
closed goods wagons normally used for moving troops on the continent. Rations 
were given us for 12 hours but had to last over 48 as we were taken to the wrong 
place. We were due to go to Laufen near Salzburg but the railway company 
nearly sent us to Laufen in Switzerland. We only found out afterwards that 
we had been within a few hundred yards of the Swiss frontier. 

On June 6th 1940 some 200 British officers with a few British orderlies 
arrived at Laufen. Practically every day more arrived so that by the end of the 
month this building, an old Palace that had once belonged to the Archbishop 
of Salzburg, was occupied by about 1,500 British officers and 150 men. The 
The rooms were fairly large but terribly overcrowded. In the room in which 
I was, there were in all 51 British officers, eating, living and sleeping. The three- 
tiered bunks were placed around the room, head to the wall, with about 18 
inches between each tier. In the centre of the room space was left for tables 
with a form along each side. There was just room to walk between 
the form and the foot of the beds. There was only room for 20 of the 51 officers 
to sit at the tables, the remainder had to eat their meals on their bunks, and 
those on the two lower bunks had not even room to sit upright. Luckily the 
room was high and I had a top bunk on which I was able to stand upright 
and only just touch the ceiling with my head. 
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Colonel Everard had come along in the same party and he and I used to 
take a daily walk in the half acre or so at our disposal. I can recollect discussing 
with him whether we would remember the 9 o’clock toast on the correct day. 
Speaking for myself I did not; all diaries and calendars had been taken in one 
search or another to which we had been subjected, and after a time the days 
became so much alike that Sunday was the only day of the week that stood out. 
We did not however forget our early teaching in Masonry. 

We had no occupation, no games or books to while away the time, most 
of which we spent sleeping (we were all very tired) and walking. During those 
walks with other officers from my room, I discovered through phrases used in 
conversation that two of them were members of the Craft. We decided to see 
if we could find more and then get together for a discussion. After a month or 
so we had come across somewhere between 15 and 20. The result was that in 
September 1940, Colonel Everard, who was sharing accommodation with another 
senior officer arranged for us to foregather in his room. This was not large 
and all we could do was to have a general chat and arrange to meet again in a 
month’s time bringing along any other Brethren we could find. At that first 
meeting there was one P.M., W.Bro. F. W. Chadwick of the Victory Lodge, 
Pickering, Yorkshire, No. 4042, and he and I proved one another by s . s and 
w... ds and then proved all the others in a similar manner before they were 
admitted. The second meeting was never held as Colonel Everard was moved 
to a larger room and suitable accommodation was not available. 

In October of that year, some officers in my room succeeded in escaping 
from the camp and were out two days before their absence was discovered. I 
was the room commander appointed by the Germans and according to them, I 
should have reported the absence of the officers at once. As the Germans held 
me responsible they decided I should be moved to another camp and in order to 
break up any other organised parties, half of the other occupants of the room 
and other suspects were moved with me. This took place on November nth, 
1940; the distance was only 25 kilometres and we marched. That evening the 
fifty of us arrived at Tittmoning. The camp was in an old Schloss, and had been 
at one time a hunting lodge for the same Archbishop of Salzburg. We found 
about 50 other British officers in the camp, all of whom had been wounded in 
France. They told us we had come to a more pleasant camp, our old one Laufen 
was well known, and that the Germans were more amenable and were prepared 
to allow the British to organize the camp and run it. The result was that we were 
left more on our own. There were three members of the Craft among the fifty 
who moved from Laufen and we were all put into the same room. We decided 
once more that we would see how many others we could find. In the next three 
months the strength of the Camp rose to 180 and we had traced enough to have 
our first meeting. There was only one room really suitable and this was being 
reserved for the Camp Library that we hoped to build up. I was on the Camp 
Staff in charge of the prisoners’ inward and outward mail which was just be- 
ginning to come through and in view of my position I was deputed to ask the 
Senior British Officer, Lt.-Col. Gamble, for permission to use the Library on 
Sunday afternoons. He was prepared to consider the request provided he knew 
the purpose. As soon as I disclosed this permission was readily granted, provided 
we allowed him to join us. Still another member of the Craft had been found. 

The result was that the regular weekly meetings commenced some seven or 



eight months after our arrival in Germany. There were some 20 of us by now 
and we had two Past Masters, and a number of Padres who were Chaplains to 
Lodges in England and Scotland. That first meeting was a memorable day as 
we decided to commence a Lodge of Instruction immediately. We realised 
we would be acting without authority, that we were in fact breaking the charges 
to a F.M. by operating a Lodge of Instruction without being sponsored by a 
regularily warranted Lodge or without permission of the Most Worshipful the 
Grand Master. Masonry having been banned in Germany at the commence- 
ment of the Nazi regime, we decided that it would be unwise to try and obtain 
permission from this country, even by a carefully worded message in a letter. 
We decided also that in view of another of these charges no objection would ever 
be seriously raised. I refer to “A younger Brother shall be instructed in working, 
to prevent spoiling the materials for want of judgment and for increasing and 
continuing brotherly love.” In addition there were the closing words of the 
penultimate paragraph of the charge to the Initiate, “To endeavour to make a 
daily advancement in Masonic knowledge.” 

We had no Ritual. The two P.Ms. said they would attempt to prepare one 
provided I would assist them. The foundation stone had been laid and by the 
end of two weeks, the edifice really had begun to grow as by then we were prac- 
tising the Opening and Closing. We spent a number of weeks on these, taking 
a different part each week until we all felt that we were perfectly happy in the 
majority of the offices. Even the office of Tyler was not overlooked. In view 
of where we were his duty was a responsible one; at times more than one was 
considered wise. During these weeks the work on the Ritual was progressing. 
W.Bros. Chadwick and Shaw were working hard. Each took a portion and wrote 
it out, passing it to the other for correction. If there was any doubt the two of 
them got together and argued it out between them, finally passing their notes on 
to me to be written into a note-book. We progressed to the Opening and Closing 
in the Second Degree and the Opening in the Third, but in this Degree 
the Closing proved too difficult and had to be left. As we became more perfect 
so did the preparation of the Ritual and it was a very satisfactory day when we 
were able to rehearse an Initiation. 

The members were very keen, but the conditions of memorising were diffi- 
cult, so each was given only a small part to learn with two weeks in which to 
do it, for the work was being done in two teams. Promptings were fairly frequent 
but each one taught its lesson. The room was reasonably large, about 30 feet 
by 15 feet so floorwork could be carried out; but in place of gavelling the left 
forearm was struck by the right hand. 

Each meeting caused lively discussions on the varying practices in Lodges 
and as the majority of us had not done much visiting, these variations proved 
very instructive. During our stay in this camp the Ritual was completed as 
far as the end of the Second Degree. We were especially pleased that such 
progress had been made, for in addition to the foundation stone having been 
well and truly laid we made an interesting discovery. In the courtyard was a 
large red marble trough and on one side of it was a bas-relief depicting the Two 
Pillars, the Compasses, the Square and the Plumb Rule. There was also a date 
and as far as I can remember it was 1781. We were unable to trace the origin and 
thought it wiser not to make too many enquiries. It was surprising to find it 
on the property of a Catholic Archbishop. 



We continued our work until in August we were told that the Gamp was 
to move. We finally left at the end of September 1941 for Westphalia and our 
Ritual travelled with us hidden among the various notebooks and records I had 
for my postal work. 

Warburg in Westphalia was a hutted camp and practically all the British 
officers Army were collected there. Unfortunately the contruction of the huts 
was such that there was no privacy for our meetings, as any word spoken in 
one room could be heard in the next. In addition there were continuous German 
Security Patrols throughout the Camp and in and out of the rooms and huts. 
These patrols were an attempt to stop the preparation of escapes, but they suc- 
ceeded in stopping our work more than the attempts to escape. The most we 
could do was to attempt to learn parts on our own and repeat them to one another 
as we walked about, but this proved to be too disjointed when there were up 
to 2,300 others all intent on exercise. 

However,in the year that we spent there,some interesting facts came to light. 
There had been no more meetings at Laufen after I had left, but a printed 
Emulation Ritual had been found there. A British trooper who was a member 
of a Lancashire Lodge had had it in his possession when he was captured and 
possibly, through being a Private Soldier, had not been subjected to such rigorous 
searches as the officers, with the result that he had been able to retain it. We 
also found that at another camp at Biberach regular meetings had been held on 
similar lines to ours. They also had been lucky as an officer in the Rifle Brigade, 
who was a member of the London Rifle Brigade Lodge No. 1962, had succeeded 
in retaining his printed Ritual. To my knowledge this was in the owner’s possess- 
ion a month before the end of the war, though rather tattered. Our own Ritual, 
at the time of these discoveries, had been completed practically to the end of the 
Third Degree, so I took the opportunity of checking it and completing it. Very 
few corrections had to be made, reflecting great credit on the two P.Ms. who 
had worked so hard to prepare it. 

In August 1942 we were again warned to prepare to move and none of us 
regretted it. The disappointment came when we discovered that the camp was 
to be split up into smaller ones. First of all the Senior Officers left us and then 
the older of the Junior Officers. Our two P.Ms. went with these parties. Most 
of the Padres had moved to troops camps to act as Chaplains but the luck had 
not been all against us as two more P.Ms. had been found, W.Bro. John Leicester- 
Warren, P.G.D., and W.Bro. D. H. Whinney, P.G.Steward; and they were to 
move with the remainder of us. 

We arrived at our new Camp at Eichstatt in Bavaria in September 1942, 
and most of us remained there till 1945. Once again the Ritual travelled among 
my Postal Books. It took a few weeks to settle down and then we tried to find 
a suitable room. We obtained permission to use one that was reserved for an 
additional or isolation ward for the hospital; but this did not prove too satisfac- 
tory as on more than one occasion when we arrived there to use it, we found that 
a patient had suddenly moved in. One of the Dentists, Bro. Greenslade, S.W. of 
The Otago Lodge No. 7 in New Zealand, then offered us the use of the Dental 
Surgery. 



Our membership had increased and though during the next two and a half 
years it fluctuated through Brethren being moved to other camps and new ones 
arriving, there were always about 40 of us in the camp. Our membership at this 
period brought home to us the truth of the words of the Ritual; “ In a society 
so widely extended as Freemasonry, the branches of which are spread over the 
four quarters of the Globe.” There were Brethren among us from England, 
Scotland, Northern Ireland, Eire, Canada, South Africa, Egypt, India, Australia 
and New Zealand. 

Our accommodation was very small, The Surgery was hardly as large as 
the Tyler’s Room, so no floorwork was possible. Again in order to make interest 
for more Brethren we divided into four Lodges. Two working under the English 
Constitution, one under the Scottish and one under the Australian. At this 
time we had three P.Ms. so one acted as Preceptor to the two English Lodges 
and the other two acted for the Scottish and Australian. Each Lodge met once 
a month to begin with but after a short time most of the Scottish Brethren had 
moved to other camps, so this Lodge was disbanded allowing the others to meet 
once every three weeks. We had two Rituals, one of the proper ones and my 
hand written one, so that we could manage fairly well. Visitors to each meeting 
had to be kept down to one or two owing to the smallness of the room, but as 
I was acting as the co-ordinator for all three Lodges, I was fortunate in being 
able to attend practically every meeting. 

I was particularly impressed by the Opening of the Lodge as worked by 
the Australians. After every officer had been asked his place and his duty, 
he was asked to state his badge of office and then, what that badge of office re- 
presented. 

These meetings were maintained regularly with the exception of a short 
period during the summer, when we thought it would look ridiculous if the black- 
out was put up over the windows in broad daylight. Such a move would probably 
have attracted the attention we were being so careful to avoid. For a similar 
reason the various emblems were never used and the working tools were made 
of cardboard so that they could be quickly and easily destroyed. We were ex- 
ceedingly lucky and only on one occasion can I remember our Tyler giving the 
alarm. We were, however, always prepared for interruption and at each meeting 
one of the Brethren present was ready to give a lecture on a subject in no way 
connected with the work we were doing. 

We waited our opportunity to get a larger room and, being successful on 
two occasions, we put on a demonstration of a Third Degree and an Installation, 
omitting the Inner working. All the known Brethren in the camp received a 
Summons to these two meetings. 

So carefully was our secret guarded that it was only in 1944 that we found 
an Australian P.M. in the camp and he had been there since 1942. His surprise 
was as great as ours. It made us wonder how many others there were that we 
never found. 

After ‘D’ Day, we were all too unsettled to concentrate on memorising, 
with the result that in place of a number of the regular meetings some of the 
P.Ms. gave us a series of lectures. The subjects included the English and Austra- 
lian Charities, The History of the Craft and the Masonic work that had been 
carried on in the Prisoner of War Camps in Italy. In Italy the supervision by 
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the enemy authorities had been less severe and proper working tools had been 
made, and most meetings had finished up with a Festive Board, if it could be so 
called. Two other interesting talks were on the Spurious Lodges in the Middle 
Hast and the Military Lodges in India. 

As time went on we realised that the end of the war must come very soon 
and we arranged that when the day came we would have a final meeting. The 
programme was that the Australians were to open in all three Degrees, and then 
hand over to one of the English Lodges. They would close in the Third and 
Second Degrees and then call-off. The other English Lodge, after refreshments 
had been had by all, would then call-on and close. Unfortunately the end of 
the war did not come as we expected when the allies crossed the Rhine. As 
the armies advanced the Germans decided to move the camps. We prevaricated 
but finally received notice that we were to move in a few days. As a lot of packing 
up and move preparations had to be made our earlier plans had to be abandoned. 
We did however manage to have a final gathering over a cup of tea and in two or 
three days prior to this, Bro. George Robinson of St. Aidans Lodge No. 4080 
designed and Bro. R. J. Hastings of St. Christophers Lodge No. 4171 bound a 
Greetings to Most Worshipful the Grand Master. Some 43 Brethren signed this 
at our final gathering. 

For the frontispiece of the Greeting, we used the bas-relief we had discovered 
at Tittmoning in 1940, with the following wording“Greetings to The Most 
Worshipful the Grand Master and Brethren of the United Grand Lodge of 
England from the undersigned on their return from their captivity in Oflag VIIB, 
Eichstatt, Bavaria, who while in Germany have endeavoured to make a daily 
advancement in Masonic knowledge.” 

I succeeded in retaining this on the march and in our new camp, searches 
were over by now, and on my return it was duly despatched. Its normal resting 
place is in the Museum at Gt. Queen Street, London, I regret that it has proved 
impossible for it to be on view here. I was also fortunate in being able to bring 
home our original hand-written Ritual, which was presented to my Mother Lodge 
and is now in the Museum at Leicester. This Ritual bears two German “Gepruft” 
stamps, signifying that it has been inspected and approved by the German 
Security Staff. One of these is genuine, but I regret to say was obtained by a 
trick. The other false; made in the camp by one of our own security staff. It 
was a rubber stamp cut out of a boot heel with a razor blade, the ink pad being 
made from the lead of an indelible pencil. These stamps and the fact that it was 
always kept with my Postal Papers avoided a too careful scrutiny during any of 
the many German searches. In addition the other occupants of my room, 
though not members of the Craft, knew to some degree what it was and were 
always prepared to bluff the Germans if their scrutiny went too far. 

In this paper, I have spoken only of camps in which I lived or of which I 
had intimate knowledge, but a visit to the Museum at Grand Lodge gives proof 
that similar activities were carried on in other camps. There are on exhibition 
there a set of working tools cut out of the wooden slats which took the place 
of springs in our beds. There are also the Minute and Accounts Books from a 
Lodge in an N.C.O’s camp. In these camps the N.C.Os. did no work and 
therefore received no pay, their only currency being the cigarettes they received 
from England. Each member attending their meetings paid in some cigarettes, 
which were then used for paying for the room and assisting necessitous Brethren. 



Finally there is an illuminated scroll from the Officers’ Camp at Brunswick 
stating that the Brethren there had subscribed £150 to be divided among the 
English Charities at the Discretion of Grand Lodge. 

I have attempted to show that although in 1940 the Light was darkness 
visible, during the five years that followed we were careful to perform our 
allotted task while it was yet day, inspired by a Holy confidence that the Lord 
of Life would enable us to trample the King of terrors beneath our feet and that 
our eyes were lifted to That Bright Morning Star, whose rising brings peace and 
salvation to the faithful and obedient of the human race. 

W.Bro. S. F. Herbert formally proposed that a clause be added to the By- 
Laws of the Lodge to cover Life-membership of the Correspondence Circle, 
the amount of the subscription to be ten guineas. 

Hearty Good Wishes were given by the visiting Brethren and the Lodge 
was closed. 

A conversazione was afterwards held. 
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©trituarp. 

It is with deep regret that we record the death of W. Bro. Dr. A. H. Bradley, 
P.M. 1560, P.P.G. Std. B-, on the 9th March, 1947. 

The members of the Lodge of Research had appointed him to the office 
of Assistant Editor of the Lodge Transactions, an office for which he was well 
qualified. 

Not only was he a man of great attainment in his professional life, but he 
was an accomplished literary scholar; conscientious in everything he did, a 
true and worthy Mason. 

If a Brother ever merited the title “ one of Nature’s gentlemen,” it was 
Bro. A. H. Bradley. 

We admired his frankness and knew him as a kindly, generous soul. 
“ He never caused a frown, 
“ Nor anyone a tear 

“ Until he died.” 



BOOKS PUBLISHED BY THE LODGE. 

Application for copies of these books to be made to E. H. Stork, “Arundel,” 
Ashfield Road, Leicester. 

“ Memorials of the Masonic Union of A.D. 1813.” By W. J. 
Hughan. Revised and Augmented Edition by John T. Thorp. 
Frontispiece. 151 pages; 410. 1913. Cloth, gilt, post free 10s. 6d. 

<( Origin of the English Rite of Freemasonry, especially in 
Relation to the Royal Arch Degree.” By W. J. Hughan. 
Plates. 198 pages ; 8vo. 1925. Cloth, gilt. 3rd edition 

post free 13s. 6d. 

“ French Prisoners* Lodges.** By J. T. Thorp. New and revised 
Edition issued by the Lodge as a Memorial to its Founder. With 
many illustrations post free 5s. od. 

The Lodge has for disposal a few copies of some of the earlier editions 
of the Transactions, also a few copies of “Reprints” and Masonic Papers by 
the late Wor. Bro. J. T. Thorp. Apply for particulars to E. H. Stork, 
“Arundel,” Ashfield Road, Leicester. 



THE LODGE OF RESEARCH, No. 2429, LEICESTER 

S)r. Receipts and Payments Account, Session 1946-47- dr. 

Receipts. 
To Subscriptions :— 

Correspondence Circle 
Members 

„ Building Society Interest 
„ Publications Fund   

Total Receipts 

£ s. d. £ s. d. 

260 3 9 
50 8 o 
600 

72 6 4 
  388 18 1 

Balance at Commencement of Session :— 
Leicester Permanent Building 

Society   300 5 o 
Midland Bank Limited 248 19 11 

  549 4 11 

Payments. 
By Printing Lodge Transactions 
„ Publications Fund 
„ Printing 
„ Steward’s Account   
„ Grand Lodge Dues  
„ Provincial Grand Lodge Dues 
„ Rent   
„ Postages   
„ Photographs for Transactions 
„ Cheque Book   

Total Payments 
Balance at End of Session :— 

Leicester Permanent Building 
Society   

Midland Bank Limited 

£ s. d. 
227 2 6 

88 o o 
36 15 7 
19 o 0 
640 

12 8 o 
12 12 o 
645 
140 

5 o 

300 5 o 
228 2 6 

£ 

409 

528 

s. d. 

15 6 

7 6 

£938 3 o £938 3 o 

Revenue Account, Session 1946-47- 
Expenditure. £ s. d. £ 

To Printing of Lodge Transactions 227 2 6 
„ Printing 36 15 7 
„ Rent   12 12 o 
„ Steward’s Account   19 o o 
j. Grand Lodge Dues  640 
„ Provincial Grand Lodge Dues 680 
„ Postages       645 
„ Photographs for Transactions 140 
„ Cheque Book 5 o 

  315 
Balance : Being Excess of In- 

come over Expenditure 7 

s. d. 

15 6 

9 3 

£323 4 9 

Income. 
By Subscriptions :— 

Correspondence Circle 
Members 

„ Building Society Interest 

£ s. d. £ s. d. 

263 13 9 
53 11 o 
  317 4 9 

600 

£323 4 9 

Liabilities. 
Accumulated Fund :— 

Stnplus at end of 1945-46 Ses- 
sion   

Excess of Income over Expend- 
iture, 1946-47 Session 

Balance Sheet, Session 1946-47- 
£ s. d. £ s. d. 

590 7 2 

7 9 3 
  597 16 5 

Assets. 
Cash at :— 

Leicester Permanent Building 
Society   

Midland Bank Limited 

Subscriptions Outstanding :— 
Full Members :— 
1 Member, 1 year at£i 11s. 6d. 
1 Member, 2 years at £3 3s. od. 
Correspondence Circle :— 
78 Members, 1 year at 10 /-  
20 Members, 2 years at £ 1 

Publications Fund 

£ s. d. £ s. d. 

300 5 o 
228 2 6 
  528 7 6 

in 6 
330 

39 o o 
20 o o 
  63 14 6 

5 14 5 

£597 16 5 £597 16 5 

AUDITORS’ REPORT. 
To the Members of the Lodge of Research, No. 2429 :— 

We report that we have audited the foregoing Accounts and Balance Sheet with the books and vouchers of the 
Lodge of Research No. 2429, and certify same to be in accordance therewith. 
Dated this 15th day of October, 1947. GEO. E. PHIPPS, P.M. 1391, 2429, 3919, P.P.G. Supt. Works. 
E. R. CARR, A.S.A.A., JOHN C. BURTON, P.M. 2429, 3431, 3919, P.P.S.G.W. 

P.M. 3448, 4385, P.P. Gd. Reg. Auditors. 
102 New Walk, Leicester. Treasurer. 


