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Args Quatunor Gorvonatorum,

BEING THE T RANSACTIONS or THE
Quatuor Coronati Lodge of A.F. & A.M., London,

No. 2076.

VOLUME XIX.

FRIDAY, 12th JANUARY, 19086.

Lodge met at Freemasons’ Hall, at 5 p.m. Present :—Bros. G. L. Shackles, W.M.;
.ev. Canon J. W. Horsley, I.P.M.; E. Armiitage, P.D.G.D.C., SW ; F. H. Goldoey,
"G.D., J.W.; W. H. Rylands, P.A.G.D.C., Sec.; F. J. W. Crowe, P.G.O., J.D.;
7. M. Bywater, P.G.8.B,, D.C.; H. Sadler, G.Ty,, L.G.; G. Greiner, A.G.S.G.C.,
M., as 8.Stew.; R. F. Gould, P.G.D,, P.M.; S. T. Klein, P.M.; E. J. Castle,
"D.G.R., P.M.; and Bro. W. J. Songhurst, Asst. Scc. and Librarian.
Algo the following seventy-six members of the Correspondence Circle :—
Bros. T. Cohu, Gr.St.B.; J. Miller, Rev. W. K. Firminger, Col. W. J. Pickance,
J. P. Simpson, J. M. Prillevitz, F. Stétzer, W. Kipps, P.A.G.P.; K. Smith, jun., W. H. White,
A. S. Gedge, H. B. Watson, W. J. Falkner, W. S. Boteler, W. Hammond, G. H. Luetchford, D. Bock,
A. C. Mead, A. Walker, H. C. Nelthorpe, J. Murray, W. Wonnncott, T. Taylor, P.G.D.; J. J. Dixon,
W. Dickenson, W. Miller, A. Oliver, S. Marsland, W. J. Allen, F. W, Neuburger, C. T. Morgan, H. Hyde,
R. Herrmann, W. Metcalfe, P.G.St.B.; B. V. Darbishire, C. Gough, E. H. Pike, L. R. Gleason,
L. Harding, C. E. Ferry, P.G.St.B.; J. 8. Stacy, W. Busbridge, L. G. Tate, A. E. Bernays, W.J. Newstead,
A. Simner, P.A.G.D.C.; J. W. Atkinson, J. D. Butler, S. Walshe Owen, A. A. Millward, W. H. Layton,
G. 8. King, L. Danielsson, C. F. Finzel, G. Vogeler, W. H. Brown, H. R. White, A. G. Wood, F. E, Lemon,
F. J. Burgoyne, J. M. Grant, jun.,, G. T. Lawrence, A. E. Krauss, H. Eaborn, J. Pullen, 8. Meymott,
P. A. Nairpe, T. Leete, B. Matveieff, C. 8. Burdon, T. H. Dey, J. White, H. J. Shelbourne, W. Minhurst,
Rev. T. W. Lemon, and J. C. Brookhouse.
Also the following visitors:—Bros. V. B. M. Zanchi, P.M. Regularity Lodge No. 91; J. F. Cape,
W.M. Ebbisham Lodge No. 2422; 8. C. Clarke, J.D. Rosemary Lodge No. 2851; F. Stubbins, J.D.
Beaconsfield Lodge No. 1662 ; F. H. Nalder, Addiscombe Lodge No. 1536; G. H. Kinns, Saye and Sele
Lodge No. 1273 ; and Mihill Slaughter, P.A.G.D.C., P.M. 176.

A Dispensation to change the date of the meeting from the 5th to the 12th of Jannary was read.

Letters of apology for non-attendance were read from Bros. Dr. Chetwode Crawley, Gr.Treas.
Ireland ; W. J. Hughan, P.G.D.; H. le Strange, Prov.G.M. Norfolk; Admiral Sir A. H. Markham,
P.D.G.M. Malta; J. P. Rylands, General Sir Charles Warren, P.G.D.; W. Watson, E. Macbean,
E. Conder, jun., T. B. Whytehead, P.G.S.B.; Lt.-Col. S. C. Pratt, L. A. de Malezovich, and J. T. Thorp,
P.A.G.D.C.

Eighty-four brethren were admitted to the membership of the Correspondence Circle,

The W.M. proposed and the S.W. seconded as a joining member of the Lolge, Bro. William John
Songhurst, 9, Cromwell Place, Highgate, N., London. Fellow of the Chartered Institute of Secietaries.
P.M. Ionic Lodge No. 227. Founder Alleyn Lodge No. 2647 and Semper Vigilans Lodge No. 3040,
P.Z. Royal York Chapter of Perseverance No.7. I’.Z.Panmure Chapter No. 720. Writer of a paper
on “ Ragon,” and of several shorter papers and notes which have appeared in the Transactions,



2 Transactions of the Quatuor Coronati Lodge.

It was proposed by the W.M., seconded by the I.P.M. and carried, That official recognition be
given by this Lodge to, and the permission to use the Lodge emblems on, the medal about to be issued
by Bro. Carl C. Wiebe, P.G.M. Hamburg, in commemoration of the Jubilee Anniversary of W.Bro,
Robert Freke Gould’s initiation into Freemasonry.

Bro. B. F. GouLp, after thanking the brethren.present for the honour they had done him by
concurring in the proposal made by Past Grand Master Wiebe, said he wished to express his particular
acknowledgments to Bros. E. J. Castle, K.C.,, P.D.G.R., and F. H. Goldney, P.G.D., who had been
discharging important public functions at Bristol and Devizes respectively, on that very day, for
succeeding in being present, though at some inconvenience to themselves. He also wished to record his
sincere thanks to Bros. General Sir Charles Warren, G.C.M.G.; Colonel 8. C. Pratt; W. J. Hughan,
P.G.D.; T. B. Whytehead, P.G.S.B.; W. W. Westcott, P.G.D.; W. J. Chetwode Crawley, Grand
Treasurer (Ireland); the Rev. C. J. Ball; Admiral Sir Albert H. Markbam, K.C.B.; L. A. de
Malczovich ; Edward Conder; Hamon Le Strange, Prov. G.M. Norfolk; J. T. Thorp, P.A.G.D.C.; and
William Watson ; all of whom, though unable to attend that evening, had written to him expressing
kindly felicitations on the attainment of his 50th Masonic birthday, together with their warm approval
of the proposal to commemorate that occurrence in the manuer that had been suggested by Past Grand
Master Wiebe.

The W.M. alluded in feeling and appreciative terms to the recent loss sustained by the Lodge in
the death of Bro. Edward A. T. Breed, of Brighton, and moved that the Secretary do write a lette: to
Mrs. Breed expressive of their sorrow and sympathy. This was seconded by the S.W. and carried
unanimously.

EXHIBITS.

By Bro. Col. G. WaLTON WALKER, Dep. Prov. G.M., Staffs.

GrAs8 BoTTLE, triangular in cross section, with Square and Compasses enclosing a trowel,
stamped on shoulder. This is believed to have been found on the site of the New Gaiety Theatre,
London, in 1901.

WooDEN GAVEL, very beautifully inlaid with emblems in silver. This is the property of the
Noah's Ark Lodge, No. 317, Wolverhampton, and was presented to an earlier Lodge in that tuwn in:
1772. Exhibited at Worcester (No. 716) in 1884, and at Shanklin (No. 153) in 1886.

CerTIFICATE (Knight Templar and Kunight of Malta) issued 27th August, 1806, to William Norman,
by an assembly held under the sanction of Lodge No. 271 Limerick. The fine engraved heading, which
has nothing Templar aboat it, is very similar in design to the frontispiece of Batty Langley’s Builder's
Jewel (1741).

CeRTIFICATE (Kunight of the Red Cross and Ark and Mark Mason) issued in 1808 by the *‘ Red
Cross Lodge Unanimity,992,” ander what purports to be a Grand Chapter. The name of the recipient
is not legible, but the Certificate is signed by Richard Smyth, Royal Master; William Oates, High
Priest; W. Williams, Capt. General ; and Thos. A. Mason, Grand Scribe. It is to be hoped that some
further particulars in 1egard to this body may be forthcoming, as, of course, there was no Craft Lodge
in 1808 holding so high a number as 992. These two Certificates were exhibited at Worcester (No. 717)
and Shanklin (No. 154).

By Bro. J. C. BRookHOUSE, London.

LARGE BRrAss SEAL AND EBONY GAVEL. Presented to the Lodge.
Bro. Brooklouse sends the following particulars in regard to their former ownership. It seems, however,
probable that the Seal was originally made for an Irish or * Ancient” Lodge, which worked the Templar
and other degrees.

A ghort time ago when discussing secret societies with a friend he told me that he was
in possession of a curious seal which he showed me, and upon my expressing interest in it gave
it to me. I have much pleasure in handing it to you for the Quatuor Coronati Lodge Musuem,

The device is contained within an eight pointed star formed of two interlaced squares
surmounted by a Templar cross. At the base is a tesselated pavement upon which stand two
colamns bearing the letters J (on the left), and B (on the right), and supporting an arch with
a large key-stone, upon the arch are the words KODES LA ADONAL (Kodesh al Adonas,
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Holiness unto the Lord), and on the key-stone the letters F H C (Faith, Hope, Charity).
Outside the pillars and arch, between them and the border, runs the inscription IN HOC
SIGNO VINCIS, which I believe to be used in more than one of the High Grades, and
beneath this, ou each side of the pillars, are three letters in a cypher which I translate as
SKI, HKT. Within the space formed by the pillars and arch are at the top an eye with rays
downwards, and beneath it u square and compasses with letter G in the form of the P.M. jewel
under the Irish Constitution, flanking which are on the left, the sun, and on the right, the moon
with seven stars, below the sun is a Templar cock, and below the moon the badge of tke Royal
Arch degree. In semi-circular form below this are the words MEMENTO MORI enclosing a
skull and cross-bones which surmount a coffin upon the pavement; on the coffin are certain
further letters in cypher standing for HAB and, below these, the figures 3000 very roughly
cut. The words “left’” and “right " used above refer to the impression.

The seal appeared to bear so many Masonic emblewns and inscriptions that I made close
enquiry of my friend as to its origin, and I was much surprised to find that it had no Masonic
connection. I was fortunate enough to obtain its history fairly fully, and am able to state that
it is the geal of a Black Lodge of the Orange Association which met in Spitalfields and ceased
to exist about 40 years ago—it came originally from the South of Ireland. The organization
consisted of (a) an outer circle of members who formed the ordinary Orange Lodge, and who
held meetings wearing regalia much as friendly societies do to day, and (b) an inner circle who
formed the Black Lodge which met masked and consisted of a very small number. The
ordinary lodge continued to meet for some years after the Black Lodge had lapsed.

The Black Lodge box which came into my friend’s hands contained, he tells me,
besides the seal and hammer two skulls and six long bones, black cloaks or robes and
black draperies for a room—there were no minute books and no masks. It is very doubtful
whether this box contained all the Lodge property as there were only robes for two or three
persons. The seal, it will be noticed, has an ebony handle, and I muy say in passing that
although the whole of the belongings of the Black Lodge were black in color the ordinary
lodge wore their regalia of the orange hue which is usually associated with the body.

My friend tells me, in answer to my enquiries, that he never heard of any visitors to
the Lodge, and he believes that there was no other similar body in London, further * that
there was certainly no Grand Lodge or Provincial Grand Lodge in London.”

I have only been able to learn the title of one of the Officers ; they had a Tyler, and
I may add that his name was Rice.

As to the activity of the Lodge 1 can only say that my friend’s informant died 30 years
ago at the age of 80, and, as he left Ireland when he was bat 20 years old, it is practically
certain that he received the degrees of the Inner Circle in London. It would therefore appear
that this Black Lodge was a working organization.

Finally I think that I ought to mention that my friend from whom the above informa-
tion was obtained is neither a Freemason nor an Orangeman. I have asked muny careful
questions as to the matter of degrees worked (if any), but have been quite unable to get any
light at all upon the point.

By the Lobgk. )
OLp FRENCH BREAST JEWEL, set in paste. Square and compasses, with segment of a oircle
enclosing a sun and moon. This is believed to have been worn by the Vénérable of a French Lodge.

SpeciaL CENTENARY JEWEL adopted 20th January, 1861, by the Lodge of (Economy, Winchester.
CoLuar JEWEL, J.G.W. of the Province of Devonshire, made by Thomas Harper, 1779-80.

By Bro. T. A. WituEY, Leeds.

CRAFT APRON AND CoLLAR AND R. A. AProN worn by the original owner of the three Hongkong
jewels exhibited at the last meeting. The Craft apron formerly had three silver “levels” and emblem
denoting the office of Treasurer. Presented to the Lodge.

By Bro. G. VoaeLEr, London.
WHiTe DaMasg ServierTe. One of twelve made in England about fifty years ago, apd now
(together with the tablecloth) in the possession of a brother in Berlin,



4 Transactions of the Quatuor Coronati Lodge.

By Bro. L. R. Greasvn, London.

Two JeweLs in locket form. One (ovul) is of the well. known French Prisoners’ work. The
other (circular) is probably of about the same date, but the emblems are formed of small pieces of
coloured glass.

By Bro. F. W. Levaxveg, London.

SiLvER LEVEL * Presented to P.G.P. J. Reeve, by the Brothers of the Star of Temperance Lodge,
“1.1.0.F.8.L.U., as a mark of respect for past services, June 30th, 1887.”” Thie is an ‘ Oddfellow’s”
badge, and has the following emblems engraved on it, in addition to the inscription:—Sun and Mocn,
an open book and u dove with olive branch, an hour-glaes and a gkull on crossed bones.

By Bro. G. L. SuackLes, Hull.

GoLp, SILVER AND BRoNzZE CoINs of the Grand Masters of St. John of Jernscalem. The Gold Coins
are sequins dating from 1557 during the Grand Mastership of Jean de la Vallete-Parisct, Ecu of the
reigns of Emmanuel Pinto, Emmanuel de Rohan and others.

The Silver Coins are 30 Tari and pieces of lower denominations of reigns of Grand Masters from
1736 to the extinction of the Order in 1778. ’

Awmongst the Copper Coins will be noticed some so called “ Siege pieces” i.e. money issued by
the Grand Masters for the use of their troops during the sieges of the island of Malta by the Turks.
These ‘ siege pieces” are very interesting and some of them have been reissued as many as four or five
times. From the different marks thercon it can be accurately identified under which Grand Master and
for which siege they were issued. There is also a Bronze Medal of “ Ioannes de Valette” dated 1557-
1668. The obv. is the bust of Valette to the left and the rev. soldiers making sortie on a galley of the
Order holding the trank of an elephant carrying a tower in which is a Turk; behind the elephant is a
palm tree ; in the centre of the field is a plan of some new fortifications and a ship sailiog away, above
all the jegend HABE O. TE.

Book of CoNsTITUTIONS, 1765, originally belonging to the Stewards’ (Grand Stewards’) Lodge
when meeting at the Horn Tavern in 1768.

By Bro. HugH SHELBOURNE, London.
Two OLp Masoxic Mvues, Lowestoft ware.

LeATHER APRON, printed from an eograved plate, ‘Dedicated to the Ancient and Honorable
Society of Free and acct- Masons by Brother John Cole P.M. Fore Street, London.” Edged with
crimson satin ribbon, with gold lace and spangles. These aprons were advertised for sale in 1801.

The Report of the Audit Committee, as follows, was received, adopted, and ordered to be placed
on the Minates.

PERMANENT AND AUDIT COMMITTEL.

The Committee met at the Holborn Restaurant, on Monday, the 8th day of January, 1906, at
6.30 p.m.

Present :—Rev. Canon Horsley, I.P.M., io the Chair, Bros. Greiner, Edward Armitage, W. H.
Rylands, and Bro. Gedge, Auditor.

The Secretary produced his books and the Treasurer’s accounts and vouchers, which bad been
examined by the Auditor and certified as being correct.

The Committec agreed upon the following

REPORT FOR THE YEAR 1905.
BRETHREN,

In presenting our Report, we once more congratulate you on the work dove in the past year,
and on the prosperous condition of the Lodge, which we trust may always continue. One Member has
been admitted to the Inver Circle during the year, and our numbers, at the present time, are
thirty-two.

In the Correspondence Circle there are a number of deaths to be deplored, and many good
friends have been called from us. Three hundred and fifteen new Members have been admitted,
the total number now being approximately 2946.
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The central premises are at 61, Lincoln’s Inn Fields, and contain our Museum and Library,
where the books can be consulted by all our Members.

It has become necessary to remove to London the whole of the secretarial work of the Lodge,
which will naturally entail mach greater expense. The Committee, therefore, confidently look to the
Members for more than the usual amount of sapport, in largely increasing the number of names now
on the Roll, 8o that the good work thus well begun may continue and progress. ‘

In order to secure this very desirable result, two things are absolutely essential, and cannot be
too stn')ngly urged. The first is an individual and continuous effort to introduce as many new members
as possible ; and the second is the payment of subscriptions when due. The continued irregularity in
payment has often been pointed out, and it is desirable to remind members that by not paying their
subscriptions regularly, they unnecessarily increase the labours of the Secretary and serionsly hamper
the progress of the Lodge. The Committee feel it their duty to point out that if it were not for the
large number of subscriptions now in arrear, the balance showa in the accompanying accounts would
be far more satisfactory than it is.

The Assets comprised in the Accounts given below, as in former years, do no’ include the stock of
Transactions, of Antiquarian Reprints, and of facsimiles of various copies of the Old Constitutions, or
the Library and Museum, upon which nearly a thousand pounds have been expended. '

For the Committee, J. W. HORSLEY, I.P.M.

BALANCE SHEET.—30th November, 1905.

Liabilities. Assets.
£ 8 d. £ s d. £ 8 d £ 8 d
To Life Members’ Fund By Cash at London and
(133 Members) 873 0 0 County Baunking Co.,
» Whymper Fund 105 15 1 Bromley 115 110
_ - 97815 1 » Cash in hand 015 6
» Payments received in advance ... 102 0 9 11517 4
,» Correspondence Circle for 1905. » £1300 Consols at 89 per cent ... 1157 0 0
Balance at credit carried for- » Sundry Debtors for Subscriptions
ward to next year ... . 25511 2 in arrear—
,» Outstanding Subscriptions as per 1905 .. 318 3 4
contra ... 621 13 10 1904 .. 16410 6
,» Summer Oating Suspense a/c ... 2812 2 1903 .. 8 0 0
» Sundry Creditors ... . 1210 6 1902 w 2414 6
»» Sundry Publications ... .. 23 80 1901 .. 13 2 6
,» Profit and Loss Account .. 3318 4 1900 616 6
,» Lodge Account— Back .. 10 6 6
Receipts, 1905 3413 0 —— 621 13 10
Expenses, ,, 26 12 6 » Sundry Debtors for Publications 27 6 0
_— » Sundry Publications (Debtors for
8 0 6 Cash) 145 9 9
Add Credit Balance, 1904 216 7
—_ 1017 1
£2067 6 11 £2067 6 11

This Balance Sheet does not include the value of the Library and Museam, Stock of Transactions
and Office Furniture, and is subject to the realization of Assets.

I have examined the above Balance Sheet and Profit and Loss with the Books and Vouchers of
the Lodge, and Certify the same to be Correct and in accordance therewith. '

18th December, 1903.

Avrrrep 8. GEDGE,
Chartered Accountant,
8, Great James Street,
Bedford Row, W.C.
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PROFIT AND LOSS.—For the year ending the 30th November, 19085.

6
Dr.
£ s d £ s d
To Salaries 32715 O
» Rent . . 159 4 0
» OGas and ang 18 5 0
,» Stationery ... 62 6 7
,, Postages . 286 14 8
,, Oftice Cleaning 18 19 10
,, Insurance 910 6
, Furniture 25 9 9
s Library . 38 511
,» Bad Debts ... 715 8
954 611
,» Balance carried to Balaunce Bheet 33 18 4
£988 6 3

SUNDRY CREDITORS.

SUNDRY PUBLICATION CREDITORS.

Amounnts charged to Members but not executed or paid for.

SUNDRY DEBTORS

£ s d.

Binding Account 1110 O
Medals Account 5 6 6
Back Transactions . 515 6
Reprints IX. . 010 6
Crawley, Dr. w.J. Chetwode, Book 011 O
Work on Medals 313 6
£27 6 0

SUNDRY PUBLICATIONS,

£ s d.
Reprints VI. ... 6 4 9
Ditto IX., .. .o N 80 6 1
Catalogue .. e . 8 40
Work on Medals 3111
Various Publications for ule . 4713 0

£146 9 9

T,
£ 8 d £ s d
By Balance brought forward from
last year . e .. 16919 3
y 1905 Correspondence :
Circle 540 0 O
» 1904 ditto 118 5 8
, 1903 ditto ... 30 9 0
» 1902 ditto ... 817 0
, 1901 ditto ... 220
» 1900 ditto 010 6
,» Back Transu.ctlons 3719 0
» Sundry Pubhcutxons 3016 4
,» Life Members 6 6 0
» Interest on Consols 3017 8
,» Discounts 12 210
—— 818 6 0
£988 5 3
£ 8 d.
Crawley, Dr. W. J. Chet;wode . 011 O
Masonic Curricalum ... . 014 6
Kenning & Son, G. 11 5 0
£12 10 6
£ s d.
Binding Account 1110 0
Medals Account 6 5 6
Back Transactions ... e 515 6
Crawley, Dr. W. J. Chetwode, Book 011 O
Reprints, Burns . 0 6 0
£23 8 0

FOR PUBLICATIONS.

DEBTORS FOR CASH.
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GENERAL CASH ACCOUNT.—For the year ending November 30th, 1905,

Dr.
£ 8 d
To Casm BALANCE ... .. 160 17 4
LODGE ACCOUNT.
To Subscriptions 3413 0
1905 TRANSACTIONS.
To Subscriptions . 1132 17 8

1904 AND BACK TRANSACTIONS.

To Subscriptions 22512 6
To PAYMENTS RECEIVED IN ADVANCE 92 4 6
sy MEDALS 5318 3
,» BINDING CASEsS 40 6 7
5y WORK ON MEDALS - 12 6 0
»» SUNDRY PCUBLICATIONS ... 1211 6
,» Lire MEMBERS’ FUND 56 14 O
;5 SUMMER OCUTING ... 23312 0
s INTEREST ON CoNsoLS ... 3017 8
»n DISCOUNTS 12 210

£2098 13 10

arx.
£ 8 d
LODGE ACCOUNT.
By 6 9 0
" Room... 9 9 0
” 8 0 6
» . 110 0
" 010 6
,» Minute Book 013 6
2612 6

1905 TRANSACTIONS.
By Vol. 18, part I. and

" » 194 12 6
,» Authors’ Copies ... 8 2 0
, Summonses... 4411 6
y Local Expenses ... 413 8
» Blocks 8% 7 8
,» Library Catalogue 27 0 0
,» Sundries ... 2219 2

—— 337 6 6

1904 AND BACK TRANSACTIONS,

By St. John’s Card 81 0 6
5 Vol. 17, part II. and
" » IIL 1256 10 0
,» Blocks 67 7 6
,» Audit Fees ... 1010 0
—_—284 711
,» PAYMENTS IN ADVANCE TRANS.
FERRED 7212 9
s MEDALS 42 10 6
,»» BINDING CASES 23 6 O
,» WORK 0N MEDALS 910 0
»y SUNDRY PUBLICATIONS ... 1311 8
1, SUMMER OUTING EXPENSES 226 18 6
,» LIBRARY PURCHASES AND BINDING 37 14 11
OFFICE EXPENSES.
By Salaries ... . 82715 O
,, Rent... . 189 4 O
,»» Gas and Firing 18 56 0
,» Stationery ... 62 6 7
,» Postages 286 14 8
,, Office Cleaning 18 19 10
,» Insurance ... 910 6
,, Furniture ... 25 9 9
— 908 5 4
CASH BALANCES.,
By Balances carried for-
ward at London &
County Banking
Company,Bromley 115 1 10
,» Ditto, in hand . 0156 6
115 17 4
£2008 13 10

—— ——
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Bro. J. P. 81upsoN read the following paper:—

““OLD CITY TAVERNS AND MASONRY.”
BY BRO. . PERCY SIMPSON, P.M. ;6.

HAD proposed to entitle this Paper “Old London Taverns and
Masonry,” but I had scarcely entered on the task when I found that
the subject was far too wide to be treated adequately in a single
Paper. I have therefore confined myself for the present to the
Taverns situated within the boundaries of the City of London; and
even with this limitation the work of condensing the materials before
me is one of no slight difficulty.

There is something peculiarly fascinating in this subject to Masonic, and non-
Masonic antiquarians alike. * Taverns” says Bishop Earle in the first half of the 17th-
century, ‘ are the busy man’s recreation, the idle man’s business, the melancholy man’s
sanctuary, and the stranger’s welcome’; and again we have the trite verse of old
Shenstone : —

“ Who'er has travelled Life’s dull round,
Where’er his wanderings may have been
Will sigh to think he still has found
His warmest welcome in an Inn.”

We have further ecclesiastical authority for the pleasure not only for frequenting,
but for dying in an Inn. Bishop Burnet, in his History of our own Times, says
‘ Archbishop Leighton used often to say that if he were to choose a place to die in it
should be an Inn. It looking like a pilgrim going home, to whom this world was all as
an Inn, and who was weary of the noise and confusion of it.” The Archbishop
obtained his desire, for he died in 1684 at the Bell Inn, Warwick Lane, Newgate Street.

We all indeed can call to mind many quotations from Shakespeare, Dryden, and
other Poets and Writers equally apt, as well as merry episodes in the pleasant peregri-
nations of Pepys, Evelyn, Stukeley and other Diarists and Travellers, and quaint
epigrammatic Johnsonian sayings without number. But do we need them ? Even now
as we sit in one of these old Taverns—alas! how few there are remaining—we can
realise how greatly they entered into the life of citizens of the seventeenth and
eighteenth centuries. How they supplied the place, to a great extent, of the Press of
the present day, and the amenities of Club life; and promoted social intercourse and
the exchange of wit, and sometimes wisdom. Taverns we are told * were the broachers
of more news than hogsheads, more jests than news; which are sucked up here by some
spongy brain, and thence squeezed into a Comedy.” It may be said however that
without doubt theythen formed the Editorial Offices of many newspapers and periodicals.
The Spectator and the Tutler give us abundant evidence of this. Sir Richard Steele’s
letters are often dated from a Tavern ; and writing to bis wife on one occasion he assures
her that he will be with her ‘ within half a bottle of wine.” The Coffee House, like
the Tavern, writes Lord Macaulay, * was the Londoner’s home, and those who wished
to find a gentleman commonly asked not whether he lived in Fleet Street or Chancery
Laue, but whether he frequented the Grecian or the Rainbow.”

Indeed in the aggregate what a vast amount of human happiness, mirth, and
genuine good-fellowship have not these old Taverns seen. With what different feelings
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do we contemplate some grim old castle or prison whose stones speak only of gloom
and tragedy. Who mourned when the dreary walls of Newgate passed away? Bnt
thousands sorrowed as they passed, and saw the Old Black Bull in Holborn near by
gradually disappearing. And sitting in the old rooms, and thinking of these things,
one's own present troubles and worries fade, and a restful soothing feeling seems to
come over us. Such a feeling as Dickens had when he passed from the turmoil of
Fleet Street, and sat in Fountain Court to muse of other days and the shadows of the
past.

Surely these old Taverns were the fit and proper abiding places for modern
Speculative Masonry, and it will be my endeavour to try—however inadequately—to
recall the past in connection with some of them. '

Before we enter on our travels throngh the City, I think it would add somewhat
to our interest if I glance very briefly and generally at the development of the old
City Taverns in the past, and some of the customs and traditions in connection with
them.

Tacitus first mentions Londinium by name in the year 61 A.p. “Londinium a
place not dignified with the name of a Colony, but famed for the number of its
merchants, and the plenty of its provisions.” It is certain that the City Walls were
first erected by the Romans, and though the various writers differ widely as to
the date it may safely be ascribed to the reign of the Emperor Constantine about
306 A.p., and the remains of the walls and bastions were to be seen in Maitland’s
time in the vicinity of Houndsditch and Aldgate. Our subject is however rather
connected with the Gates of Roman London than the Walls. Most authorities
give us seven Gates, two facing the river at Billingsgate and Dowgate, and
five from east to west, namely, Aldgate, Bishopsgate, Cripplegate, Aldersgate,
Newgate and Ludgate. Moorgate was added in the reign of Henry V. It is fairly
certain, however, that Newgate and Ludgate were of later origin, as Pennant rightly
points out, that it was part of the Roman Law that no burial place should be allowed
within the City walls. In the case of London there is no doubt that there was a Roman
cemetery in the north west corner of St. Paul's Churchyard. From this it would appear
that the Roman Wall ran direct south from Aldersgata Street, excluding St. Paul’s
Churchyard and Ludgate Hill. It was the invariable custom in Roman walled towns
to have the Vintners’ houses, or Taverns, immediately inside the Gates. So in London
travellers coming throngh the woods to the north of Londom, or the dreary Essex
marshes to the east, were doubtless glad within the Gates to find immediate rest and
refreshment. Thus we may look to these sites inside the Gates as the positions occupied
by the oldest London Taverns; and in some instances can even trace the Houses down
to our own times. In about the centre of the Roman City, in Lombard Street and
Leadenhall Street, discoveries have been made on which I shall commment hereafter
indicating the site of other Roman Taverns. The City Gates were pulled down in the
years 1760 and 1761, and the materials sold.

William Fitzstephen, a clerk of Thomas 4 Becket, who died in the year 1190,
wrote a life of his master, and prefaced it with a description of London of his day.
He states, ‘‘ Besides there is in London upon the River Bank among the wines in ships
and cellars sold by Vintuers, a public Cook shop. There eatables are to be found every
day according to season, dishes of meat, roast, fried, and boiled, great and small fish,
coarser meats for the poor, more delicate for the rich, of game, fowls, and small birds.”
It would seem that at this time the Taverners and Vintners were distinct, the former
housing and feeding their guests, and the latter having the exclusive sale of Wines. The
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.two trades gradually became merged in the Tudor period ; thongh an old custom still
remained up to the middle of the last century of buying your own meat, and taking it
to a Tavern selling wine to be cooked. Fitzstephen adds that the only pests in London
in his time were * the immoderate drinking of fools, and the frequency of fires.”

We can trace in a measure the gradual development and customs of the City
Tavern in the Orders of the Corporation, and the Acts of Parliament from time
to time. As early as 4 Edward III. there was an Act passed dealing with
adulteration of wines, and providing penalties for the same. In the reign of Henry
VIII., 1586, an Act directed that all French wines should be sold for eight pence the
gallon, and Malmsey.and Romney Sack and all other sweet wines for one shilling. In
the reign of Edward VI., 1552, a Statute regunlated the number of Taverns and Wine
Vaults. The preamble states that it was enacted * for the avoiding many inconveniences,
much evil rule, and common resort to misruled persons, used and frequented in many
Taverns of late newly set up in back lanes, corners and suspicious places.” No Taverns
are to be kept for the retailing of wines except licensed, and the number of them is not
to exceed 40 in London and 3 in Westminster. Later in Elizabeth’s reign we find
from the records that there were then however 168 Taverns in London and the
suburbs. Stow writing in the year 1598, referring to the quotation made above from
Fitastephen as to drinking and fires, says,  For the first to wit of quaffing it continues
as afore, or rather is mightily increased, qualified amongst the poorer sort, not of any
-holy abstinence but of necessity, ale and beer being small, and wines in price above
-their reach.”

The old order howevar gradually changed, the ancient drawers giving way to the
waiters and barmaids, and the wines to punch and spirits. And later no doubt the
advent of the Coffee House, and the introduction of malt liquor had much to do with
‘the slow but sore decline of the ancient Tavern. Probably Gin also may be quoted as
an element in this deterioration. It flourished so exceedingly that in 1736 an Act was
.passed declaring its sale illegal. It remained defunct however only some 15 years, and
it was then Hogarth painted his realistic *“ Gin Lane.”

In the early part of the sixteenth century the Yards of the old Inns formed the
Theatres of the Strolling Players, and the model on which Burbage and Alleyn built
their Playhouses. There was a raised stage placed in the courtyard, and round it
collected the meaner sort, or as Ben Jonson called them, ‘ the understanding gentlemen
of the ground.” This was the origin of the Pit. The two tiers or galleries ruuning
round the Yard formed the dress and undress circles of to-day. Bro. Stephen Jones in
the Biographia Dramatica (vol. i.,p. xvi.) informs us that by reference to the title pages
of old plays he reckons that between the years 1570 and 1629, when the playhouse at
Whitefriars was finished, no less than seventeen playhouses had been built. In the
second edition of Stow’s Chronicle we are told that within the above period ‘five Inns
or common osteryes were turned into playhouses,” and Fleckno in his Short Discourse
on the English Stage (1664) says that the remains of these ancient theatres were to be
seen at “The Cross Keys,” Gracechurch Street, and “ The Bell,” Bishopsgate Street.
Doubtless most of them had been demolished during the Commonwealth.

The History of the Signs of old Taverns is interesting, and at one time they gave
some indication of the class of customers frequenting them; but later all signs whether
of Taverns or other trades became sadly confused. '

The Roman Tavern Sign had generally a representation of Bacchus, and vine
leaves introduced. Thus a sign has been found at Pompeii with a painting of Bacchus
pressing a bunch of grapes, And the arms of the Vintners’ Company no doubt derive
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their origin from this Roman Sign. Vines were at one time grown in southern
England, and even in the west end of London near Charing Cross, but often bunches
of ivy or other evergreens were substituted. The ““ Bush’’ came to be the distingunishing
sign of all Taverns, hence the proverb * Good wine needs no Bush.” A distinctive Sign
was later added to the *“ Bush.” We have in the old ballad of 1622, Good news and
bad news, the Landlord saying, ‘I rather will take down my Bush and Sign than live
by means of riotous expense.” These distinctive Signs sometimes referred to the class
of customers, some denoted the peculiar situation of the house, and others had a
political flavour. In the Roxburgh Ballads in the time of Charles II., there is a quaint
rhyming list of the Taverns, their curious Signs, and the classes of customers
frequenting them.

Later however the Taverns and Shops passing from one occupier to another, a
strange and almost comical confusion arose. Thus Addison referring to this in the
Spectator says, “I would enjoin every housekeeper to make use of a sign which has
some affinity to the wares in which he deals. A cook should not live at ‘The Boot,’
or a shoemaker at ‘ The Roasted Pig.'” The Signs were also early recognised as a
nuisance, and indeed a danger to passers by, and in the Records of the City of London
(published 1868) I find that in the reign of Edward ITI. (1375) on complaint of certain
citizens as to these Tavern signs in the Cbepe and elsewhere it was ordered that *‘in
fature no person should have an alestake bearing his sign, or leaves extending over the
King’s Highway more than 7 feet.” In 1695 it was proposed to tax Signs, and in 1787
an order was made to remove those hanging over the roadway, and to fix them on the
walls of the House. .

These I think shortly stated are the leading features in the development of the-
City Taverns until we find them at the latter part of the seventeenth century at the very
sammit of their prosperity and influence. There is no book directly relating to the
Taverns, and their several records must be traced not in the highways of history and
literature, but in the by-ways and from obscure and curious sources. For instance, the
Histories of the City by Stow, Pennant, Wilkinson and others, give us ample information
as to the public buildings, streets and churches of the Metropolis, but are almost silent as
to the old Taverns. Occasionally in Larwood’s admirable History of Signboards, or.
Timbs’ History of Clubs, we can glean items of interest, as also in Cunningham’s London
Past and Present. Still much is left to research into old newspapers, prints and manu-
scripts mostly stored at the Guildhall Library; where the courteous Librarians do all in
their power to assist the searcher.

The majority of the views which I have here got together come from the
invaluable collection of old engravings, etc., of London and its environs in the possession:
of Mr. E. Gardner. This collection far exceeds any other in the Kingdom, public or
private, and to this gentleman my sincere thanks are due. And lastly I am indeed
indebted to the * Masonic Records” of our late Bro. Lane without which mine would
have been a hopeless task. With loving patient care for many years our Brother,.
assisted by Bro. Hughan, raised this monument of research alike perfect in its parts
and honounrable to the builders: thus leaving footprints on the sands of Masonic.
time for the assistance of future generations.

In our travels through the City in search of the old Masonic Taverns, it is-
difficult indeed to decide as to where one should start. Ihave adopted the plan—at any
rate Masonically orthodox—of commencing our journey in the East and ending at’
Temple Bar in the West.
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Tae ToweR is a convenient starting point. Notwithstanding the opinion of Stow
it seems probable that there was a fortification in existence on this site even in Roman
times. The present Tower of London was however commenced in the reign of William
the Conqueror, 1078, by Gundulph, Bishop of Rochester. Just north of the Tower was
a little Postern Gate in the old City Walls, and separated by an open space, but opposite
to the Gate in the Minories stood an o!d Inn known by the Sign of * Tur Founrain”
(Plate No. 1.) A favourite old sign this in pre-Reformation times. A quaint legend
existed that St. Paul's head when cut off rebounded three times, and fountains gushed
forth on each spot. There is near Rome a Church San Paolo delle Tre Fontane. It
may also be attributed sometimes to the wells or springs to be found generally near the
City Gates (see “ Fountain Tavern,” Aldersgate). At this Tavern the Lodge of Judah
No. 221 met in 1795, the Lodge of Joppa No. 188 in 1796, and the Lodge of Israel
No. 205 in 1810. It is related that when the old Tavern was pulled down the timber
works were so firmly constructed, that horses had to be employed to pull them apart.

In the Mixories also a little further north we find *‘ The Three Kings.” This
sign takes its origin from the three Magi, who came from the East to do homage to our
Saviour. Originally a Mercer’s sign it may be found carved on a house in Bucklersbury,
and also in the Guildhall Museum. This represented the Three Kings of Cologne.
These monarchs were favourites in early plays and mysteries. In one of the Chester
pageants by shearmen and tailors they are known as *Sir Jasper of Tars,” “Sir Melchior
King of Araby,” and * Sir Balthazar King of Saba.” Here met in 1741 that most
interesting and ancient Lodge the Castle Lodge of Harmony No.26. Close by the
Jubilee Lodge No. 72 held their meetings in 1814 at * The Three ILords,” a sign having
doubtless the same origin and which still exists in the Minories.

Passing along * TowkrR STREET” from east to west we come across several old
Masonic Taverns. The famous * Dolphin Tavern” stood just at the bottom of Seething
Lane. About two hundred yards up this Lane were the old Admiralty Buildings, and the
residence of Samuel Pepys, Diarist, and Secretary to the Admiralty. Larwood speaks
of “ The Dolphin” in Aldersgate Street as the house to which Pepys resorted, but there
can be no doubt it was “ The Dolphin ” in Tower Street. We have this entry on 11th
July, 1660 : “ With Sir William Penn to the Navy Office (in Seething Lane) where we
met and dispatched business. And that being done we all to dinner at the Dolphin.”
Again on the 4th September, 1666, during the Great Fire: * After supper walked in the
dark down to Tower Street, and there saw all on fire at the Trinity House on that side,
and the Dolphin Tavern on this side which was very near us, and the fire with extra-
ordinary vehemence.” This old Tavern was restored after the Fire and was a favourite
resort of the parochial authorities, etc. It appears in the Engraved List of Lodges of
1723 and the French Lodge met there in that year. Further west in Tower Street
we have “ The King's Head ”and ¢ Czar of Muscovy’s Head,” associated with Lodges
since lapsed. These survive in name, though “ Ben Jonson's Head " and the * Prince
of Wales’ Head ”” have disappeared from the scene.

Fisa Street Hiuu had two famous Houses that have passed away, the * Ship”
mentioned in the Engraved List of 1723, and the “ Swan.” The “ Crown and Mitre”
Labour-in-vain Hill, Old Fish Strect, was the original home of the Strong Man Lodge
No. 45.

Directing our steps northwards we pass into Fexcavrcu Streer in “ Langbourne
Ward or Fennie About,” so called as Stow asserts * from a bourne of sweet water which
of old time breaking ovt in Fenchurch Street ran down the same Street, and Lombard
Street and so through Sherbourne Lane to the Thumes”; the street thus taking its
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name from the fenny or moorish ground around the Bourne. Though I cannot find that
“Tue Oup EcerAaxT” (Plate No. IL) in this street ever had a Lodge meeting there, yet
it is interesting to Masons as Hogarth lodged there for some years. The story runs that
the parochial authorities used to hold their meetings here, but for some reason unknown
deserted * The Elephant ” for “ The King's Head ”” opposite. Hogarth was annoyed and
swore that he wounld show them up, and is supposed to have done so in his “ Modern
Midnight Conversation.” This picture, together with his * Hudson Bay Company
Porter,” “ Harlequin and Peirrot” and ‘ Harlow Bush Fair,” were painted here and
remained in the House till it was demolished about 1810. * The King’s Head " just
mentioned was the home of a Masonic Lodge No. 73 in 1752, which lapsed at * The Half
Moon,” Cheapside, in 1761. Later the Royal Jubilee Lodge No. 72 met here in 1811,
and the Albion Lodge No. 9 in 1818. * The King's Head” was a Tavern of consider-
able antiquity. We read in Hughson’s London * That the Princess Elizabeth after her
imprisonment in the Tower, on the day she was released, entered the first Church she
found open, which was All Hallows Staining. She then went to the House, then and
now called ‘ The King's Head,” IYenchurch Street, No. §3, where she dined on pork and
pease pudding. The dish and cover of mixed metal yet hang over the fire place, and
the portrait of the Queen copied from a painting of Holbein.” When the * London
Tavern” in Bishopsgate disappeared, “ The King’s Head "’ adopted its name. A curious
instance of voluutarily relinquishing an old and honoured name for a comparatively
modern one. I see also at *“The Old Coach and Horses” in this street, the Lodge of
Prudent Brethren No. 145 met in 1832, and the Lodge of Israel No. 205 at * The Blue
Anchor,” Bell Court, in 1794. Improvements have swept both these old Taverns away.

Leapexsart STREET was closely connected with Fenchurch Strect by many little
alleys ; and seems to have derived its name from the large leaden porch close to certain
tenements belonging in the year 1309 under the name of Leaden Hall, to Sir Hugh Nevill,
Knight, together with the advowson of the Church of St. Peter upon Cornhill. This
ancient Hall was just opposite to where the Office of the P. & O. Company now stands.
We find by a Request or Petition by the Commoners of the City to Henry VII,, in 15083,
that at that time the old Hall and the grounds adjoining it had become a public market.
In 1803, opposite the East India House during some excavations, was discovered a fine
Roman tesselated pavement and some drinking cups. The device of the pavement was
a highly finished figure of Bacchus, reclining on the back of a tiger, with his thyrus in
his left hand, and a drinking cup in his right, with a wreath of vine leaves on his brow.
Here was doubtless the site of an old Roman Tavern.

Leadenhall Street has from time immemorial been connected with shipping
and naval matters. And the Taverns and Lodges there savoured of the sea. Thus we
have *“ The Crown & Anchor,” “ The Anchor & H(‘)pe ” and “ The Ship & Turtle.” At
‘“The Old Crown ” as it was then called, several Lodges found a resting place about the
middle of the eighteenth century, the Royal Alpba Lodge No. 16, in 1755, the Lodge of
Peace & Harmony No. 60, in 1763, and the Lodge of Tranquillity No. 185,1in 1795. At
the ““ Anchor & Hope " an old naval Lodge met in 1763 : and finally disappeared in 1776,
when meeting at * The Two Brewers,” Wapping. Two Lodges met at the curious sign
of *“The Hoop & Griftin,” from about 1730 to 1740, when they were erased. Signs
were often carved and hung on hoops ; hence the conjunction of the Hoop with various
Signs having no apparent connection. Lastly we come to the good old Inn now known
ag “ The Ship and Turtle.”” The *“Old Ship,” as it was first called, was built in 1377
in the reign of Richard II. The Ground Laundlords are the Trustces of Rochester
Bridge to whom with other Tenements it was demised by Sir John de Cobham and
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William Wangford for the purpose of constructing and ever maintaining a stone Bridge
over the Medway at Rochester. Prior to 1735 there was really no frontage to
Leadenhall Street, but the entrance was tbhrough an alley known as Shafts Court.
From 1735 when the premises were extended and enlarged there were a succession of
noted Landladies. Mrs. Rebow from 1735 to 1752, Mrs. Beaumont 1752 to 1787, Mrs.
Jones 1787 to 1810, and Mrs. Boake from 1810 to 1835. Later it came into the
possession of Mr. George Painter, who about 1847 added the nsme of ‘‘ Turtle” and
made many structural alterations. It would be tedious to mention the number of
Lodges that have met here from time to time, but the earliest occupants were the
Lodge of Fortitade and Old Cumberland No. 12, and the Constitutional Lodge No. 55.

Let us now pass into BIsBOPSGATE STREET: a street whose records contain
much that is interesting both in Tavern life, and old time Masonry. The Gate
Stow thinks was so called because the same was built “ by some Bishop of London
though now anknown, when or by whom.” The best authorities concur however in
giving the Gate a much more ancient origin, and that it afterwards took the name
from the fact that the Bishops of London acquired land adjacent to it. According to
our old friend Stow it seems even in his time well supplied with Taverns. The reason
for this is probably to be found in the fact that the fields beyond the Gate formed the
principal recreation ground for the youth of the City, and the place of exercise for the
Trained Bands. We read without the Gate next the Parish Church of St. Botolph * is
a fair Inn for the recvipt of Travellers ” and ** the other side of the High Street from
Bishopsgate to Houndsditch the first building a large Iuu for the receipt of travellers,
called the Dolphin of such a sign.” Also within the Gate ‘ the first of the houses
towards the north was sometime a large Inn, or Court called the Wrestlers of such a
Sign; and the last in the High Street towards the south was sometime also a fair Inn
called the Angel of such a sign.” Some Roman remains were found on the position here
assigned to “ The Wrestler's Inn,” and seem to indicate the site of a Roman Inn.

Commencing from the north we bave “ Tae Wurte Hart INN,” (Plate No. IIL)
which before it was modernised about 1829, had the date 1480 carved on the front.
When the cellars were being repaired some remains of old Roman brick work were
found. In its later days it was a noted Coaching Inn for the North. The Strong Man
Lodge No. 45 met here in 1816, the Lodge of Prosperity No. 65 in 1855, and the United
Mariners Lodge No. 30 in 1356,

“The Admiral Vernon Tavern” in this street derives its name from the gallant
conqueror of Portobello, whose motto was * Ver-non semper viret.” Larwood does not
inform ns in his History of Signboards why this Sign was so popular. It appears that
the Admiral was known to his sailors as *“Old Grogram,” because he wore a long
Grogram cloak in foul weather. His favourite beverage was a strong mixture of rum,
gin and hot water. Hence the word *‘grog,” the naval tipple. The old Admiral was
dismissed from the Navy for exposing its abuses, and died 30th October, !7.7. A very
old Lodge, then No. 18, met here in 1753, but was erased on the 2nd April, 1755, ¢ for
refasal of its Master and Members to attend Grand Lodge.” Here also No. 12 of the
Antients met in 1751, and the Kent Lodge No. 15 in 1752.

The Tavern known for some years as ““ THre Sik Pave Pinpars Heap” (Plate
No. IV.) was on the west side of the street, and formerly the residence of a noted
citizen, Sir Paul Pindar, sometime the Ambassador of James I. at Constantinople. He
acquired great wealth, and is said to have lent to James I. and Charles I. a large
diamond worth £30,000 to wear on State occasions. This House was spared in the
Great Fire, and only converted into a Tavern at the end of the eighteenth century. It
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was finally demolished to make room for the Great Eastern Railway. We find the
Lodge of Stability No. 217 meeting here in 1807, and the Lodge of Hope and Unity No.
214 (now at Brentwood) in 1808.

Tae CaraeriNg WHEEL (Plate No. V.) Larwood informs us was a popular Sign
adopted from the Badge of the Knights of St. Catherine of Mcunt Sinai, created in
1063 for the protection of pilgrims on their way to the Holy Sepulchre. St. Catherine,
I may add, was a Martyr about 305 A.p., and was ordered by the Emperor Maxentius to
be tortured to death on cutting wheels. Hence the Badge. This old Tavern had carved
upon it the date 1594, and in its latter days was a Coaching Inn. The Oak Lodge
No. 190 met there in 1818. :

The “Helmet” as its name denotes was a favourite resort of the London
apprentice and the Trained Bands. Ned Ward says in the London Spy,

“For beer from the Helmet in Bishopsgate
And why from the Helmet ? Becanse that Sign
Makes liquor a8 welcome t’a soldier as Wine.”

A carved Helmet is still fixed to a house at the end of London Wall, with the
date 1668. In the reign of Charles II., on the 9th January, 1661, the Fanatics or
Fifth Monarchy men rose in the City, were turned out of Threadneedle Street, and
made their last desperate stand at the Helmet. In strange contrast to the martial
character of this House we find the Lodge of Peace and Harmony No. 60 taking up
their abode here in 1758.

The original ‘ LoNpox Tavern” (Plate No. V1) was erected in Bishopsgate
Street about 1767, on the site now occupied by the Standard Bank of Scotland. It was
built on the Tontine or Lottery system, an invention of Lorenzo Tonti,an Italian banker.
It was for very many years the favourite public dining place in the City, being
eminently respectable and dignified. On one occasion, however, I find a highly
dramatic incident occurred there. It appears that late on Saturday afternoon, the 30th
September, 1854, the Duke of Newcastle received a telegram from Belgrade announcing
the victory of the Battle of the Alma. He sent to Messrs. Harrison, of St. Martin’s
Laope, the hereditary publishers of the London Gazette. The head of the firm happened
to be still at his office, and promised to do what he could to publish the glad news. He
set to work himself with the aid of an office boy, printed a number of copies of the
telegram, engaged a cab and drove to the various Theatres, leaving a copy for the
Managers to read to the audience. He then sped on to the Mansion House. Lord
Mayor Sydney had retired for the night, but at length appeared in a costume hardly
befitting his exalted rank, and in slippers. When, however, he read the telegram, he
insisted on going at once, slippers and all, to the London Tavern, where the Sheriffs
were dining. Rushing iuto the astonished assembly, as one of the Sheriff’'s was
retarning thanks, he read the telegram. The gathering cheered and dispersed to spread
the glad tidings. This incident is referred to by Mr. Holden Macmichael in his interest-
ing Charing Cross and its immediate neighbourhood. Very many of our old Lodges held
their meetings here during the first half of the last century, and were doubtless sorry
to see the stately old Tavern pass away.

“ The Flowerpot Inn” once flourished on the site where the National Provincial
Bank now stands. It was a noted starting place for the coaches and waggons to the
northern suburbs, and here an old Lodge met in 1739, but was erased in 1742.

The last Inn in Bishopsgate Street that concerns us is by no means the least
interesting. *“The White Lion Tavern” had an entrance both into Cornhill and
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Bishopsgate, and was, according to Wilkinson in his *“Londinia” (1825), *“ A large
Mansion with a garden as delineated in the older plans, and formerly occupied by Sir
Samuel Barnardiston.” Dr. Anderson tells us that on the 23rd Ap1il, 1723, the Grand
Lodge met ** in ample form at the White Lion, Cornhill, with former Grand Officers
and those of thirty Lodges called over by Grand Warden Anderson, for no Secretary
was yet appointed.” The old Tavern was entirely destroyed in the Bishopsgate Fire of
1765. Here the Castle Lodge of Harmony held their meetings in 1763, and migrated
to the “ George and Dragon,” Ironmonger Lane, after the Fire. A Plan of the
neighbourhood published soon after the Fire, and showing Houses burnt.or damaged, is
now in my possession (Plate No. VII). It very clearly indicates the position and
extent of this old House.

Let us now proceed southwards again and pass np LoxBaep Streer. This I
think may be styled the High Street of the Roman Londinium, and 1 consider it is by
no means fanciful to conjecture that the present Mansion House (Plate No. VIII.) at its
eastern extremity occupied about the site of the capitol or principal buildings of the
Roman City. Certain it is that in the space between the Mansion House and Lombard
Street; and for some distance down the street, a most extensive discovery of Roman
remains was made in 1735. These consisted of pavements and walls of Roman masonry
with much charred timber indicating a conflagration. Many coins of the reigns of
Antoninus Pius and Constantine were unearthed, with drinking cups having broad
brims, pointing perhaps to the site of a Vintner’s premises. Dr. Harwood, writing in
1799, is of opinion that some of the remains proved that a Temple of Concord existed
in the west end of the street.

An interesting little book by Mr. Hilton-Price on the Signs of Old Lombard Street,
assists greatly in determining the sitnation of the Houses in the street. On the south
side, opposite No. 58, standing a little way back from the street, was * The Castle
Tavern,” and we find that in 1731 the Landlord was a Mr William Plowman. From
this old Tavern the Castle Lodge derived its name and met here in 1751. By a union
with the Lodge of Harmony in 1776, it became the Castle Lodge of Harmony, No. 26.
““The Abercrombie Tavern,” sitoated close by, was the home of the Albion Lodge No.9,
in 1804.

" At “ The Bell,” in Nicholas Lane, in 1738, the Old Union Lodge No. 46, then
known as the Union Lodge of Freedom and Ease, met. On the north side there was a
fine old House called “ The King’s Arms,” where No. 66 now is, and in 1710 occupied
by Messrs. Payne & Co., Bankers, but in 1720 turned into a Tavern. Here the
Constitutional Lodge No. 55 (named in 1773) met in 1739. This old Inn appears to
have been next to the famous * Jonathan’s Coffee House,” burnt down in 1778, and the
site of both is now occupied by Messrs. Glyn’s Bank.

“The Old Post Boy Inn " in Sherbourne Lane was erected on part of the site of
Sir Robert Vyner’s mansion, a notable inhabitant of the street in the reign of Charles I1.
Here a Lodge known as the Denmark Lodge met in 1741, but it was erased in 1791.
The name of * The Post Boy ™ was later, I gather, changed to that of * The Mail Coach,”
and here the Lodge of Tranquillity No. 185 held its mectings in 1791.

There were other famous Taverns and Coffee Houses in the street or adjacent
alleys. “The Royal Oak”™ where Pepys often dined, * Pontack’s Head,” or “ The
White Bear,” the resort of Dryden, Swift und Defoe, and “ Lloyd’s Coffee House "
which moved in 17:4 to Pope’s Head Alley.

Mr. William Harvey, in his pleasant, chatty book, London Scenes, describes
Lombard Strect as he saw it in 1805, ‘I have a vivid recollection of Lombard Street
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a3 I saw it in 1805. More than half a century has rolled away since then, yet there,
sharply and clearly defined before the eye of memory, stand the phantom shadows of
the past. I walked through the street a few weeks ago. It is changed in many
particulars, still, enough remains to identify it in many particulars with the tortuous
dark vista of lofty houses which I remember so well. Then there were no pretentious
stucco-faced banks or offices, the whole wall surface was of smoke blackened brick, its
colonr seemed to imitate the mud in the road, and as Coach, or Waggon, or Mail
Cart toiled or rattled along, the basement stones were bespattered freely from the
gutters. The glories of gas were yet to be. After 3 o’clock p.m. miserable oil lamps
tried to enliven the foggy street with their ‘ineffectual light,” while through dingy,
greenish squares of glass you might observe tall tallow candles dimly disclosing the
mysteries of Bunk and Counting house. Passengers needed to walk with extreme
caution, if you lingered on the pavement, woe to your corns! If you sought to cross the
road, you had to beware of the flying postman, or the letter bag express. As six drew
near, every Court, Alley and blind thoroughfare in the neighbourhood echoed to the
incessant din of letter bells.” I quote the passage as it seems a graphic description of
the streets of the City generally of that period.

It is now but a step and we find ourselves in CoRrNHILL, s0 called, Stow says,
“of a Corn Market time out of mind holden there,” and that in his time there was a
“ fair conduit of sweet water castellated in the midst ¢f the Ward and Street.” At the
west end of the Royal Exchange, first built in 1566, and next adjoining the Exchange,
“remaineth one part of a large stone house, and is now called the Castle of that Sign
having a passage through out of Cornhill into Threadneedle St.”

The most ancient Tavern in Cornhill was without doubt “The Pope’s Head
Tavern.” Stow, writing in 1598, says * The Pope's Head Tavern with other House
adjoining strong built of stone hath of old time been all in one pertaining to some great
estate, or rather to the King and this realm as may be supposed both by the largeness
thereof, and by the Arms to wit three Leopards passant gardant, which were the whole
Arms of England before the reign of Edward III. that quartered them with the Arms
of France three fleur-de-lis.”” He adds ‘“the Pope’s Head Tavern hath a footway
through from Cornhill into Lombard St.” In the ballad of London Lockpenny, in
the reign of Henry V., there is an account of a country-man enticed into this Tavern
by the Drawer standing at the door, and where he gets a good drink for a penny, but
complains that no bread was given him with it. The Tavern was destroyed in the
Great Fire, but partially rebuilt. This Tavern is frequently mentioned by Pepys in his
Diary. A Masters’ Lodge, originally held at the Swan and Rummer, Finch Lane in
1726, removed to the Swan, Exchange Alley in 1730, and lastly to the Pope’s Head in
1751, where it seems to have lapsed. The Pope’s Head was almost entirely pulled
down about 1790, and the site occupied by Reeve’s Chop House.

With regard to *“ THE GEORGE AND VULTURE,” (Plate No. I1X.) a famous Masonic
House, Strype (vol. ii., p. 162), writing in 1720, says ‘‘ near Balls Alley was the George
Inn since the Great Fire built with very good Houses, well inhabited and warehouses
being a large open Yard called George Yard the further end of which is the George and
Vaulture which is a large House, and of a good trade having a passage into St. Michael's
Alley.” The Tavern was much damaged in the fire of the 25th March, 1748, for we read
in the London Magazine of that date that the back premises were burnt down, and other
houses in the Yard entirely destroyed. The Inn was restored and enlarged, and from about
1810 to 1848 many distinguished Lodges met there. We find the St. George's Lodge
(now St. George and Corner Stone No. 5) there in 1839, but it seems to have taken its
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name from ¢ The George Tavern,” Commercial Road, Stepuney, when it met in 1820.
Amongst other Lodges, the Old Dundee Lodge No. 18 met there in 1821, and the
Emulation Lodge No. 21 in 1815. Itwill be remembered that the * George and Vulture
was much beloved by Mr. Pickwick.

Of Taverns of lesser note we have the * Edinburgh Castle Inn " * which stood on
the site of the Castle” mentioned by Stow, and the Albion Lodge No. 9 found a home
there in 1774. “The Cock and Lion Tavern” where the Royal Kent Lodge of Antiquity
No. 20 met in 1740, was entirely destroyed in the fire of 1748. “The Sun behind the
Royal Exchange " was in the reign of Charles II. kept by John Wadlow, sometime land-
lord of “ The Devil Tavern,” Fleet Street. Pepys relates on the 28th June, 1667, * Mr.
Lowther tells me the Duke of Buckingham do dine at Wadlow's at the Sun Tavern.” A
Lodge was meeting here in 1743, but lapsed in 1761.

The “Ship behind the Royal Exchange " appears in the Engraved List of 1723,
and seems to have been chosen as a Masonic meeting place by several Lodges, the last
of which became dormant in 1761. I have found a curious advertisement in the Guild.
hall Library inviting tenders in 1730. * The Bank of England intending to rebuild the
Ship Tavern behind the Royal Exchange. This is to give notice that any workman
that will undertake it according to the plan prepared which they may have at the Bank
may give in their proposals sealed up to the Bank on Thursday, the 8th July next at
12 o’c.” »

A little further east, where the Peabody Statue now stands in Spread Eagle
Court, stood *“ THE Caveac TaverN "’ (Plate No. X.), for some time probably the resting
place of the Caveac Lodge No.176. And proceeding down Threadneedle Street, we have
“The Hercules Tavern’’ at the corner of Hercules Passage, and “ The Antwerp Tavern,”
both having good Masonic records up to about 1830. Owing to the rebuilding of the Royal
Exchange, and the adjacent property between the years 1835 and 1850, a great change
came over this neighbourhood, and the Tavern gave place to the Bank and the Office.

Crossing the open space in front of the Mansion House, which in the 18th century
presented a very different appearance to the confined thoroughfare of to-day, we pass
into the more commercial quarter of CREAPSIDE the home of the Mercer and Grocer, ‘“ so
named from a Market there called West Cheping.”

On the right hand we have Bucklersbury, the name being derived ‘‘ from a Manor
pertaining to one Buckle, who then dwelt, and kept his Courts ” in a stone house or
Tower called the Old Barge. This of late years Stow adds was taken down by one
Buckle a Grocer to erect new premises, “ but the said Buckle greedily labouring to pull
down the Tower a part fell upon him, which so sore bruised him that his life was
thereby shortened, and another that married his Widow set up the new prepared frame
of timber, and finished the work.” A sad instance of “too much haste less speed,” and
affording a warning to vandals for all time.

Cheapside itself was mostly occupied in the east by Grocers, and in the west by
Mercers, many of the old Taverns taking up a retiring position in the alleys and
passages leading into it.

' Just past Bucklersbury on the south side we have Bird in the Hand Court, and
“The Queen’s Head " built on part of the site of the Old Barge. * The Queen’s Head "
became a very popular Sign in the reign of Queen Elizabeth, so much so that portraits
of that Sovereign Lady became more numerous than flattering, and in 1563 she issned a
Proclamation that no such sign should be set up until approved. Here the St. Mary
Lodge No. 63 met in 1792. The old Tavern was purchased by Mr. Simpson, and is now
known as “ Simpson’s, Cheapside.” ¢ The Queen’s Arms” in Cheapside, lower down,
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must not be confused with this Tavern. It was the residence of the Poet Keats for
some years about 1815, and here he wrote all the poecms of his first little volume.
“The Queen’s Arms " afforded qna.rtérs to the British Social Lodge in 1823, and the
Lodge of Economy in 1814 both of which have lapsed.

On the north side at the corner of Gutter Lane once stood *The Half Moon
Tavern” famous—if for nothing else—as the House where Elias Ashmole dined on the
11th March, 1682, after the Lodge at which Sir Wm. Wilson, Captain Borthwick, and
four Members of the Masons’ Company were received into the Fellowship of Freemasons.
This meeting has been fully dealt with by Masonic historians, and more recently by
Bro. Hughan. In passing I would add an item or two to the information as to this
Sir William Wilson. I see in Le Neve's Pedigree of Kunights, p. 362, * Leicester Sir
William Wilson of ye Towne & City Leicester Knighted at Whitehall 8th March 1681.”
And in Horace Walpole’s Aunecdotes of Painters, etc., vol. iii., p. 139, *“ That he was an
Architect in the reign of William III., and built the steeple of Warwick Church after
it had been burned,” and further, that he did a mezzotinto of Lady Newburgh, Lord
Lansdown's Myra (See also Johnson's Life of Lord Lansdown).. The lnn was of some
antiquity as it is referred to by Ben Jonson, who was apparently disappointed of a
drink there :—

¢ Since the Half Moon is so unkind
To make me go about,
The Sun my money you shall have,
And the Moon shall go without.”

An advertisement in the Gentleman’s Magaszine, April 1747, states, * Half Moot
Tavern, Cheapside. His Royal Highness the Duke of Cumberland having restored
peace to Britain by the memorable Battle of Culloden, the choice spirits have agreed
to celebrate that day annually by a grand Jubilee in the Moon, of which the stars are
hereby acquainted and summoned to shine with the highest lustre at 6 o’clock on
Thursday next.”” The Sign of “The Half Moon” or Crescent represents temporal
power, and the Sun spiritual. A half moon also in old slang tavern language meant &
sixpence.

I have found a List 18N THE GArDNER CouLecTION (Plate No. X1.) of the meeting
places of certain Chapters, which seems to imply that a Grand Chapter met at the Half
Moon. The date of the List is uncertain, but I think it must be prior to 1750, The
Graud Lodge held a meeting there on the 24th June, 1781. The *“ Half Moon ” appears
in the Engraved List of 1723, the Constitutional Lodge No. 55 met there in 1762, and
the Caledonian Lodge No. 180 in 1764. The last mention of this Tavern in the Records
is in 1778, a little later it changed its name to * The New London Tavern” and uunder
that name was patronised by the Moira Lodge No. 92 in 1803, and others. .It ceased
to exist in 1817. :

“The King's Head Tavern,” originally * The Rose Tavern,” in the Poultry, had
a noted landlord in the reign of Charles II., a Mr. King. When Charles was about to
make his entry into the City, Mrs. King was, so to speak, about to present to her
husband a little Prince of Wales. The good lady was most anxious to see the Royal
procession, and was placed in front of the Inn. The gallant Monarch hearing of this
stopped and kissed her hand. Then “The King’s Head *’ was substituted for *‘ The
Rose.” This Mrs. King was aunt to Mr. Bowyer, a well-known printer of the 18th
century. The Tavern long survived, and we tind several Lodges meeting here. The
Neptune Lodge No. 22 as late as 1850,
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“The Rummer " seems to have been situated at the corner of Bow Lane, for we
find this advertisment in 1720. “ The Rummer over against Bow Lane in Cheapside
the surprising Mr. Higgins the posture master lately performing in the Queen’s Theatre
Royal Haymarket is to be seen every night at 6 o’clock.” At this Inn the Westminster
and Keystone No. 10 took up their abode in 1729.

A little further east in Lawrence Lane once stood “ TnE Brossoms IxN,” (Plate
No. XI1.) one of the most ancient in the City. Stow refers to it as “among many fair
houses there is one large Inn for the receipt of Travellers called Blossoms Inn, but
corruptly Bossums Inn, and hath a sign, St. Lawrence the Deacon, in a border of
blossoms or flowers.” The legend of St. Lawrence is that he was martyred by being
roasted alive on a gridiron, and that flowers sprang up ou the spot. In the reign of
Henry VIIL,, 1522, the Emperor Charles V. visited England, and an enquiry was held
as to the accommodation of certain Inus for housing bis retinue. * The Blossoms” is put
down as having “2C beddes and stabling for 60 horses” (Rutland Papers, Camden
Society). Ben Jonson also refers to it in his Masque of Christmas :—

‘ But now comes Tom of Blossoms Inn
And he preseunteth misrule.”

At this Inn a Masters’ Lodge met as early as 1736, the Royal Kent Lodge of
Antiquity No. 20 in 1741, and the Jordan Lodge No. 201 as late as 1831. Soon after
this date it was pulled down, but the name is still retained in Blossoms Yard, the
receiving office of the Great Eastern Railway.

Passing out of the commercial atmosphere of Cheapside, let us take a short view
of ALDERSGATE STREET, honoured at one time by many noble families, and ecclesiastical
dignities. Here were Northumberland House, Shaftesbury House and Shelley House,
and, within the Gate, the Collegiate Church of St. Martin’s, which up to the reign of
James 1. afforded sanctuary.

“The Castle and Falcon Tavern™ was an old Tudor house deriving its sign
probably from the crest of Queen Catharine Parr, which was a crowned Falcon percbed
on a Castle. In the reign of Queen Elizabeth this House was occupied by John Day,
the foremost printer of that period. Later it became a great coaching Inn, giving its
name to Inns at Chester, Birmingham, etc. In 1775 the Universal Lodge No. 181 came
here, and the Old Union Lodge No. 46 in 1829.

“ The Mourning Bush Tavern” just within the Gate was before known as * The
Bush or Fountain,” and was of great antiquity, being built probably on the site of a
Roman Tavern. It received the addition of “ Mourning " from a Royalist Landlord
after the exccution of Charles I. A somewhat similar instance is given in Hearne's
Reminiscences. The following anecdote is copied from a paper in the handwriting of
Dr. Richard Rawlinson (the Masonic Historian), of Daniel Rawlinson, “ who kept the
Mitre Tavern Fenchurch St., and of whose being suspected in the Rump time I have
heard much. The Whigs tell this that upon the King's murder be hung his sign in
mourning. He certainly did right. The honour of the Mitre was much eclipsed by the
loss of so good a parent to the Church of England. These rogues say this endeared him
so much to the Churchmen that he soon throve amain and got a good estate.” The
connection of ‘“ The Mourning Bush” with the Emulation Lodge (once the Mourning
Bush Lodge) No. 26, has been lately sketched by the able pen of Bro. Henry Sadler.

At “The Britannia,” Barbican, close by, the Lodge of Industry No. 186 (called in
1819 the Britannia Lodge of Industry) held its meetings, and here it was that on the
23rd November, 1808, it was temporarily erased * for having entered, passed, and raised
& black man.”
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And lastly there is “The Albion Tavern,” the comfortable quarters still of a
number of the old Lodges some of whom have now remained something like a century
without moving. The Tavern was originally the private residence of an Alderman
Harvey, and as far as I can make out stands upon part of the site of Shaftesbury
House.

Passing now into St. Paur’s CHURCHYARD we find ourselves in Farringdon Ward,
so called from William Farringdon, Citizen and Goldsmith, to whom ‘ all the aldermanry
with the appurtances within the City of London, and the suburbs of the same between
Luodgate and Newgate, and also without the same Gates "’ were granted in 1279. We
also approach a quarter more dignified and literary, and the names of the Taverns
are consistent with the character of the locality. Hence we have * The Mitre,” *“ Paul's
Head,” and “ Chapter Coffee House,” etc., and literary and musical clubs connected
with them. We come across very few of these east of St. Paul's Churchyard and in
the eighteenth century the division between what may be called the City proper and
the West End, was sharply defined.

The account of Society in 1701 from the Works of Francis Osborn, p. 403, is
interesting : “It was the fashion in those times and did so continue till these for the
principal gentry, Lords, and Courtiers, and men of all professions not merely mechanic
to meet in St. Paul's Church by 11, and walk in the Middle Aisle till 12. And after
dinner from 3 to 6; daring which time some discoursed on business, others of news.
And I being young did associate myself at those hours with the choicest company I
could pick out.”

“The Mitre” was an old Stuart Inn in London House Yard at the north west
corner of St. Paul's Churchyard. In the latter part of the 17th century the landlord
was & Mr. Robert Herbert, sometime doubtless a traveller and collector, for he issues the
following advertisement. * Catalogues of many natural rarities with great industrie
cost, and 30 years travel in foreign countries collected by Robert Herbert, alias Forges
Gent, and sworn servant of his Majesty to be seen at the place called the Musick House
at the Mitre near the West End of St. Paul’s Church 1664.” Most of this collection was
afterwards bought by Sir Hans Sloane. The tenancy of Herbert appears to have ended
in 1672, and as far as I can gather from the Parish Assessment Books one Brookes
succeeded him. Music had no charm for this Landlord and he changed the name to
* The Goose and Gridiron ” in contradistinction to the Swan and Harp, the usual sign of
a Tavern connected with musical entertainments. Later on it is spoken of as *“an old Inn
on the north side of the Churchyard the usual starting place for Coaches for Hammer-
smith and the western villages.” Here the four Old Lodges met to constitute the Grand
Lodge. The Lodge of Antiquity No. 2 met here in 1717. The Masonic Records tell us
this Lodge was named the West India and American Lodge in 1761. This must be a
slight error as the fine ExGrRAvED Summons (Plate No. XIII.) T have found in the Guild.
hall Collection of Prints gives that name in 1760. The Lodge was then meeting at
“ The Queen’s Arms,” St. Paul’s Churchyard. The Tuscan Lodge had their meetings
here in 1766, and the Bank of England Lodge No. 263 in 1820,

On the opposite side was “ The Paul's Head,” Carter Lane, at the corner of
Doctors’ Commons. This Tavern was of great antiquity as it is mentioned in Machyn’s
Diary for 1562. “The 25. May a young man did hang himself at Polles Head Inn in
Carter Lane.” Stow later refers to it *“ Near the south chain of St. Paul’s Churchyard
is the Paul Head Tavern, which Hounse with the appurtenances was of old time called
Paul’s brew house.”
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Hearne informs us that the famous library of his friend Thomas Rawlinson was
sold there in 1721. It afterwards became known as the St. Paul’s Coffee House, and a
favourite resort of Addison (Johnson's Lives of the Poets). Here a Lodge No. 184 met
in 1756, but was erased in 1777,

There was also a noted Tavern in Carter Lane, Doctors’ Commons, known by the
Sign of “The Horn” where the Castle Lodge of Harmony No. 26 met in 1776, and
Enoch Lodge No 1l in 1793. At this Tavern the Guy Fawkes conspirators are
supposed to have held their conferences when in London, and a stone’s throw off we
have “ The Bell Inn,” where in 1598 Richard Quyney directs a letter to “ My loveing
good ffrend and countreymann Mr. William Shakespeare deliver these.”” The only
known letter extant addressed to the Poet. Here Lodges now erased met in 1754 and
1762, and the Lodge of Honour and Generosity No. 165 in 1818.

At *“The Kings Head,” Ivy Lane, the Lodge of Friendship met in 1723. The
Tavern seems to have been a favourite literary rendezvous in the latter part of the 17th
centary, and the beginning of the 18th. Here Dr. Johnson’s “ Ivy Club”’ met originally
in 1749 every Tuesday, not in 1747 as stated by Boswell (Hawkins Life of Johnson, p. 360).
The landlord was then one Horseman, and the members included Mr. Ryland, Dr.
Hawkesworth, and Sir John Hawkins. It seems to have lapsed about 1756. In 1783
Dr. Johnson sought to revive it, but Hawkins fouund that “ The King's Head " was shut'
up, so the four surviving members Johnson, Hawkins, Payne and Ryland, dined at * The
Queen’s Arms,” St. Paul's Churchyard; but there were only three mieetings the last
being held at Dr. Johnson's House. ‘“The Queen’s Arms” is also mentioned in the
Diary of Brasebridge the old Fleet Street Jeweller, who tells us he was a member of
*“the Sixpenny Card Club which held their meetings there.” In 1736 we find the Lodge
of Antiquity located here.

At “The Sun,” at the south west corner of the Churchyard the Globe Lodge
met in 1725, and to the quaint Sign of * Tobets Dog '’ the Mount Lebanon Lodge No.
73, went in 1802.

Lupeare Hicl forms the connecting link between St. Paul's Churchyard and
Fleet Street. The idea that the Gate derived its name from a mythical British King of
of the name of Lud may be dismissed. The Gate Maitland (following Leland) thinks
was without doubt originally * Flood Gate " or “ Fleet Gate.”

Ludgate Hill (formerly called Bowyer Row) seems to have been a somewhat
favourite resort of Masonry in the first half of the 18th century. Beginning at the East
End we have * The Fountain Tavern” where the Ionic and Prudence Lodge met in 1747,
“ The Kings Arms” where the Ark Lodge No. 92 met in 1732.

1 canuot quite locate the position of * THE DorpuiN Tavern” (Plate No. XIV.)
which is described as off Ludgate Hill, and is shewn in a photograph from the Gardner
Collection as it stood just prior to its demolition. Sir John Hawkins informs us that
at the Sign of “ The Dolphin and Crown” at the west corner of London House Yard,
at the east end of Ludgate Hill, lived early in the eighteenth century, Messrs. Young,
Father & Son, noted violin makers, and players. 1 think however the site of the Tavern
must have been where the City Bank now stands half way down the south side close to
St. Martin’s Court, in 1720 called “ Dolphin Court.” It was noted later for its
¢ Ordinary ” or Dinner at 1 o’clock, much patronised by people shopping at the Mercers
in Ludgate Hill. The Lodge of Tranquillity No. 185 met here in 1797.

Half way down Ludgate Hill on the right we come to the Old Bailey, and from
thence pass into NewGate Steeet, which at one time boasted of a popular Inn known
as “The Salutation Tavern,” and later as * The Salutation and Cat.” It dated back
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XV.—TaE OLp BELLE SavaceE 1IN 1828.

From a Print after an Original Drawing in the Garduer Collection.
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to the seventeenth century, and the Sign of “The Salutation” was originally repre.
sented by an Angel saluting the Virgin Mary. This was changed in Puritan times to
two sober citizens saluting one another. The * Cat’ was, according to Larwood, added
in the eighteenth century, and does not refer to the domestic animal; but to the snuff
box on the top of a walking stick, called * the cat” which it was customary to offer to a
friend on meeting him. Here Sir Christopher Wren used to resort for rest, and a pipe
during the building of St. Paul's. We have this letter addressed by Edward Cave
and William Bowyer, the publishers and printers, to their friends, 17th January, 1735.
“Sir—You are desired on Monday next at the Salutation Tavern, Newgate Street, to
meet—Supper will be on the table at 8 o’clock. One of St. John’s and other of St. John's
Gate.” Coleridge, and Lamb also frequented this House.

“The London Coffee House,” (originally called * The King's Head,”) built on
the site of the old Ludgate Prison, is by no means the oldest of the Taverns, but was
celebrated from a Masonic point of view. During the building some interesting Roman
remains were here unearthed, a statue of Hercules and an Altar; pointing to the
possibility of a Temple on this spot. The House was occupied in 1731 by a certain
James Ashley as appears by the following advertisement, (Guildhall Library),  Opened
the London Coffee House, Punch House, Dorchester Beer House, and Welsh Ale Ware-
house, where the finest old arrack rum and French brandy made into Punch with other
of the finest ingredients will be sold. A quart of Arrack Punch for 6/-, a quart of rum
aad brandy made into Punch for 4/-, and small quantities in like proportion. N.B.
The Salutation in Newgate Street is to be let, enquire of the London Coffee House
aforesaid.” In 1738 there is another advertisement describing it as * The London Punch
House, of Signs Two Punch bowls on iron pedestals before the door.” Ashley died in
1776 aged 78 years. The father and grandfather of John Leech, of Punch fame, were
landlords of this House. The last tenant was Robert Clarke and it was ultimately sold
to the Corporation of London for £38,000. The earliest Masonic record is in 1772, the
London Lodge No. 108 going there in that year, the Grand Master’s Lodge in 1787, and
the Shakespeare Lodge No. 99 in 1805, followed by many others up to about 1860.

“Txe OLp BELLE Savace” (Plate No XV.) in Belle Savage Yard, Ludgate Hill,
had an interesting history. In 1568 oue John Craythorne demised the premises to the
Cutlers’ Company to provide two Exhibitions at the Universities. At No. 11 Bell
Savage Yard, the famous carver in wood, Grinling Gibbons, lived. In 1838 it was
pulled down and Messrs. Cassell and Co. have their printing works on the site. The
French Lodge No. 270 held their meetings here in 1765, and afterwards moved to the
Fountain, Ludgate Hill.

After descending Ludgate Hill we pass the Fleet Prison on our right and the
ancient Bridewell Prison on the left, and thence into the classic FLEET STREET, the
prospect of which delighted the heart of Dr. Johnson, and was preferred by him to the
fairest landscape. It was not however always classical ground, for in the days of the
Plantagenets it seems to have been mostly inhabited by Alewives, the monopoly of
brewing apparently at that period appertaining to the female sex. It is possible that
the numerous large and small Inns in Fleet Street and its vicinity in the 17th and 18th
centuries, may have their origin in the locality being the centre of the brewing trade.
In any case what the Americans now call taking a * whiskey walk,” namely, sampling
the liquor of each Inn as you go along, would then bave been a most trying ordeal.
The parish books of St. Dunstan’s, Fleet Street, show us that in 1558 there were
twenty-six Taverns, and in 1671 the number had increased to sixty. Mr. Noble's
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Memorials of Temple Bar supply many details of great interest with regard to the Temple,
and neighbourhood generally.

Immediately after entering the street we have on the south side Salisbury
Square or Court, a place which Stow says was ‘‘so called because the Bishops of
Salisbury had their house there now in possession of Sir Richard Sackville.” In this
sqnare of old time there was an Inn known as “ The Old Blue Last.” * The Last’ was
& common Sign, for the proverb runs ¢ Cobblers and Tinkers are the best Drinkers ” and

All day long I have sought good beer
And at “The Last” I have found it there.

Here two Lodges known as the Vacation and Foundation met in 1758 and 1759
respectively, but both lapsed about 1806. And at “ The White Swan,” Shoe Lane, two
other Lodges met in 1756 and 1805, but were subsequently erased.

“The Globe Tavern” was an ancient Inn having an excellent Masonic record
alluded to very fully in Bro. Henry Sadler’s recent History of the (lobe Lodge. I may
add however a few particulars. The Tavern was leased in 1649 to one Hothersall, for
a rent of £75, and 10 gallons of canary sack. It was burnt in the Great Fire, and
restored by Hothersall at the cost of about £1000. A piece of ground at the back was
added * for the more commodious landing of his wines from Shoe Lane.” Later a noted
citizen, Deputy Thorpe, was landlord for many years; and literary clubs and lodges met
there during his time. Besides the Globe Lodge we find that as early as 1738 a Lodge
met here which was subsequently erased in 1743, the Lodge of Stability No. 186, in
1815, and the Royal Naval Lodge, in 1822.

Further on “The Green Dragon " still flourishes at 56, Fleet Street, near Pleydell
Court. It was originally called ¢ The Griffin,” and an old Lodge, now lapsed, met
there in 1748. It was chiefly noted as the meeting place of the Eccentrics or Brilliants
Club, who removed there from Chandos Street, about 1760. This Club had a very
numerous membership, amougst whom were Fox, Sheridan, Lords Melbourne and
Brougham and Theodore Hook. I find only one Lodge meeting there in recent times,
the Domatic Lodge, in 1844. Just south of this Inn was the Whitefriars, and in reference
to the adjacent laud there is an old Deed in the manuscripts of the Guildhall Library,
dated the 4th April, 1668, by which Matthew Hunter Clarke. Rector of the Parish Church
of Newbold Pacey, Warwick, and Sarah, his wife, demised unto Edward Marshall, citizen
and Freemason, certain lands in the liberty of the priory house called Whitefriars, on
a building lease for 53 years, at a rent of £28.

“ Tue GREVHOUND IxN "' (Plate No. XV1.) seems to bave been a popular resort in
the eighteenth century, particularly for country folk, and in one of the most curioas of
the Roxburgh Rallads we have a reference to it :—

“ Farewell to the Greyhound,
Farewell to the Bell,
Farewell to my Landlady

I do love so well.”

The Ballad is entitled A Merry Man’s Resolutivn, by a countryman who had
apparently spent a jovial time in London, and the Bell, also referred to, was doubtless
the Bell, in Bell Yard. The “ Greyhound’ appears in the Engraved Lists of 1723 and
1725. When it ceased to be a Tavern it appears from the engraving in the Gardner
Collection to have been transformed into a police office.

¢ The Horn Tavern,” now Anderton’s Hotel, was one of the most venerable in the
street. It was conveyed in 1405 to the Goldsmiths’ Company, for certain charitable
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purposes, and they remain, I believe, the ground landlords. Machyn mentions the house
in his diary of 1551, and the Registers of St. Dunstan’s have this entry 1597, “ Raphe
was slain at the Horne buryed.” In Father Hubbard’s Tales, 1604, we have this
reference *“ And when they pleased to think upon us, told us that we were to dine at the
Horn, in Fleet Street, being a House where their lawyer resorted.” Snelling, the great
authority on coins and medals lived next door.. *London printed by T. Snelling next the
Horn Tavern in Fleet St., 1766. Who buys and sells all sorts of coins and medals.”
Early in the last century it became Anderton’s Coffee House, and, from an advertisement
in the Guildhall Library, it appears to have been opened as an hotel in 1833. * Mr. J.
Leech, who prepared the magnificent festival on London Bridge has we see reopened
Anderton’s. The Coffee House was one of the oldest in London, and is mentioned by
Addison as the favourite resort of Sir Richard Steele, and other famous contemporaries.”
The house was rebuilt in 1879. An old Masonic Lodge met here as early as 1751, but
was erased in 1762. The Grand Steward’s Lodge went there in 1761. Since that time
it has become the home of numerous, and influential Lodges.

*The Old Mitre Tavern’ which occupies the site where Hoare's Bank now stands,
differs from nearly all the Taverns I have referred to, in that there are so many
references to it, both Masonic and otherwise, that care has to be taken to be reasonably
concise. Here, of course, Dr. Johnson first dined with Boswell, and the latter relates
that it was at this house the Doctor * loved to sit up late.” Collier tells us that this
Tavern was the resort of Shakespeare, who here wrote two songs, ‘‘ From the rich
Lavinian Shore” and *“ Give me a cup of rich Canary Wine.” Hogarth often resorted
thither, and his quaint invitation card to his friends, with the mitre in the centre, is
well known. Lastly, the Society of Antiquaries met there in 1726, removing later, in
1753, to Somerset House. A Lodge, known then as the Lodge of Freedom, met here in
1765, the Royal York Lodge of Perseverance in 1778, and the Lodge of Perfect
Observance, under the Grand Lodge of York, in 1779. The Mitre, as a tavern, ceased
to exist in 1788. It then became Macklin's * Poets Gallery,” later “ Saunders Auction
Rooms,” and was pulled dowu in 1829. It must not be confused with the present
Mitre in Mitre Court, formerly “ Joe's Coffee House.” '

And now we are nearly at our journey's end when we arrive al ““ The Old Devil,”
next Temple Bar. Here in its palmiest days Simon Wadlow ruled, the landlord
immortalised by Ben Jonson in “Old Sir Simon the King ” the favourite one of Squire
Western. Here also we are told that “ Mr. Benjamin Jounson, Bricklayer, employed in
the erection of Lincoln’s Inn Garden wall in Chancery Laue, formed the celebrated
¢ Apollo Club.’” Again Pepys has conferred fame on his son John Wadlow, 22nd April,
1661. “The King in a most rich embroidered suit and cloak looked most noble.
Wadlow the Vintner, at the Devil in Fleet Street, did lead a fine company of soldiers all
young men in white doublets.” Swift, in his Journal to Stella, 12th October, 1710,
says, “I dined to-day with Dr. Garth and Mr. Addison at the Devil in Fleet Street,
by Temple Bar, and Garth treated.” After the tenancy of the Wadlows ceased, a Mr.
Fletcher probably became landlord, as I find ¢ Mr. Fletcher Master of the Devil Tavern
at Temple died at Croydon, 4th July, 1757.” (Noble’s Memorials of Temple Bar).

Temple Bar has seen some curious scenes but perhaps none more strange than
what was known as the * Barrre or TemprLe Bar” (Plate No. XVIL) in 1769. * Wilkes
and Liberty ” was then the cry, but some of the citizens of the opposite faction drew up
an address to the King, and proceeded in numerous carriages westwards to present it.
At Temple Bar however the mob turned up in force and shut the gates. A few of the
City deputation got to the Palace later on foot. In the Print of this occurrence the Devil
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is shewn holding the sign and saying “ Fly to me my bairns.” Abont 1787 the Tavern
was pulled down and Child’s Bank built on the site. In the Masonic Illustrated
for February 1903, is to be found a short article on two letters of William Reid, Grand
Secretary, addressed to the Master of the Anchor and Hope Lodge, now No. 37, at
Bolton-on-the-Moor, dated respectively, 2nd December, 1732, and the 20th January, 1733.
Also the Minutes of the meeting of the Grand Lodge holden 21st November, 1732, at the
Devil Tavern, Temple Bar. These interesting documents were found some years ago
amongst a collection of old papers and are now preserved in the archives of No. 87.
The Devil Tavern appears in the Engraved List of 1725, and a Lodge was meeting there
in 1724, but was erased in 1745.

And now our travels have been so prolonged that the evening must have closed
in upon us looking up at the traitors’ heads over Temple Bar. And the Brethren of the
Lodges, and the Members of the Clubs, are making the best of their way to their
favourite Tavern. Dr. Johnson may be seen coming along like a man of war in full sail,
touching his favourite posts, escorted by the faithful little Scotch frigate Boswell.
And on a stormy night the way may not be so easy, for there are the sharp angles of
the houses on one side, and the deep gutter on the other, and the flickering oil lamps
give but little assistance. No wonder the Tavern door was a real harbour of refuge,
and some excuse might be offered for a reluctance to leave on perhaps a still more
difficult and devious return.

A few words in conclusion with regard to certain impressions that have been
made upon my mind during my investigation of the Lodges and their ancient Homes.
It is most curious, for instance, to remark the fluctuations of the Lodges from one
locality to another. Sometimes one can trace the reason, but generally it is very
" obscure. And in analysing the Records we cannot but be struck by the fact that of the
sixty-one Lodges of the List of 1723 but very few survive. Indeed after the formation
of the Grand Lodge in 1717 we see that after a few years certain Lodges, having an
element of fashion or repute, increased their numbers by leaps and bounds, while others
meeting at the more obscure Taverns died away. It was a survival of the fittest
doubtless. But where did these fortunate Lodges get their accession of members ?
I believe for the greater part from those Lodges which could not confer the same
advantages and privileges, or from others wholly unrecorded, but which had in my
humble opinion been working far back in the 17th century. Surely we often notice
Masonic History repeating itself, and this process going on even now, especially in our
provincial towns. But where are the Records of these ancient Lodges? Alas! that
question may be asked of Lodges, of only fifty years standing. Perhaps, however, one
plausible excuse may be put forward for the ancient City Lodges. The Great Fire and
its successors in the 18th century had much to answer for, but one more crime can be
laid to their account that in destroying the old Homes of Masonry they at the same time
obliterated their Records for ever. Still, in the mines of manuscript treasure yet
remaining unexplored in the City I feel sure there may be found some light which will
enable us to penetrate the obscurity of the Masonic past. Sometimes thinking of this
problem, Bishop Heber's description of the building of the First Temple (“ Palestine,"”
Oxford 1803) recurs to my mind :—

When Tiber slept beneath the cypress gloom,
And silence held the lonely woods of Rome :
Or ere to Greece the builder’s skill was known,
Or the light chisel brush’d the Parian stoune;
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Yet here Fair Science nursed her infant fire,

Fann'd by the artist aid of friendly Tyre.

Then tower'd the Palace, then in awful state

The Temple rear’d its everlasting gate.

No workman steel, no ponderous axes rung ;

Like some tall palm the noiseless fabric sprung.

Majestic silence !—then the harp awoke,

The cymbal clang’d, the deep-voic'd trumpet spoke:

And Salem spread her suppliant arms abroad,

View’d the descending flame, and bless'd the present God.”

“ Like some tall palm the noiseless fabric sprung. Majestic silence!” Surely a
fit emblem of the rise of Masonry through the ages, till its ritnal and principles, founded
on the One and Present God, now overshadow the whole earth.

Bro. ApNIRAL SiR A. H. MARKHAM writes:—

I have read the * Old City Taverns and Masonry” with great interest. There is,
however, one statement in the paper that I would like to have corrected, had I been
present. It is the one referring to Admiral Vernon, which rather implies that the old
gentleman was partial to strong drinks, which was not the case. Admiral Vernon was
in the habit of wearing a coat made of grogram, a material something like mohair.
From this article of clothing he received the nickname of “Old Grogram.” During
the time he was Commander-in-Chief in the West Indies, the men under his command
received a daily ration of a quart of wine. The stowage of this wine necessarily
occupied a very large space in the ships of his squadron. Finding that rum could be
obtained very cheaply in the West Indies, he substituted a gill of rum as the daily
ration, instead of the quart of wine, thus gaining more space in the holds of his vessels
for the stowage of other provisions, and by these means he was able to keep his ships at
sea for longer periods. He also arranged that the spirit ration was not to be served out
to his men neat, but to be diluted with water, generally in the proportion of one to two,
and this concoction was called by the men * grog,” a name that has been preserved in
the Navy to the present day. The word grog was, of course, given by the sailors to
this tipple, from the fact of its being the invention of Admiral Vernon, whose nickname
was, as I have already said, * Old Grogram |”

Bro. W. J. HuGHAN writes :—

I have been exceedingly interested in reading Bro. J. P. Simpson’s able paper on
% Old City Taveras and Masonry,” and feel assared that it will prove one of the most
welcome of recent communications or compilations respecting the Craft in the Metropolis.
The labour mnst have been considerable, as it is quite evident Bro. Simpson has spared
no pains to trace every fact of any relevancy to his investigation, so we should all be
grateful accordingly.

The Masters’ Lodge referred to as held at the ‘*Swan and Rummer” was in
connection with the regular Lodge held there and duly constituted 2nd February, 1725-6.
Four brethren * were admitted Masters” April 29th, 1727, but *the Masters’ Lodge "
as such is not noted until March 3lst, 1729. For an account of this Lodge my paper on
 The Three Degrees of Freemasonry " (4.Q.0. 1837) might be consulted.
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I am not aware of any existing Records of a R.A. Chapter meeting in or about
1751 at this Tavern. The earliest trace of the ‘“ Moderns” does not begin until 1765.

I should like very much for Bro. Simpson to have that list of Chapters in
the “ Gardner Collection "’ reproduced. There could not have been a Grand Chapter
held at the *“ Half Moon" so early as 1750. That of the “Moderns” was not formed
until 1767, and it is questionable if the *“ Ancients” had a Grand Chapter any earlier, if
so early.

That fine sammons of A.p. 1760 in the Guildhall Collection would look well if
reproduced to accompany Bro. Simpson’s paper.

I think there cannot be a doubt that many more Lodges assembled in London
than the four or more which established the premier Grand Lodge, and hence the
number of early accessions to that Body.

Bro. ANDREW OLIVER writes :

With reference to the interesting paper by Bro. Simpson on the “ Old City
Taverns,” a few other items connected with the various places of interest may be accept-
able, at the same time it may be said that the paper throws a good deal of light upon
an hitherto but little explored section in the history of London.

BisaorscaTE.—The ‘‘Sir Paul Pindar’'s Head.” The old front is now in the
Victoria and Altert Museum, where it was placed on the destruction of the old building.

CornuiLL.—Spread Eagle Court. This occupied a site further east and nearer
to Finch Lane, the Peabody Statue occupies part of the site of St. Benet Fink.
Opposite to Finch Lane where now stands the Consolidated Bank, stood the French
Protestant Church of which Caveac was a member.

BoegLerssrry.—There is another reason for the name, viz. from the makers of
bucklers being stationed there.

ALpERSGATE STREET.—* The Albion.” After the fire of London the former house
was presented to the Bishop of Londen and used as his residence. Shaftesbury House
stood on the opposite side of the road.

St. Patt’s Cuurcnyarp.—* Goose and Gridiron.” This sign may possibly be a
vernacular reading of the coat of arms of the Company of Musicians. These arms are
“a swan with his wings expanded within a double tressure, counter flory, argent.”

LupcaTE.—As regards the derivation of “ Ludgate” Mr. W. J. Loftiel says the
word Ludgate in Anglo-Saxon, properly Lydgate, denotes a postern, a small opening in
a wall or fortification.

Newaate Streer.—* The Salutation Tavern” was most probably an old Inn used
by those who came to the Grey Friars Monastery which was dedicated to * The Saluta-
tion of the Mother of God,” and stood on the north side of Newgate Street, just opposite
Warwick Lane, where the site is marked in the Ordnance Map.

Bro. W. B. HEXTALL writes:

Bro. Simpson, in writing that * there is no book directly relating to the taverns,”
has overlooked *Old London Taverns, historical, descriptive and reminiscent,” by
Edward Callow,—London: Downey & Co., Limited, 1899; an interesting work, but

1 ¢ Rambles in and near London.” W. J. Loftie,
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sadly wanting an index at the end, for which a fairly good contents-table fails to make
amends. Of about 350 pages, nearly 300 are devoted to the City and its Taverns and
Coffee-Houses. A few notes, culled from Callow’s pages, may be acceptable.

Page 116. The “ Old Fountain ” Inn, in the Minories, is said to have been at one
time the residence of Sir Walter Raleigh, and was pulled down in 1793.

Page 99. Hogarth’s “ A Midnight Modern Conversation ”’ at *“ The Olde
Elephant ” in Fenchurch Street, was his first study for the afterwards engraved picture,
and contained matter too broad to be even then the subject of a print. Callow gives
the name of another painting as “ Barton Bush Fair.”

Page 107. It is stated that no fewer than five and twenty Masonic Lodges meet
at the “ Ship and Turtle,” Leadenhall Street.

Page 56. The date carved on the “ White Hart,” Bishopsgate Street, was 1480,
denoting its lucky escape at the Great Fire of 1666, when St. Botolph’s Church, next
door but one, fell a victim. Callow omits to notice that the front of the ¢ Paul Pindar”
tavern is preserved at South Kensington Museum.

Page 101. Only the night before the Great Fire of 1666 broke out, the sale of
the ‘“White Lion,” in Cornhill, for £4000 had been agreed upon, the next day the
building was consumed.

Page 123. To enable bim to start fish-dinners when he bought the * Queen’s
Head,” in Bird-in-Hand Court, Simpson, before he was asked for it, paid down £500,
penalty under an agreement he had entered into upon sale of his business at Billings-
gate not to purvey similar fish-dinners within a certain distance.

Page 144. As to “ The Salutation and Cat,” Newgate Street. * The curious
concatenation of the two names has no connection with purring pussy, but arose from
an old picture which formerly hung in the coffee room. It represented an old dandy of
the early part of the eighteenth century saluting a friend in the street and offering him
a pinch of snuff out of a box which formed the top of his clouded cane. These box
kuobs to walking sticks were called ‘cats.’”

Bro. W. H. RyLaxDs said :—I think our best thanks are due to Bro. Simpson for
the admirable paper he has presented to us this evening, and I can only hope, and I am
sure you will agree with me, that he will continune his researches, and from time to time
give the Lodge the benefit of his discoveries.

Our thanks are also due to Bro. Vogeler for so materially assisting, by means of
his Lantern, in bringing the pictures of many of these old Taverns before us.

Among the mass of facts contained in this interesting paper, there are few—if
any—that lend themselves to discussion : there are, however, two minor points to which
1 may refer.

It is difficult without an examination of the original minutes of Lodges or other
records to determine the exact date at which a change was made in the name of any
Lodge. Bro. Lane I believe only inserted the earliest dates at which he had met with
a change of name. Hence some of his dates will like the one now in question require to
be changed. The very fine Summons of the * West India and American Lodge” No. 1,
now the Lodge of Antiquity No. 2, marks I believe the change in the name, which took
place I fancy in 1759-1760.
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The inscription at the foot of the Summons states :

Thomas Marriot Perkins
Invent.
R.W.M. of the Stewards Lodge

on one side, and on the opposite side:

W. Tringham Sculp Castle '
Alley Royal Exchange.

Thomas Marriot Perkins signs the Summons as the W.M,, and it is dated September
19th, 1760.

Another copy of this Summons in my possession is dated July 5th, 1760, calling
the meeting for Wednesday next the 9th of this Instant [month.]

Thomas Maryott Perkins lived some time in the West Indies, where he was
Provost Marshal General. Hence doubtless the change of name. My copy of the
Summons was at the time I bought it fixed into a printed copy of the Bye Laws, unfor-
tunately undated, though it must have been issued about the same year, 1760. Possibly
it is one of the earliest printed Bye Laws known. A pine-apple was the crest of some
families bearing the name of Perkins, and this may account for it being at the foot of
the Summons.

The other engraving of the List of Chapters, does not belong to the Freemasons,
but to the Gregorians, a couvivial and harmonious Society founded in London about the
year 1730. This I think is proved by the crest at the top, the dove and olive branch as
one of the supporters of the Arms, and the word shilom, or * peace” written in the
Hebrew character as a motto.

It is & most interesting discovery, giving as it does a list of the Chapters meeting
in London under the Grand Chapter of Gregorians: and proving that the imitators of
Freemasonry also issued engraved lists.

I bave for some years been collecting material for a paper on the * merry Gregs,”
and by the help of kind friends have gathered together a quantity of interesting infor-
mation. An engraved Summons is extant: some of their songs have been printed ; and
I need hardly say that I shall be much obliged for any notes however slight, connected
with their history.

On the motion of the W.M., seconded by the S.W., a hearty vote of thanks was
unanimously passed to Bro. Simpson, which he briefly acknowledged.




Transactions of the Quatuor Coronati Lodge. 31

THE CAROLUS OF OUR ANCIENT MSS.

BY BRO. JOHN YARKER, PM

—— ) HE paper of Bro. Dring, on the “ Naimus Grecus” question, is a con-

‘N tribution of the utmost value, and I quite think that he has proved,
-‘ﬂ

who was equally recognized by the building fraternities of France,
England, and Germany, was the Emperor Charlemaghe. We must
also bear in mind that, twelfth to thirteenth century, the same legends
would be current both in England and France, owing to the large
number of French Masons arriving in this country.

what has been my own opinion for many years, that the Royal Patron,
D=

7]

With respect to “ Naimus Greecus” we are sure to remain always in a state of
uncertainty, from the almost certain fact that many MSS. between the *“ Cooke "—itself
a copy —and the Grand Lodge MS., have disappeared, and that to the imperfect
caligraphy of many such MSS. we may derive the numerous versions of this mysterious
person, which have come down to us. Hence it may be very doubtful whether the
Polychronicon was the authority for any of these versions, rather than some lost
unreadable MSS. Equally, a badly written version of ** Alcuin Flaccus " might suggest
to some scribe, to hint, that it was “a man with a Greek name.” It i3 therefore impos-
sible to draw a hard and fast line in seeking one identical source for numerous
blunders.

But the object of this paper is not so much to give Bro. Dring any well-deserved
praise, as to contribute something to strengthen his theory as to the historical aspect
of Charlemagne’s influence on the building fraternities, which our author has done so
much, in his paper, in elucidation. Amongst the things to which I desire to call
especial attention, is the history of the Holy Vehm of Westphalia, and I shall not make
any comparison between its ritual and that of Freemasonry, as every intelligent Mason
can do that for himself. The object of the two Societies was not parallel, and how then
does it arise that there is so great a resemblance in their ceremonies? If we could
decide how this arises we should know a great deal more, than we do, of the medimval
history of Freemasonry. What influence had Charlemagne in organising one, or both,
Societies ?

It may reasonably be suggested, though personally I think it absurd, that some
of the revivalists of 1717 were acquainted with the ritual of the Vehm, and introduced
some of its customs into the more ancient ceremony of the Masons.

Bro. Dring has shown that Alcuin considered Charlemagne as a * wise Solomon "
in erecting his Church at Aachen. We all know that the Master in the Chair is
supposed to occupy the throne of Solomon, equally the Free-count of the Vehm was
supposed to occupy the throne of Charlemagne, who it seems was dabbed a successor of
Solomon by the Culdee Monk Alcuin. My translation of the Vehm document may be
relied upon, as it has been done for me by a Brother whose native language was the
Westphalian patois.

There is said to be a letter of the middle of the ninth century (not mentioned by
Bro. Dring), written by Eric of Auxerre to Charles the Bald of France, in praise of
certgin Irish philosophers who were visiting the Court of Charlemagne, as * servants of
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the wise Solomon,” who, *“as instruction of his countrymen,” attracted thither Greeks
and Irishmen. Even Haroun al Raschid sent Carolus an Embassy with presents.

The Rev. James Galloway quotes a similar docament, from the St. Gaul Legend
(1. 1, c. 32), to prove that artificers from every country were established to erect his
magnificent church at Aix-la-Chapelle. On this matter there is a most suggestive
romance of the twelfth centary written in metrical form by Huon de Villeneuve, and
reduced to prose two centuries later, which I am persuaded has a close bearing upon
the legends of what is now known as the Compagnnonage. This work is entitled Les
Quatre fils Aymon ; in it Charlemagne returns victorious from a long and bloody war
against the Saracens, in Easter 768, and has to listen to accusations against Prince
Aymon of the Ardennes for failing in his fealty in this war, and Charlemagne has as
his colleagues Solomon of Bretaigne and his trusty friend the Duke of Naismes.
Renaud, Allard, Guiscard, and Richard, in consequence of this, leave the court of
Charlemagne in search of adventures. They defeat Bourgois the Saracen Chief before
Bordeaux, compel him to become a Christian, and after that restore Yon King of
Acquitaine to his throne, and as a reward Renaud receives the hand of his daughter
Laura. After a time, Yon fears the anger of Charlemagne and persuades the four
Aymons to solicit his grace, and they depart ‘‘ with olive branches in their hands,” bat
are treacherously waylaid and * the Cypras would have been changed for the palm,”
but for the arrival of their cousin Maugis. After a due amount of battles peace is
restored, on condition that Renaud departs for Palestine, where he meets Maugis
unexpectedly, and they restore * the old Christian King of Jernsalem " to his throne.

After an interval, Renaud is recalled to France and on his arrival finds his wife
dead of grief, as well as his aged father Aymon and his mother. His old antagonists,
Naismes, Oger, and Roland, have been slain at Ronciveaux. Renaud, inconsolable,
transfers his lands to his son, and hearing of the building of the church at Aix seeks
that place and tenders his services to the Master Mason as a common labourer. His
great strength arouses the jealousy of the others, as in a similar Masonic legend, and as
Renaud slept upon straw under an arch, they killed him whilst asleep, with a blow of a
hammer. After the blow Renaud opened his eyes, crossed his arms, and prayed for for-
giveness to the murderers. Having breathed his last, the assassins put his body in a
sack and threw it into the Rhine (as that of Osiris, in a similar mystery, was thrown
into the Nile). Fishes supported the body, which was also illuminated by a super-
natural light. It was first seen by a pilgrim, who, recognising Renaud, went and
informed the three brothers and the two sons of Renaud. In this account, which is the
translation of Caxton, the Archbishop erects a rich tomb, and canonises him as “ St.
Renaude the Marter.” :

In another version, probably the more modern prose version above named, the
closing portion is thus given:— Charlemagne visits Aix-le-Chapel with the three
brothers Aymon and their two nephews,—* Hollo ! says the Emperor, to a good woman,
“ what means this crowd ?”’ The peasant answered, ‘1 come from the village of Crosne,
where died, two days ago, a holy hermit, who was tall and strong as a giant. He
proposed to assist the masons to construct at Cologne the Church of St. Peter; he
manceuvered so well that the others, who were jealous of his ability, killed him in the
night time whilst he slept, and threw his body into the Rhine where it floated sur-
rounded by light. On the arrival of the Bishop the body was exposed in the nave,
with uncovered face, that it might be recognized. Bechold what it is that draws the
crowd.” The Emperor approached and beheld Renaud of Montauban, and the three
Aymons, and the two sons of the murdered man, mingle their tears over the corpse.
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Then the Bishop said: * Console yourselves! He for whom you grieve has conquered
the immortal palm.” The Emperor ordered a magnificent funeral and a rich tomb.

In the time of Charlemagne, and even much later, there existed a large amount
of pre-Christian and Guoostic Rites, and the Emperor is credited with erecting in
Saxony,—the birth-place of Aymon, where his memory was held in great veneration
down to last century, if not still, —a secret fraternity for the suppression of vice.
Apart from the significance of this romance, in a Masonic sense, there are some peculiar
correspondences,—the body of the murdered Osiris was thrown into the Nile, that of
Renaud into the Rhine, and the closing address of the Bishop is almost identical with
that of the Hierophants to the mourners for the slain sun-god. In the ancient
mysteries the symbolical Branch was varied—as the erica, the ivy, the palm, the laurel,
the golden-bough which was probably mistletoe, so prominent in Christmas week in our
own lands. The romance also confuses the time of Charlemagne with that of a
Christian King of Jerusalem, in the same way that our Masonic MSS. confuses the
Emperor’s time with a fictitious Naimus, Aymon, etc.,, “ who was at the building of
Solomon’s temple.” Some time ago a Newcastle Brother suggested that the meaning
might be —at the buildings (ruins) of Solomon’s Temple—or even the residence of the
Knights of the Temple.

This brings me to the Vehm, which is believed to have been a secret court of the
ancient Pagan priests until it was re-organized by the Emperor Charlemagne for the
purpose of advancing Christianity, and the assertion that Charlemagne was its organiser
seems absolutely proved by the fact that it was an ancient claim of the ceremonial rites
of the Vehm. There is no prominent point in Freemasonry which does not equally find
its counterpart in the Vehm, and, such being the case, is it not foolish to assert that
German Masons had no ritual; and equally so for Albert Pike to say that British
Masons had no ritual ceremony before 1700 ? He was a learned man and able writer,
but seems to have been ill informed upon Masonic facts, and even of his own Scottish
Rite, whose origin he attributes to Charleston, though it is now well known that Geneva
had it before 1797, and the 1762 statutes of Paris and Bordeaux aunthorise the Grand
Inspectors of the 25° to collect any new degrees. But to return to oar sheep. The
Vehm was held, like the Court of the Druids, in the open air, or before the eye of day.
No doubt many Masons were at least Free-schoppen.

OPENING OF THE VEHM COURT.

The Free-count sat upon the Free-stool (Frien Stoil), with a sword laid on the
bench (bank) before him. The Court was opened by Question and Answer, the Ques-
tioner, or acting Free-count, sitting in the chair of Carolus Magnus as his representative.
1t was of importance that it should be the right day, and the right time, to hold the
Courts. Seven Frey Schoppen are the minimum to form the Court, and, if possible they
were to be of the locality where it was opened, but not necessarily so, as genuine
Schoppen from anywhere might assist. A sword with a rope, or cable-tow, attached was
laid on the Bench.

The candidates for admission stood outside tl.e square open space of the Court,
and were only admitted within it, after announcement and acceptance.

The Froe-counts and the Free-schoppen signed with the chrismon of which three
samples are given herewith—

8 SR S
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Extract of MINUTES (Protécollz') of the CAPITULAR CONVENTION (conrents
capitulari) of THE VEHM HELD AT ARENSBERG IN THE YEAR 1490, befors
the FREE-SEAT (Sede) IN GEISIKE.

Original in the Archives of Farstenberg. This copy made by Criminal
Judge Bachman of Paderborne, and quoted by Paul Weigand in “ The
Vehmic Tribunals of Westphalia,” Hamm (page 265). (Schulz and
‘Wundermann, 1825.)

FirsTLY.—The best and truest people must be found and vouched for by Frie-
Schoppen. (This is for Schoppen Candidates, who were a species of Jurymen to- assist
the Chair and the Officers of the Court.)

SeconoLy.—The Frei-Count (Chairman and Judge) must prove them whether
they are able to discern right from wrong.

TairpLy.—They must be inducted in a secret closed meeting, not in a chamber.
(That is, the assembly was to be tyled, and this article refers to a paragraph where
complaints were made that candidates had been admitted, in a room, for money.)

FovrTaLy.—They are questioned as Carolus Magnus has directed and they must
answer those questions,

FirraLv.—They are admonished as to perjury, and the punishment of the ¢ wall
is shown to them. (This “ punishment of the wall ” is referred to elsewhere, it may
refer to a wall surrounding the Court, though meetings were held in the open air to
hear complaints gnd judge them; or possibly it refers to a ‘“stone” afterwards
mentioned.)

SixraLY.—They must take the Oath prescribed by Carclus Magnus. They must
do this sitting (kneeling) on the right knee, which has been laid bare ; the head covered ;
the left hand, which is bared, laid upon the rope (cable-tow, used for hanging) ; the
lock (Schloet) and the two swords laid cross-wise, Swearing the Oath to keep the Vehm
(Secret) from wife and child, sand and wind, as this is prescribed. (The word lock
appears to be a mistake for key, and is evidently a local symbol as it was the Arms of
the City’s Frei-Graf, who had the right to the Chair of the District. The key is
referred to elsewhere, as being engraved on a * stone " in the square of the Court. Key
is schloetel whilst lock is schloet, hence the omission of el in the first instance is clearly an
error.) :

SevENTAELY.—The Count tells them, with covered head, the Holy Vehm (Secrets) ;
Rope (Strick), (but some have it Stuck or Stick, as referring to the willow-wand with
which some hangings took place); Stone (stein) ; Grass (gras); Grain (grein) and he
explaius them as prescribed. (An analogy is to be found in the black wagic of West-
phalia, where the sorcerer invokes as follows :—“ I conjure the devil, by the God who
corn and grass created has”; and again, in forswearing God and all Saints, “also grass
and corn, and all that upon earth may be.”)

EicaTHLY.—He tells them the word of distress (Nothword), as Carolus Magnus
hath given it; to wit—Reinir dor Feweri. (It is clear that this Nothword is either
disguised or corrupted. From the context, and other evidence, it can be restored, and
it is very evident that it is the four elements that are referred to,—the reply being Lust
(air), and these four elements are subsequently named. Thus explained the actual
words would be:—Rein (rain or water); Irdor (or) Irde (earth); Fewer: (or) Fewer,
Feuer (fire) ; the reply being necessarily Lust (or) Laucht (air).
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NinteLY.—He teaches the secret salute of a Scheppe (Schoffe, Latin Scabinus) :
That the arriving Scheppe places his right hand upon his (i.e. the other Scheppen’s) left
shoulder, and says :—

“I salute you dear man. (Eck grut ju leive Man.)
What are you doing here ?” (Wo fange ji hi an ?)

Thereafter he (the other Scheppe) places his right hand on the other Scheppen's
(the new arrival’s) left shoulder, and the other oue does the same, and says:—

¢ All luck come in, (Alleit gluck kekire in,)
Where the Free scheppen are.” (Wof de freyen Scheppen sein).

(in the original these are evidently rhythmetical, as are some of our most ancient
Masonic tests.)

TENTELY.—What belongs before the Secret, and what before the Open Court
(Ding, Norweigan Thing), is explained to him, as is written down hereinbefore, in the
first questions. °

ELeventHLY.—He must pay the Free-Count 16 schillings (a small coin) and no
more, and to every one of the nine Scheppen 8, and no more.

QUALIFICATION.

Candidates for Frey Scheppen must be so educated and made, that they are
lawfully and rightly begotten from father and mother ; not un-free; not prosecuted by
any justice; not liable to any attainder (bann); nor guilty of usary ; no street-vagabond
(strassen linder) ; nor thieves, murderers, adulterers, or blasphemers; and they must not
have sinned against their Country’s Master, or Authorities. (Everyone knows that our
Ancient Constitutions necessitates the same qualities for Masonhood.)

PENALTY.

If any one break the Oath, and betray the Secret of the Vehm, he was to be
arrested, his hands tied behind his back, his tongue drawn out through his neck, a
skewer put through it, and he was to be hung seven feet higher than any other evil
doer. Such was the former penalty; now a days (i.e. seventeenth century) he is
punished for perjury according to law, loses all his honourable positions, and is never
agaiu accepted as an honourable man.

I will conclude by suggesting that Bro. Dring’s valuable paper will bear further
elucidation, and I should be glad to see his views on this evidence.

I should like also to direct attention to Bro. d’Alviella’s Review of Bro. Gould's
“ Concise History,” in that part referring to the ancient Masters Fraternities, as I have
suggested to Bro. Gould to write a history of these, for Masonic History is incomplete
without this additional branch.
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THE SIRR FAMILY AND FREEMASONRY.

BY BRO. HARRY SIRR, F.RIB.A.

REVIEW of “ The United Irishmen ™ published in a Masonic periodical
at the date of the regrettable attitude of Dr. Crucefix towards the
Grand Lodge of England, was most unfair to Major Sirr, whose son
was then associated with the Grand Lodge officers. I had proposed
simply to offer some commeunts upon the review, but this proved
inconvenient unless I could make use of a communication never
intended to become public. I found it easier to compile this paper
recording not only Major Sirr's connection with Freemasonry, but also that of his
father and son, and I think this explanation will make the motive clear.

Upwards of sixty years have passed since the Grand Lodge of England and
the Grand Lodge of Ireland mutually agreed and determined npon the appointment
and reception of a representative, one from the other, * for the cultivation of a more
intimate acquaintance.” The Grand Lodge of Ireland took the initiative, and the
Brother entrusted with the first Diploma of Representative to the Grand Lodge of
England was Henry Charles Sirr.

Henry Charles Sirr was initiated in his twenty-eighth year of age in the
Caledonian Lodge, 134 (afterwards 156), London, 7th December, 1835. He was
exalted in the Chapter of Lodge No. 4 Dublin, and registered 30th August, 1836, and
proceeded to the degree of Knight Templar.

He became Master of his Lodge in 1838, two years after initiation, when the
following notice appeared in the Freemasons’ Quarterly Review :—

% The Caledonian (No. 156) Jan. 8. The installation of Brother H. C.
‘ Sirr, as Master of the Lodge was very ably conducted by Brother Hailes ;
“ and the Master entered upon his office by going through the full cere-
“ monies of the three degrees, an arduous task for an experienced
“ workman ; and Brother Sirr did all this with great ability. Brother
“ Crawford, one of the initiated, in the course of the evening delighted the
“ Lodge by a very eloquent address, which marked his attainments to be
‘“ of superior order. The Master too, on his health being proposed,
¢ deviated from the general custom in returning thanks, by entering into
“ a detail of the history of his Lodge from its inauguration to the present
“ time. His address would be a valuable document, and we should be
“ happy to store it among our ¢ Annals of Lodges.’” Brother Martin M.P.
* has been initiated ; and The Caledonian promises well for its restoration
¢ to former splendoar.”

The Minutes of the Britannic Lodge No. 33 shew that in the next year (1839) on
November 23rd, Bro. H, C. Sirr was present as a visitor when Bro. William H. White
(G.8.) proposed him as a joining member, and that he was elected 17th December
following. The next year, on January 2lst, (1840,) he was installed W.M. With
the usnal vote of thanks, he received the past-master’s jewel, 19th January, 1841, and
a vote of condolence with him on the death of his father was passed. In 1842 he
held the office of Secretary of the Lodge for one year, in 1847 became Treasurer,
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continuing to act in that capacity until January, 1852, and remained a member of the
Lodge with interruptions until 1866.

Subsequently he became a member of Gooch Lodge, No. 1238, of which he was
Secretary at the time of his death, 23rd November, 1872.

At the Grand Lodge held on the 28th April, 1841, Sirr was presented to H.R.H.
the Grand Master and proclaimed Representative of the Grand Lodge of Ireland ; and
on the 4th February, 1842, the Grand Royal Arch Chapter of Ireland appvinted him
Representative in the Grand Royal Arch Chapter of Eogland. The Freemascns’
Quarterly Review mentions that, at the English Grand Festival, on the 20th April,
1841, he responded for the Duke of Leinster and the Grand Lodge of Ireland.

The rank of Past Senior Grand Warden of England was conferred upon him by
H.R.H. the Duke of Sussex, in 1841. )

In this year also he was elected to the Board of Benevolence, on the 28th
April, having previously been elected to the Board of General Purposes and the Finance
Committee, 3rd June, 1840.

Probably his connection with the English Charitable Institutions commenced in
1838, when he became Steward and Life Governor of the R.M.I.G. In 1840 he rendered
similar assistance to the R.M.I.B. Information gleaned from the Frecmasons’ Monthly
Magazine and the Freemasons’ Quarterly Review, shews that he served on the Committee
of each School. In July, 1840, H.R.H. the Duke of Sussex appointed him to the
Committee of the Royal Masonic Benevolent Fund, and the list of the members of the
Board of Management 1842-3, includes the name of * R.W.B". Henry C. Sirr.”

Sirr communicated to the Grand Lodge of Irelind the substance of several
interviews with H.R.H. the Duke of Sussex, concerning matters which were being con-
sidered between the sister Grand Lodges, and in April, 1843, it was his sorrowful duty
to commaunicate the intelligence of the death of His Royal Highness. Until his
departure from England to take up Government appointments in Asia he continued in
correspondence with the Grand Lodge of Ireland and with the Representatives of the
Grand Lodges of Berlin and of Hamburgh respectively.

Iuterest in the ancient Masonic brass square found in 1830, in excavating for the
foundations for rebuilding Baal's bridge in the city of Limerick, may have led him to
take steps to procure a facsimile drawing of the antiquity which was much caten away.
At any rate a drawing was given to him, and his notes in pencil seem to suggest that
veither full information nor an illustration of the square had then become public. The
initials at the foot of the drawing convey the impression that it is the work of one of
the D’Arcy’s. Presumably an illustration in the Freemasons’ Quarterly Review (p. 288,
1642) was worked up by the engraver.

Bro. H. C. Siir also left with his effects a handsomely bound copy (presented to
him in 1842 by the Grand Lodge of Ireland) of * The | Constitution | of | Freemasonry; |
or, | Ahiman Rezon: | to which are added, | certain Lectures, | Charges, | and | aMasonic
Ritual. | Dublin: | Printed by Brother Underwood, | Eden-Quay. | M.DCCC.XXXIX.”
—followed by * The | Masonic | Ritualist and Lecturer” | —&e., by Brother Archdeacon
Walter Bishop Mant (undated), and * The | Ceremony | of | Dedication ; | as observed
at | The Dedication of | The Freemasons’ Hall, | in the City of Dublin, | by Command
of | His Grace The Duke of Leinster, | Grand Master of Masons in Ireland.” | Also,
a Bible, in French,—* Par Frangois Perrin, pour Antoine Vincent. M.D.LXVII”
containing engravings representing King Solomon's Temple, &c.

A letter, now forty years old, may be interesting to Brethren who follow the
history of Freemasonry in South Africa.
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Grahamstown, 12 April 1865.
My dear Uncle Henry,

When I was last in Dublin I was told that youn were a 8 .. G .-,
I.. G ..33°! and Representative in The Grand Lodge of England of
The G.L. of Ireland, if so you could give me some information I want to
get hold of, i.e.—we have in this Colony some 2 or 3 Dutch Lodges
under the Dutch Constitution which practise what is called the Reformed
French Rite, and give the following Degrees—Apprentice, Fellow-
craft, Master, Perfect Master, Elu, Scotch Master, Knight of the East,
Knight of the Sword, and Rose Croix and no others; also Craft
Lodges and R.A. Chapters under both Scotch and English Constitutions.
But Royal Arch is an English Chapter in Port Elizabeth, and what I want
to find out is whether there is any means of getting up the complete
organization of the 33 degrees out here where there are no people in
possession of them already—by communication in cypher or otherwise—so
as to have a South African Supreme Grand Council of our own and a union
of all the masons here under oue governing body. I suppose you can find
this out for me. I know that some of the higher degrees are and have
been given abroad in such a way and sappose it can be done, if one only
knew how to go about it. Whenever you have time please give me all
informatiou you can on this matter. We can manage all right as far as
Royal Arch but can’t get further except under the Dutch and then only
to the 18th degree Rose Croix. We would rather have a British origin,
and complete organization, if possible.

Your affect. nephew,
Francis H: S: Orpen.?
Henry Charles Sirr Esqr.

The following particulars (preceding those concerning his brother, the Rev.
Joseph D’Arcy Sirr, D.D.) are taken from Modern English Biography, Frederick Boase,
vol. iii. :—

Sirr, Henry Charles (son of Henry Charles Sirr 1756 (sic)—1841 Head of
the Police in Ireland 1796-1826) Born Dublin Castle 1807 ; educ. Trin:
Coll: Dublin, and in Switzerland ; B.A. Dublin 1830, M.A. 1833 ; admitted
M.T. 7 May 1830, called 22 Nov. 1833; admitted L.I. 17 Nov. 1836;
Secretary to the Anglo-Portugese Commission 1842-3, Vice Consul China
1813, and subsequently Queen’s Advocate in Ceylon, but the climate
obliged him to resign both ; held a Commission in the Royal Westminster
Militia 1842-53, also served in The Honourable Artillery Company; a
prominent Freemason, the high rank of Past Grand Warden of England
was conferred upon him, 1841 ; author of China and the Chinese, their
religion, character, customs, and manufactures, 2 vols. 1849; Ceylon and
the Cingalese, their history, government, religion, antiquities, etc. 2 vols.
1850. Died 23 Nov. 1872.

! The Registers shew that the degree was not conferred in England nor in Ireland.

* Afterwards Surveyor General of Griqualand West, deceased, 1893. (Vide * Orpen of Ardtally,”
Burke’s “ Landed Gentry,” and * Orpen of the Cape of Good Hope,” Barke’s “ Colonial Gentry.”)
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Before he went abroad he was a member of the Conservative Club and of the
Mansfield Society, and a few years previous to his death he had joined The Society of
Arts.

The Freemasons’ Quarlerly Review (1841) copied from The Ezaminer a notice of
the death of Major H. C. Sirr, followed by a notification that ‘“he was the father of
Brother H. C. Sirr of the Britannic Lodge” ; but no mention was made of Major Sirr's
connection with the Craft, nor is this recorded in an obituary notice in somewhat similar
terms in the Freemasons’ Monthly Magazine. Major Sirr was initiated while he was a
Lieutenant in the 68th Regiment before he attained the age of twemty-one.! The
certificate is boldly written by hand on a plain piece of parchment 9 inches wide by
73 inches, with pale blue ribbon and red seal in the margin on the dexter side,
and runs :—

And the light shineth in darkness, and the darkness
comprehendeth it not.

We the Master, Wardens, and other Brothers of Lodge
No. 441, on the Registry of Ireland, held in the 38 Regt. of
Foot.

Do hereby Certify that our well beloved Brother
Henry Charles Sirr, has been duly by us regularly entered,
Passed, and raised to the Degree of a Master Mason
and having always behaved himself as a good and.
worthy Brother whilst with us, we do therefore
recommend him as such to all our Brethren where-
soever dispersed.

Given under our hands and seal of the

Seal Lodge, in our Lodge Room at Stafford
in this 21st day of July 1784, and in
margin Masonry 5784
W. Brown, Master.
J. Watson, Sec'. Tim?Y Nicholson, S. Warden.
Shap! Swiuey, J. Warden.?

Lieutenant Sirr, whose regiment was stationed at Gibraltar in 1784, must have
been on leave at this time. He had left England with his Regiment, in 1782, to relieve
the fortress, and there acted as A.D.C. to Lord Heathfield. Remaining with the
regiment until it returned (circa 1791,) he then retired as Captain (1792), and after-
wards received the Commission of Town-Major of the Garrison of Dublin, &e.

The prominent part subsequently played in performing his duty as a Staff
Officer and Government official in Ireland during the Rebellion in 1798, and the
Insurrection in 1803, and especially his arrest of Lord Edward Fitzgerald for High
Treason, aroused the feelings of sympathisers with the movements. After his death in

! The Djctionary of National Biography is incorrect in assigning 1756 as the year of his birth,
but the correct year—1764—is given in the Epitome and Index. The date of birth was 26th
November 1764—vide ‘‘ Sirr of Dublin ” Miscellanea Genealogica et Heraldica 3rd geries, vol. v., part vi.

2 Timothy Nicholson registered 2nd May, 1771} Grand Lodge
William Brown ditto  24th June, 1786 of
Jas. Watson ditto  24th June, 1786 Ireland.
The 38th Regt : or the 1st Staffordshire had been stationed in Ireland on returning} A
rmy

from America.
Lists,

William Brown, Quarter Master 38th Regt., 19th January, 1785.
Shapland Swiney, Lieutenant ditto, 4th May, 1776,
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1841, Madden published * The Lives of The United Irishmen,” 1842, and a singularly
sympathetic notice of the book congratulating Dr. Madden appeared in the Freemasons’
Quarterly Review (p. 467, 1842). This notice, evidently written by a very credunlous
person, was expanded by quotations from a fanciful bistory of Major Sirr (given in an
appendix to the book!). The ** Dictionary of National Bingraghy ** has made it clear that
Mr. Lecky’s estimate of Madden on all matters connected with the United Irishmen is
just (*“History of Ireland,” vol. iv., footnote p. 316). The summing-up concerning
Major Sirr in the Dictionary, after considering the reputation Madden gave him,
proceeds :—* But he was, as Sir Robert Peel testified in the House of Commons,
* unswervingly loyal, religious, and humane.” The Dictionary then refers to grudging
testimony in Thomas Moore's Diary of the estrem in which Major Sirr was held by
Lord Edward Fitzgerald’s near relative, the third Duke of Leinster, the nobleman who,
as Grand Master of Irish Freemasons selected Major Sirr’s son for Masonic distinction ;
and likewise to the dispatch in The Castlereagh Correspondence, wherein the Chief
Secretary, supporting the Lord Lieutenant's recommendation for promotion in 1798,
stated that Major Sirr had ‘“been constantly employed by Government, on every
occasion which called for great personal exertions, discretion and courage.”

Besides the Lodge Certificate little else, except the following letter, has been
forthcoming concerning Major Sirr's connection with the Craft.

Grand Secretary’s Office,

Lodge No. Freemasons’ Hall, Dublin,
441. 11 day of Nov". 1898.
Dear Sir,

Three of the four names signing the certificate of which you sent me

a copy, are duly registered in our books the fourth (Shap' Swiney) does
not appear nor any name at all like it. The evidence of Major Sirr having ~
been initiated in the Lodge is to [my] mind quite conclusive. The
registration of members was very irregularly made by military lodges in
those days as may be seen in the certificate itself signed in 1784 by two
members not registered until 1786. However to place the matter beyond
doubt I find that in the year 1790 a Warrant No. 714 was issued to
establish a Lodge in the 1st Batt. 68th Regiment? in the names of :—

James Coleman.

James Fitzgerald.

Henry Charles Sirr.

It is quite evident that all three were members of the Masonic Order
or a warrant would not be issued to them. There is no record of what
became of this warrant, nor are there any other names of members
recorded save the three to whom it was originally issued.

Yours faithfully,
H. E. Flavelle
D.G.S.

To Harry Sirr, Esq'.

! Correspondence in The Weekly [rish Times (9th March to 22nd June, 1901) following * Recollections
of Major Sirr.” dealt with this, and the obvious unfairness in iguoring the full reports of the State
Trials and relying upon “ Curran’s speeches.”

2 Lieut.-Col John Bridges Schaw of the 68th Regiment was, in 1791, Provincial Grand Master of
the ¢ Antients,” at Andalusia, or Gibraltar, (Bro. Sadler's Masonic Reprints, p. 86).
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Major Sirr’s life was a very busy one, and he did not take an active interest in
Masonic affairs for many years previous to his death. He chiefly frequented a Club con.
nected with the Benevolent Society of the Friendly Brothers of St. Patrick.

He was cultivated and scholarly, with refined tastes, possessing a good knowledge
of Greek, Latin, and French, devoted to art and a great collector, and very fond of
music. History and geology were two of the snbjects to which he gave attentive study
in his leisure ; Thorpe Porter in * Gleanings and Reminiscences,” gives an account of a
narrow escape he once had at the Killiney quarries when in quest of spar formations.
His collection of Irish antiquities, which was of considerable value, was acquired, after
his decease, by the Royal Irish Academy. The printed catalogues of this and of his
other collections of minerals, shells, paintings, etc., are in the Libraries of the British
Museam and Trinity College, Dublin. Many of his papers, which are of considerable
historical interest, are also in the latter Library.

Experience of personal conflict led him to trust more in a sword than in a pistol.
During the troublous years at the end of the eighteenth and commencement of the nine-
teenth century his life was in serious peril, and he barely escaped assassination on
several occasions—Madden mentions three, Thomas Moore also, in his Diary, records
one which Mr. Lecky refers to in the  History of the Eighteenth Century.”

Joseph Sirr, Major Sirr's father, held high Masonic rank in Ireland. The list of
Irish Grand Officers in Bro. Chetwode Crawley’s * Caementaria Hibernica,” shews that he
was Junior Grand Warden in 1773, and Senior Grand Warden in 1774. For want of
documents and records it is difficult to discover his previous connection with the Craft.
‘Born in 1715, he had been in his early years Equerry to Frederick, Prince of Wales, and
it is therefore likely he was initiated in England, but he was quartered in Ireland with
the Royal Regiment of Ireland from about 1739 or 1740 onwards. Crofton Croker's
“ Popular Songs of Ireland,” first published in 1839, quotes his opinion that “The
Kilruddery Hunt’ could not have been the work of Mozeen, and mentions that White-
law (the Historian of Dublin, 1818,) described him in 1796 as his ¢ worthy old friend,
“ intimate with the parties mentioned in the song, and particularly with the Earl of
* Meath.” To this Crofton Croker adds his own footnote :—* Major Sirr went to Ireland
“in 1757, with the Duke of Bedford. He was then a Captain in Sebright’s, the 83rd
“ regiment. Major Sirr was subsequently appointed Town Major of the city of Dublin,
“and Pratique Master of the Port. He was High Sheriff of the county of Dublin
% (1770), and Deputy-Judge-Advocate-General of Ireland; and Governor of most of
* the Institutions of the Irish Metropolis. He was the father of the present well-known
“ Major Sirr of Dublin.” Sirr was very intimate with Lord Heathfield, the defender
of Gibraltar, (where his son as mentioned above, was Heathfield’s A.D.C.), and they
were very muach alike in appearance, so much so, that sometimes one was taken for
the other. Heathfield, as General Eliott, had been Commander of the Forces in Ireland,
but they were connected also by a family tie, for Heathfield’s brother, Archibald
Eliott, married Sirr’s sister, Frances, in 1737,

Father Nicholas Sheehy, who was implicated in Whiteboy proceedings, has left
a tribute to the kindly disposition of Joseph Sirr, to whom he wrote the day before his
execution in March 1766 :—* I beseech the Great Creator that for your benevolence to
‘“ me He will grant you grace to make such use of your time here that you may sce and
“ enjoy Him hereafter.” This extract is taken from the letter referred to by Mr. Lecky
in his History, which is given in Madden’s * United Irishmen.”—(vide also “ Dictionary
of National Biography,” under Sheehy and Sirr.)
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The Dublin obituary notice refers to Joseph Sirr as ‘“a gentleman esteemed by
a1l ranks of people.” (Saunders’ News Letter, 13th November, 1799.)

The “ Sirr Papers” (Trinity College, Dublin) shew that in his 82nd year he
joined the ¢ French Street Protective and Defensive Association,” of which the Lord
Lieutenant approved, and which consisted of Dublin residents. His son, Major Sirr,
was a promoter, and also his son-in-law, Humphry Minchin, of Woodville, Tipperary,
an active County Magistrate and Officer of Yeomanry, and High Sheriff of the City the
previous year. These circumstances in conjunction with other loyal proclivities produced
a sequel, in the following year, on the night of the 23rd May, 1798, recorded by Sir
Richard Musgrave, the contemporary Historian (‘*‘ Memoirs of Rebellions in Ireland,”
pp- 224.5). A party of rebels, headed by the lodge-keeper and gardener, entered and
plundered the house at Grange, in the country outside Dublin, when Joseph Sirr was
there alone. The wife of the gate-keeper was successful in dissuading another from
attempting to murder him and also a female servant, while the rebels were disappointed
that Humphry Minchin did not return that evening up the avenue which led to the
house where, in this expectation, they had posted men to shoot him. Bat Joseph Sirr
had to be conveyed to Dublin afterwards to give his evidence. He became blind in his
old age, having resigned the Inspectorship of the Royal Hibernian Military School in
1784 in consequence of failing sight.

The portrait of H. C. Sirr first mentioned herein is by Dixen of Albany Street,
from an old print of a negative taken in the early days of photography by the late
Major-General Henry Schaw, C.B. and Col. R.E. (a nephew of H. C. Sirr), who was
Superintendent of Photography in 1858 at Chatham. The negative is lost. .

There is another portrait in oils of Major Sirr (similar to that of which an
orthochromatic photo, by Walker and Boutall, of Clifford’s Inn, is reproduced) at Hyde
Park, Co. Westmeath, the seat of Bro. G. J. Norman D’Arcy, also a bust taken late in
life very like though by Prospero, not a first-rate sculptor.

The profile by *“ W. Ewing, 1818,” is the real size of the ivory relief from which
the photograph was taken by Dixon.

Ewing’s work is scarce. Once only he exhibited at the R.A. (in 1822), and then
four works viz., portraits in ivory,—of Canova, done in Rome in 1820, of Pius the
Seventh, done in Rome in 1821, and another of a “young lady,” and a study in ivory
from the head of an antique statue of Antonius in the Borbonico at Naples.



FRIDAY, 2nd MARCH, 1908.

HE Lodge met at Freemasons’ Hall,at 5 p.m. Present—Bros. G. L. Shackles, W.M. ;
Canon J. W. Horsley, I.P.M.; E. Armitage, P.D.G.D.C., 8.W.; H. le Strange,
Pr.G.M. Norfolk, Treas.; W. H. Rylands, P.A.G.D.C., 8ec.; J. T. Thorp, P.A.G.D.C.,
8.D.; F. J. W. Crowe, P.G.O., J.D.; H. Sadler, G. Tyler, 1.G.; G. Greiner,
A.G8.G.C, P.M,; E. J. Castle, P.D.G.R.,, P.M.; and W. J. Songhurst, Asst. Sec.
and Librarian.

Also the following members of the Correspondence Circle—Bros, T. Cohu,
G.8t.B.; H. Brown, J. Harrison, L. R. Gleason, G. P. G. Hills, E. H. Dring,
8ir John Cockburn, P.G.D.; A. Simner, P.A.G.D.C.; W. Lawrance, H. Guy, G. Robson, D. Book,
I. W. H. Sargeant, B. Pflng, H. Y. Mayell, R. Colsell, F. W. Levander, W. A. Tharp, G. H. Richardson,
C. T. Morgan, H. B. Watson, G. Elkington, A. A. Millward, W. H. Bamlet, W. J. Newstead, A. E. Turner,
C. H. Knath, G. Vogeler, P. J. Woods, W. Wonnacott, J. I. Moar, G. H, M. Vine, P. R. Simner,
G. H. Luetchford, W. Busbridge, J. A. Richards, F. Raby, G. 8. King, C. F. Finzel, J. W, Dring,
L. Danielsson, S. Meymott, W. S. Boteler, H. Saunion, Major J. Rose, H. King, 8. Walsh Owen,
C. W. Sponneck, T. Leete, H. Burrows, W. F. Stuttaford, H. James, W. H. Brown, Rev. L. Drapes,

J. E. Pocknell, G. H. Beamish, and A. Bioknell.

Also the following visitors: —Bros. P. Walker, S.D. West Kent Lodge No. 1297; T. Drapes, P.M.
Enniscorthy Lodge No. 270 (1.C.) ; O. C. Bean, 8.W. Lodge No. 94 New South Wales; J. 8. Gregory,
LG. Kingsland Lodge No. 1693; E. Doggett, Royal Albert Hall Lodge No. 2086; C. H. Watson,
Queen’s Westminster Lodge No. 2021; Rev. H. G. Rosedale, Chaplain West Kent Lodge No. 1297; and
T. Coulson, J.W. West Kent Lodge No, 1297.

Letters of apology for non-attendance were received from Bros. T. B. Whytehead, P.G.S.B.3
E. Conder, jun., Admiral Bir A. H. Markham, P.D.G.M. Malta; W. J. Hughan, P.@.D.; Dr. Chetwode
Crawley, Gr.Treas. Ireland; J. P. Rylands, E. Macbean, R. F. Gould, P.G.D.; 8. T. Klein,
W. M. Bywater, P.G.8.B.; F. H. Goldney, P.G.D.; L. de Malozovich and W. Watson.

On ballot taken W. Bro. William John Songhurst, P.M. Ionic Lodge No. 227, Founder of Alleyn
Lodge No. 2647, and Semper Vigilans Lodge No. 3040, writer of a paper on ‘ Ragon,” and of several
shorter papers which have appeared in the Transactions, was elected a joining member of the Lodge.

One Lodge and seventy-six brethren were admitted to the membership of the Correspondence
Cirole.

EXHIBITS.
By Bro. SeYmour Berr, Newcastle.

APRON (about 2ft. by 1ft. 6in.) of coarse dark blue linen, with emblems painted on. The central
portion contains a representation of Adam and Eve in the Garden of Eden. At the foot of the tree are
an open book and square and compasses. Columns on left and right bear respectively the letters A.and
B. An arch is formed by a rainbow having immediately below it the letter G, an ark and dove with
olive branoh, while above it are the all-seeing eye, sun, moon and seven stars. The apron is edged
with orange gimp fringe. Bro. Bell thinks it is probable that it belonged to one of the androgynous
" societies and points out that in the pamphlet, Freemasonry for the Ladies, dedicated to H.R.H. the
Duchess of York, in 1801, the “first dignity ” in the ceremonial is Amice, the “second dignity " largely
oonsisting of a practical representation of the Fall of Man. The particular virtue on which the greatest
emphasis is laid throughout is Silence, and Bro. Bell hazards the suggestion that these may account for
the letters on the pillars.

By Bro. J. BerGMANN, London.
ApRoN, with arms of the Grand Lodge of the Ancients, printed from a plate engraved by
W. Newman. Presented to the Lodge.
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By Bro. J. C. Le Fevvre, Southampton,

SILvER MEDAL, showing amongst a great number of Masonic emblems a right hand and left
foot. Two specimens of this medal are in the Grand Lodge Museum. They all appear to have been
struck from the same dies or perhaps cast in the same mould but in each there seems to have been a
certain amount of subsequent tooling. In this specimen the field has been roughened, in the other two
‘it is perfectly plain. Nothing is known of the history in either case, and there does not seem to be
another instance of a hand and foot appearing on a medal, although it will be remembered that they
figured on the Apron exhibited at the Lodge in October, 1904+ (See_4.Q.C. vol. xvii., p. 179).

By Bro. Gro. P. Rupp, Philadelphia.
Grass TuMBLER, VEGETABLE D1sH and PLATE, part of a service purchased in London, in 1810, by
Lodge No. 61, Philadelphia.

ApgoN worn about 1830 in the Franklin Lodge No. 134, Philadelphia.

Two Sasnes worn at the ceremony of laying the corner.stone of the Masonic Temple, Phila-
delphia, in 1868. :

SiLvER Past MastER’'S JEWRL, set in paste, of Lodge No. 51, Philadelphia (about 1820).

BiLvER Past Mastkr's JEWEL of the Phanix Lodge No. 130, Philadelphia, (about 1840).

Souvenir PraTes, Muas, LoviNg Ctp, VASE, SP0ONS, BREAD-BASKET, CARD-PLATE, MATCH-BOX, FTC.,
of Solomon’s Lodge, Franklin Lodge, Philo Lodge, Apollo Lodge, Ivanhoe Lodge, Mitchell Arnold Lodge,
Oriental Lodge, Univereity Chapter, Melita Chapter, Siloam Chapter, Zembo Chapter, Syria Temple,
Eastern Star Lodge, etc. Presented to the Lodge.

By Bro. Geo. L. SanackLks, Hull.

CLEARANCE CERTIFICATE issued on the 10th September, 1794, by the Antient Lodge No. 13,
Liverpool, to Stephen Clay. This Lodge was constituted in 1775, in Liverpool, and the warrant was
transferred by endorsement to Hull, in 1809, and is now the Humber Lodge No. 57. The certificate has
been presented to the Humber Lodge by a grandson of Stephen Clay, who resides in Charlestown,
8outh Carolina.

PrINT of engraved jewel belonging to the same Brother.

By Bro. THoMAs Convu, Bromley.

" CERTIFICATE issued by the Grand Lodge of England, on 220d March, 1856, in favour of Bro,
James Mace, who had died one year previously. The certificate is signed P. Pro. William H. White,
G. Sec., W. Farnfield, Asst. G. Sec. It bas recently been presented by the St. David Lodge No. 36,
Edinburgh, to the Lion and Lamb lodge, London (now No. 192), in which Bro. Mace was initiated.

ProToGRAPH of Minutes of an Emergency meeting of Lodge St. David, No. 36, Edinburgh, on
Monday, 20d March, 1801, at which Sir Walter Scott was admitted a member.

A hearty vote of thanks was passed to the exhibitors, and for the donations to the Lodge Museum,




Pransactions of the Quatuor Coronati Lodge. 45

Bro. E. H. Deine read the following paper :—

THE NAIMUS GRECUS LEGEND:

1L
The S. Alban Legend in its relation to S. Aleuin and the Naimus Grecus Legend.

BY BRO. EDMUND H. DRING.

s N the concluding sentences of the first part of this paper I promised to
draw your further attention to two important points connected with
the life of Alcuin, viz., that the latinised form of his name was Albinus
and that he was ordained deacon by Archbishop Aldberht, or Ethelbert
of York in 766 or 767.

This will necessitate an examination of the St. Alban Legend,
and a consequent consideration of its conmection with the Naimus

Grecus Legend.

The first mention we have of the St. Alban Legend, and at the same time the
least adulterated account, is to be found in the Cooke MS. which I reprint together with
its context :

Line 576. Sumtyme ther was | a worthy kynge in | Franus pt was clepyd
Ca- | rolns scd'us pt ys to sey | Charles pe secunde. And ps | Charlys was
elyte kynge | of Frauns by the grace of | god & by lynage also. And |
siime men sey pt he was | elite by fortune pe whiche | is fals as by cronycle
he | was of pe kyngys blode | Ryal. And ps same kynge | Charlys was a
mason | bifore pt he was kynge. And | afte pt he was kynge he louyd |
masons & cheischid! them | and yaf? hem chargys and | maneys3 at his devise
pe whiche | sii ben yet used in fraunce | and he ordeynyd that pey | scholde
haue a semly onys | in pe yere and come and | speke to gedyr and for to
be | renled* by masters & felows | of alle thyngys amysse. | ANd sofie afte
pt come | seynet ad habelle in to Englond | and he couertyd seynet Albon |
to cristendome. And seynt | Albon lovyd welle masons | and he yaf hem
fyrst here | charges & maners fyrst | in Englond: And he or- | deyned
couenyent to pay | for pr | trauayle. And afte | pt was a worthy Kynge |
in Eaglond pt was callyd | Athelstone . .. line 614.

In this quotation the portion relating to “Seynt Albon’ may be reduced to the
following terms:— )

1. 8. Albon was converted to Christendom by S. Ad babelle.
2. S. Ad habelle came to England before the conversioun of S. Albon,

3. These events occurred between the time of Charles Martel who, as I
showed in my first paper was Charles the Great, and that of Athel.
stane, ¢.e. between 742 and 895, the dates of their respective births.
There is also a further inference that the events occurred subsequently
to Charles becoming King, not to his birth.

1 Cherished. 3 Gave. 3 Manners, 4 Ruled.
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The S. Albon mentioned in the Cooke MS. (and the subsequent MSS.) has
generally been identified with S. Alban of Verulam,! the first martyr of Great Britain,
who is supposed to have met his death somewhere about 300 a.p. This identification
however, of recent years has been often doubted, for any and everyone reading the
MSS. must be struck by the anomaly of S. Albaa’s existence being post-dated three
hundred and fifty years and placed in sequence between Charles the Great and Athel-
stane. But there is no doubt whatever that at an early date—presumably later than
the date of the Cooke MS.—S. Albon became identified with S. Alban of Verulam, and
that S. Ad habelle became corrapted into S. Amphibalus the pseado-associate of S.
Alban and thus gave rise to the ire and contumely of old Dr. Plot.

Although it is quite a subsidiary point, and carries no weight, I would point out
that the first mention we have of S. Alban is not S. Alban but S. Albon. There is no
doubt, however, that the name Alban was variously spelt in English, Alban and Albon,
according to the time and surroundings in which the writer lived.

Throughout the middle ages the similarity of the two names Albanus and
Albinus caused confusion,? and in the MS. of the Speculum Historiale Vinc. Bellovacensis,
which I have been using, the name Albanus is on the same page written Albanus and
Albinus. The relics of S. Alban at Cologne in the Church of S. Mary® have always
been called the relics of S. Albinus, while in the earliest printed separate life of
S. Alban, printed in 1502, we have the title De incliti et gloriosi ptomartyryis Anglie
Albani, qué in germania et gallia Albina vocdt : coversione : passione : trdslatione et miracu-
lorum choruscationet This will show how easily the two names were confused, but
when it is remembered that there were at least eight Saints bearing the name of Albinus
in addition to the celebrated Albinus, the friend and co-worker of Bede, the difficulties
are increased.

Of these Saints, three stand ont prominently :—

1. S. Albanus of Verulam, protomartyr of Great Britain.
2. S. Albinus, martyr, of Mentz.
3. 8. Albinus® (sometime of York) or as we know him, Alcuin.

1 suggest that the S. Albon of the Cooke MS.is no other than the last mentioned
Albinus Flaccus or 8. Alcuin.

The first term in the proposition I deduced from the Cooke MS. is that:—
“S. Ad habelle converted S. Albon (i.e. Alcuin) into Christendom.”

I would ask you to notice the fact that the MS. does not say S. Ad habelle con-
verted S. Albon to Christendom from paganism but simply converted S. Albon to
Christendom, i.e. the Christian Church.

' ! For the sake of expediency I shall designate S. Alban protomartyr of England, 8. Alban of
Veralam.

2 1 think that originally they were distinct names.

3 These relics were presented to Germanus, Bishop of Auxerre, about a.n. 429. Towards the
end of the tenth century they came into the custody of the Church of 8. Pantaleon, Cologne, where they
remained until the beginning of the last century, when they were translated to their present resting
place at the Charch of S. Mary, Cologne. Au interesting account will be found in the reports of
Associated Architectural Societies . . . 1850. p. 198.207.

4 There are two copies of this interesting and rare book in the British Museum. It was written
by the Abbot of S. Pantaleon and by him dedicated and presented to Henry VII.

It is possible Alcuin was canonised as he is found in the Acta Sanctorum Bolland : under the
date of May 19th, but I have not been able to ascertain the date of his canonisation. Aldberht was not
canonised. In both cases it is probable that the ascription of saintship was due to their popularity,
rather than to any special canonisation,
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1 drew attention in my last paper to the fact that Alcuin was ordained deacon
by Aldberht, the Archbishop of York, about 766 or 767. We learn this from the
anonymous biographer of Alcuin. * Growing in virtue he was ordained deacon on the
day of Purification,”! and from the context that this was performed by Archbishop
Aldberht, (who was elected to the See in 766 and consecrated in 767,) after he had
been elected.

The word “conversion” does not necessarily imply “proselytism,” and it especially
did not in the fifteenth century. It then still possessed its original meaning of ““turning.”
In the mediaeval church it had a technical meaning somewhat analagous to the modern
word ordination, and implied a change from the secular to the religious life, or entry
into monastic life2 Dr. Murray, in the Oxford Dictionary, gives a quotation which
aptly illustrates this point: * Circa 1340, Hampole (Prick of Conscience) Prose trans.
1866. * When I had taken my syngulere purpos and lefte pe seculere habyte . . . it
fell one a nyghte . . . in the begynnynge of my conversyone.’” With this definition in
my mind I apply the phrase *‘ cduertyd to cristendome ” to the fact that Alcuin was
ordained deacon by Aldberht.

The second term in my proposition is that:—
“S. Ad habelle came to England before the conversion of S. Albon.”

I would ask you particularly to notice the wording of this phrase: *“ And soie
after pt (i.e. after Charles became King) come seynet Ad habelle in to England.” At
first sight one would think it meant that S. Ad habelle was a foreigner and came to
England from abroad. But the passage says simply ‘‘ come seynet Ad habelle in to
England.” This will entail a short study of Aldberht’s career.

We should be entirely ignorant of any details regarding Archbishop Aldberht
were it not for the writings of Alcuin, as no mention of him is made by other writers
except in regard to details such as his consecration and his death.

There is great uncertainty as to the exact spelling of his name, and in Smith’s
Dictionary of Christian Antiquities the following spellings are given: Kthelbert,
Adalberht, Aelberht, Alberht, Aldberht, Aluberht, Eadberht, Elchbert, Albert.
In the Dictionary of National Biography, when he is mentioned (under the heading
Alcuin) he is called Ethelbert, and the list of variant spellings could easily be enlarged.
I do not think it at all noreasonable to suggest that ‘“ Ad habelle ” is a further corrupt
variant, especially when we remember that the original form of the name was probably
Zbelberht. The two forms of the Anglo-Saxon “th”, ¥ and p, have always been a
stumbling block to Euglish writers since the twelfth century.4 ‘ What were the precise
meanings of p and ¥, or rather how the meanings ‘th’ ‘dh’ were distributed over them,
it does not seem possible to elicit from the confused state of existing manuscripts. It
is generally accepted that pis ‘th’and 8is ‘dh’. . . .S

In any case, this confusion of sounds and letters is responsible for the fact that
two distinct modern names claim descent from A¥elberht, thus : —

! Migne 100, p. 97.

3 8ee also Du Cange, Glossarium ; *‘conversio, dicitur praeterea de iis qui abjurandae vitae
secularis proposito facto, ad strictius vitae genus pervenire student.”

3 If my theories be acoepted this is, I thiuk, a further confirmation of my deduction that the
author of the charges had access to Alcuin’s works (or a book founded on them which has not come
dow ?I‘:‘i)s. owing to this confusion that we get that psendo-archaic but typographically barbaric form of

“ye” for the word *“the,” which is so much affected by compilers of bazaar programmes and menus,
® Ellis on Early English Pronunciation, part 2,p. 615. )
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ASxlberht
|

I |
ZAthelbert i.e. Ethelbert. Adhalbert 7.e. Albert.

In the longer form, the ¥ has become the hard *“th,” and retained almost its
original form ; in the shorter form the ““dh” became softened into a pure ‘d,’ and
the first syllable eventually dropped. The soft form Adalbert was especially used on
the Continent. In one Dictionary of Biography I counted no less than thirty Adalberts,
all of whom lived between a.p. 700 and a.p. 1000.

I canunot resist the temptation to once more emphasise the fact that in secular
mediaeval manascripts, and in Masonic MSS. in particalar, a great allowance must be
made for the illiteracy of the scribes. Those who take any interest in early English
MSS. admit that there was a class of copyists whose sole knowledge was that of writing,
and whose avocation was purely that of copying. This was specially the case with secular
MSS. or those duthors whose writings did not appeal to the monastic scriptores. Those
brethren who have any knowledge of mediaeval palaeography and who barve carefually
read the early MS. Charges must admit that no class of MSS. is so illiterately, even
ignorantly, copied as the Masonic Charges. It would be idle of me to waste your time
in adducing examples which are apparent on every page, one might almost say every
line, of our early Charges.!

I do not refer to the differences in the orthography, which are common to all
early English MSS., owing to their being nv recognised standard of spelling until the
invention of printing forced it upon authors. I refer to the consummate ignorance of
many of the fifteenth and sixteenth century scriveners, who not understanding, or taking
no interest in, what they were set to copy from a badly written MS., wrote down some
approximation to the original, however uniuntelligible.

As Ethelbert, or Aldberht as I prefer to call him, is so little known, and so little
referred to in current authorities, I will give a rather fuller account’of his life than is
requisite for the purposes of this paper. In doing so I shall simply make extracts from
his life published in Smith’s Dictionary of Christian Biography, which contains the best
account of his career that has yet been published, written by the late learned
antiquary, Canon Raine, and muake a few additions germane to our present study,
which are drawn from the same sources as the Canon’s article.

« Ethelbert, generally called Albert, Archbishop of York, a pupil in the school of
York. and a kinsman and favourite scholar of Archbishop Egbert. He was a person of
so much ability that he was soon marked oat for eminence and distinction. Egbert
ordained him prie<t, and associated him with himself in his teaching, making him
master of the schools. Albert also held anoth.r office, that of defensor cleri, which pro-
bably involved dioc:san work, perhaps that of an Archdeacon or of the vice-domnus or
abbas within the walls of the Minster.

“ Albert’s most noted pupil was Alcuin, and to him we are indebted for a descrip-
tion of Albert (magister meus he affectionally calls him) which is the main charm of his
poem on the Saints of the Charch of York. The scholar dwells not more on the genius
of his teacher than on his tact, his energy, his loving kindness.

“ Albert was called by Dean Gale, and with justice, the fourth founder of the
Charch of York, because, in addition to his restoration of the Minster, he was the chief
collector of its once famous library. It was begun, indeed, by Egbert but Albert was

1 The first two lines in my transliteration of the passage in the Cooke MS. is not a bad example,
“ Frauns” is spelt *“ Franus,” * Carolus” is spelt ** Carolns,” simple errors due to a bad copyist,
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practically its author. He sought for MSS. everywhere. More than once did he go
abroad, with Alcuin as his companion, not only to gain hints for his educational work,
but to acquire books for his collection at home. Alcuin in a well-known passage
enumerates many of the works which the library contained. He mentions forty-one
aunthors, a few out of many, whose works were in the collection at York.

“In A.p. 766 Archbishop Egbert died, and Albert, by the popular voice, was
appointed his soccessor. He was consecrated on 24th, April, o.p. 767 and in A.p. 773
Pope Adrian sent him the pall. Albert made an excellent Archbishop. He was a
strict disciplinarian, but was considerate and genial at the same time. His exaltation
made no difference in his personal habits. He was as frugal and simple as before.

‘“ Albert, however, was by no meaus sparing in what he did for God's house. In
A.D. 741 the Minster of York had been burnt. What mischief the fire actunally did, we
do not know. It is probable that the building, which was of stone, would be tem-
porarily patched up for the celebration of divine service. Albert, however, took in
hand the erection of what must have been a new buildi’ng. The old Minster contained
as its most precious feature, the chapel, or oratory, in which King Eadwine had been

baptized in A.p. 627.
“ The new Basilica, or Cathedral Charch —Minster it has always been called in

York, although it has never been tenanted by monks—was built under the saper-
intendence of Eanbald and Alcuin, and it is to the pen of the latter that we owe the
only description of it which we possess. (Alcain’s description of this temple will be

found in part 1 of this paper.)
“ Abont two years before his decease, Albert retired from the cares of office to

end the remnant of his days in solitary devotion. Iu preparation for this he made
Eanbald his coadjutor in the see, consecrating him bishop ; the charge of his school and
books he gave to the faithful Alcuin., He died at York on the 8th of November, .p. 781
or 782, at the sixth hour of the day, and was laid to rest in his Cathedral, a large

procession of ecclesiastics and laymen accompanying him to his grave.
‘ Albert was undoubtedly one of the most able men in Europe in the eighth century.

His learning, his educational powers, his widespread sympathies and acquaintance with
the scholars and great men of other countries gave him a position and a power for good
which no one, perhaps, possessed to a greater degree. Under him the city of York
became the centre of a great educational system which developed in every direction.”
Canon Raine, it will be noticed, refers to the fact that Aldberht travelled abroad
more than once in the search of MSS. and that he took Alcuin with him as companion.
One such journey, probably the first, he made before he became Archbishop in
767. This we learn from lines 1453-1466 of Alcuin, Poema de Pontificis, of which I givea

rough translation.
“Not only once did he (v.e. Aldberht), led by the love of knowledge, make

circuitous journeys in foreign lands, searching for tracks of books or studies that he
might pursue. During his travels in the holy places, he, rich in the love of God, came
to the city of Romulus (7.e. Rome). On his journey home, this learned man, highest in
honour, was received in every place by kings and high officials. These great kings
wished to retain him, that he, overflowing with divine dew, might moisten their lands,
but, by the grace of God, the master came back again to his native land. Shortly after
his arrival h,i'ther, he was called upon in appropriate terms to receive the pastoral charge

. .

1 'sug.'gest that it is the return from this journey, which took place after the
coronation of Charles (vide infra) and before Aldberht ordained Alcuin, which is
referred to in the phrase ‘‘ come seynet ad habelle in to Englond. ”
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Furthermore, Frobenius in his Commentary on the Life of Alcuin, prefixed to
Alcuin’s Works, (Migne, vol. 100, cap. v., sec. 56), shews conclusively that Alcuin must
have visited Rome (and consequently Frankland en route) about the year 762, and I
would add that the great probability is that Alcuin was the companion of Aldberht in
the journey spoken of in the passage from the Poema de pontificis I have just quoted.
The learned scholar was trying to shew that it was on this oceasion that Alcuin first
met Charles the Great, and althongh Frobenius knew nothing of the old MS. Masonic
Charges, we have in the Cooke MS. a tacit confirmation of his argument. For a direct
inference to he drawn from the Cooke MS., is that S. Albon, influenced by the charges
and manners that Charles had given to the Masons in Frankland, bestowed the same
on the Masons in England on his coming to England, and I consider that it must have
been on the return from this journey (circa 762 A.p.) that Alcuin is supposed to have
bestowed these favours. It is the only probable occasion, for although it is true Alcuin
retarned at least on two (possibly three) other occasions to England, viz. in 781, when
he returned after having received Eanbald’s pallium from the Pope, and again in 790,
when he came bearing a letter from Charles to Offa, on each of these visits his stay in
England was brief and may be counted in months; on the other hand, it was after his
return from the continent between 760 and 766 that he, as co-worker with Eanbald,
rebuilt York Miunster, (to which I referred in part 1 of this paper,) which must have
taken some years and fully occupied his time between 767 and 780.

This rebuilding would also have afforded Alcuin an opportunity to grant to the
masons employed, manners and charges similar to those bestowed by Charles.

The third term in my proposition is : —

*“ That these events occurred between the time of Charles the Great and
Athelstane.”

The Cooke MS. states that

“afte pt he (i.e. Charles) was kynge he louyd masons . ... And soie afte
pt come seynet Adhabelle into Englond . . . .”

From which I think we must also infer that the sequence of these events is relative
to Charles becoming King. It may be said that as his father, Pepin, did not die until 768,
Charles did not become King until that date. But this is not quite the fact, for it must
be remembered that Charles was crowned as King in 754, at the same time as his
father Pepin and his brother Carloman. I do not remember any other occasion when
a reigning king was crowned in conjunction with his two heirs-apparent, but there is no
doubt Pepin with his two sons Charles and Carloman were crowned as Kings, by Pope
Stephen II. on July 28th, 754.! The occurence is memorable in ecclesiastical history
as the act by which the Pope defiantly cut himself adrift from the powers at Byzantiom.
Although the beginning of Charles’ reign is now always calculated from the death of
Pepin in 768, it was not so in earlier times. Even Higden, in his Polycronicon, writes

as follows: —
“ For to brynge storyes to acorde that semeth out of acorde spekynge

of the empyre and of the kyngdome of Charles. Take hede that this Charles
whiche he was yonge was enoynted kynge of the seconde pope Steuen the
yere of our lorde seven houndred LIIII which his fader Pipinus was alyue
and regned with his fader and under hym XV yere unto his faders deth
thenne after his faders deth that deyed the yere of our lorde seven houdred
and eyght and syxty yere . ... ."2,

1 The regal power of the two sons must have been circumscribed, but they were, without doubt,
all three crowned as ‘“ Kings.” ? Higden, Polycronicon, ed. 1527, fol. 220.
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If we thus put back the date of Charles’ becoming King to 754, it synchronises
with my chronology, which I will now put before you.

In 754 Charles who “afte pt he was kynge he louyd masons and cheischid them
and yaf hem chargys” became king.

That before 766 Aldberht journeyed to Rome and “come . . . . into
Englond.”

That before 766 Alcuin went to Rome (probably in company with Aldberht,)
where he became acquainted with the science of Rome, which he subsequently trans-
ferred to Paris.

That in 766-767 Alcuin was ““ couertyd . . . to cristendome” by Aldberht.

I think that this sequence of circamstances is a sufficient basis for me to maintain
that S. Albon of the Cooke MS. is Albinus Flaccus, 7.e. Alcuin, and that S. Ad habelle is
no other than Archbishop Aldberht of York.

I have no hesitation in saying that it would be difficult to produce such a succes-
sion of events in the lives of any other cotemporaries, that would be in accordance with
the facts and the chronological sequence of the Cooke MS. :

It may well be asked, “ Whatever has this to do with the Naimus Grecus
Legend ?” and it may be said, *I am surely stultifying my previous paper by attempt-
ing to prove that Alcuin was S. Albon as well as Naimus.” But it is to this precise
point that I have endeavoured to lead you. For my reply is that what I have written
above confirms my contention that Naimns and Alcuin are identical.

If we follow the S. Alban Legend through to the Watson MS., which is generally
considered to be a recension of a text, earlier than the Grand Lodge MS. No. 1, dated
1583, we find

“. .. old charges of St. Albanes time & King Ethelstane declared yt
Amphabell came oat of France into England & he brought St. Albone into
Christendome & made him a Christian man & he brought wth him ye charges
of Masons as they were in France & in other Lands and & in that time ye
King of ye Land yt was a Panem dwelled there as St. Albans is now . . . .”

It will be seen that S. Albon has become firmly established as S. Alban of
Verulam and that S. Ad habelle has become identified with S. Amphibalus, the psendo-
-companion Saint of S. Alban of Verulam, but whose historical existence cannot be traced
further back than the twelfth or thirteenth century.

In Grand Lodge MS. No .1, the chronological successor to the Cooke MS., but the
offspring of a MS. collateral with the progenitor of the Watson MS., we also find S.
Albon firmly established as S. Alban of Verulam. -

The only inference we can draw is that between the date of the Cooke MS. (or
possibly a generation earlier) and at least a generation earlier than the Grand Lodge
MS. No. 1, ¢.e. roughly between 1400 and 1550, S. Albon became firmly established as
S. Alban of Verulam.!

Now it is the fact that Naimus does not appear in the legendary history until
S. Albon is specifically identified with S. Alban of Verulam.

1 It may be pointed ont as a coincidence that the ‘‘ Lyfe and passion of Saint Albonm, protho-
martyr of Eoglande, and also the lyfe and passion of Saint Imphabel, which converted Saint Albon to
the fayth of Christe,” by John Lydgate, was printed for the first time at St. Albans, in 1534.
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It is my contention that the re-introduction of Alcuin in the guise of Naimus
Grecus is the consequent result of the metamorphosis of S. Albinus into S. Alban of
Verulam.

This re-introduction of Alcuin may be due to either or both of the following
reasons :—

1.—That there was a tradition, even if of recent origin, that Albinus (i.e. Alcuin)
was the introducer of Masonry into England, and that owing to his having been deposed
by ignorant copyists transforming him into S. Alban of Verulam (which fact was not
easily recognised) he was re-introduced into the legendary history, and by a misreading
the name Alcuinus was corrupted into Naimus or Maimus as we find it written in

facs. a. of part 1 of this paper, and the error was continued through all the sabsequent
MSS.

2.—In the same manner as it is my conviction that Alcuin (as Albon) was intro-
duced into the Cooke MS., or probably a predecessor of the Cooke MS., as a connecting
link between Charles the Great and England, so later on S. Alban of Verulam, having
deposed him and become the conmecting link between Charles and England, a
further link in the genealogical chain was forged connecting Charles the Great with
the earlier ages. In doing this the editor (as in the previous proposition) had recourse
to Higden's Polycronicon (or Capgrave),! and finding in the former the sentence I quoted
in my first paper beginuning * Alcuinus scientia clarus,” which relates how Alcuin brought
the science of Rome to Paris, adopted the passage and introduced it into his version of
the charges. That in doing so he, differing from the earlier writers of the legend,
reintroduces Alcuin as teaching Masonry to Charles, instead of bringing Masonry from
Charles to England, is a variation which may be in strict accordance with the various
chroniclers, although it may not be in strict accordance with the earlier form of the
legendary history as we find it in the Cooke MS. Such a discrepancy would entirely
depend upon the aim the editor had in view when re-introducing him.

I place these two hypotheses before you, as indeed I place the whole of this paper,
for investigation and discussion. I cannot assume the power of coming to a definite
decision on a debateable point. Both arguments are tenable, but I do not think that
either invalidates my theories as to the identification of Alcuin with Naimus.

So far as my personal convictions are concerned, I must say I view with suspicion
the theory of the legendary history being pure tradition. To my mind there is not the
slightest doubt, as Bro. W. H. Rylands has several times pointed out, that the legendary
history was a gradual development, and I feel sure that bis contention that it was
written in reply to the demand for a Return of Writs in 1388 has a solid foundation. I
hope shortly to write a few words on this subject, and also on the reasons that led to
the introduction of Charles the Great into the legend, but as the subject does not arise
in the elucidation of the Naimus Grecus legend I refrain from introducing it into this
paper.

I must make one addition to the first part of this paper. It will be remembered
that 1 questioned or rather contradicted the statement in Smith’s Dictionary of
Christian Biography, that Alcuin called Charles the Great * Solomon.” I was in error,
in spite of three careful searches through Alcuin’s letters. West, in his Life of Alcuin,?
referring to the psendonyms Alcuin bestowed upon his friends writes  Charles is nsually
called David after the warrior king of Israel, and sometimes is styled Solomon for his

1 A similar passaye is found in Capgrave’s Chronicle.
3 Alcuin and the Rise of the Christian Schools, by Andrew F. West, London, 1893 ; pp. 44, 47.
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wisdom,” and confirms this statement by a reference to Alcuin's treatise de animae
ratione,! which I translate in full : —

“ 1 have written these verses for thee in the noble six rhythm, hoping that
as this metre is perfect in its parts so will it be perfect to thy understanding. The most
wise emperor can very easily make clear to your sagacity the principle of this and the
other metres; he whose nobility of mind is marvellous, for amid the many duties of the
palace and the responsibilities of the kingdom he has taken care to become fully
acquainted with the hidden mysteries of the philosophers, of which scarce anyone
dulled with the langour of leisure, strives even to have knowledge. Nor need’st thou
ask of us the causes of things, or the occult reasons of physical science whilst daily
thou makest use of his most renowned wisdom and beholdest his venerable countenance.
Thou needest no long and tiring journey from Ethiopia to Jerusalem if thou wishest to
see Solomon disputing on the nature of things. Behold he is with thee, he whom the
Queen of the South (Z.e. Sheba) sought through such great difficulties of the way. And
thou shalt utter the same praise (as she uttered): “ Happy are thy men, happy are
these thy servants which stand continually before thee and hear thy wisdom. Blessed
be the Lord thy God, which delightest in thee, to set thee on the throne of his people,
because the Lord loved his people for ever” (I. Kings, x., 8, 9).

O daughter of Jerusalem, behold our Solomon in the shining diadem of wisdom ;
imitate his most noble deeds; eschew wickedness ; practice virtue. If thou wishest to
be sincere, there is great necessity that thoa livest righteously, for thou art in his
presence day by day, thou hast in him a pattern of all probity; and in so far as by the
influence of his holy character thou mayest deserve to come into his presence, concerning
whom the Book of Wisdom said : *King Solomon made himself a chariot (or litter) of
the wood of Lebanon. He made the pillars thereof of silver, the bottom (or reclining
portion) thereof of gold, the covering thereof of purple, the midst thereof being paved
with love for the daughters of Jerasalem ” (Cant. iii., 9, 10},

! Hoc carmen tibi cecini senario numero nobile, qui numerus perfectissimus [Al, perfectus] est
in sais partibus, te optans esse perfectam in sensibug tuis. Cujus numeri rationem, sicut et aliorum,
sapientissimns imperator tuae perfacile ostendere potest sagacitati; cujus mentis miranda est
nobilitas, dum inter tantas palatii caras et regni occupationes philosophoram pleniter arcana curavit
scire mysteria, quod vix otio torpens alius quis modo cognoscere studet. Nec tibi a nobis necesse est
causas quaerere rerum, vel rationes physicae occultas scientiae, dum illius clarissima quotidie uteris
sapientia, ac venerandam intueris faciem. Nec tibi longo laboriosoque itinere de Aethiopia Hierosolyma
visitanda est, ut videas Salomonem de rerum disputantem naturis. Ecce juxta te est, quem per tantas
terrarum difficultates regina quaesivit Austri. S8ed cum eadem celebri laude tibi dicendum est : * Beati
viri tui, et beati servi tui, qui stant coram te semper, et andiunt sapientam tuam. 8it Dominus Deus
tuus benedictus, cui complacuisti, et posiut te super thronum populi tui, eo quod dilixerit Dominus
populum suum in sempiternam.” (III. Reg. x., 1, et seqq.)

O filiae Jerusalem, cernite Salomonem nostrum in diademate fulgentem sapientiae ; imitamini
mores illius nobilissimos ; aversamini vitia, colite virtutes. Magna vobis incumbit, si dissimulare non
vultis, optime vivendi necessitas, dum apud eum quotidie versamini, in quo totius honestatis habetis
exemplar, quatenus per praesentes illius sacratissimos mores ad ejus cum eodem pervenire mereamini
praesentiam, de quo ipsa cecinit Sapientia: * Ferculum sibi fecit rex Salomon de lignis Libani;
columnes ejus fecit argenteas, reclinatorium aureum, ascensum purpuream media charitate constravit
propter filias Jerusalem (Cant. iii., 9, 10).

This treatise on the Nature of the 8oul, which is followed by two poems to which is appended
the sentences I have quoted, was written by Alcuin for the edification of Gundrada whom he called
* Eulalia. 8he was a cousin of Charles the Great, by some authorities she is called “ consobrina,” i.e. s
cousin.german, but acoording to Anselme, Histosre de la maison royale de France, tome i., her pedigree
is a8 follows :—

Charleal Martel

|
Pepin Bernard (a natural son)

| I | !
Charles Carloman Adelard Walla Gnndlmd.
the Great & other daughters
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With this establishment of Charles having been called Solomon by Alcuin, I have
no hesitation in suggesting that the Solomon, mentioned in the passage I quoted in my
previous paper (p. 187) which speaks of “the temple at Aachen which is being con-
structed by the art of the most wise Solomon, ” is intended to designate Charles the
Great and not the Solomon of Israel. And the opinion I had formed that the Temple
of Solomon mentioned in the Naimus legend was identical with the Cathedral at
Aachen is thus confirmed if not substantiated.

A first attempt like the present to reconcile and reconstruct on new lines a legeu-
dary history which has become hidden by the accumulated excrescences of four hundred
years must necessarily be tentative. I have throughout tried to base my theories on a
geries of honest deductions, founded on the basis which seems to be generally accepted,
that “Carolus secundus” or * Charles Martel ” is identical with Charles the Great..
I have been content to place the bare unsophisticated arguments before you, for the
parpose of discussion, rather than follow the natural inclination to indulge in literary
flights.

But I have the less hesitation in bringing my theories forward, because I feel
that they are precisely consonant with mediaeval sentiment. As Guizot! points out,
Alcuin shews in his letters to Charles, that the King looked upon him as a magazine of
knowledge, plying him incessantly with questions on history, moral philosophy, theology,
astronomy, chronology, and grammar. The high esteem in which Charles held him
only served to increase that halo of fame which was accorded to Alcuin as the middle
ages rolled on, and his influence on the eighth and the successive centuries stood out in
bolder relief. Eventually he became regarded as a second Hermes, and if not as the
aunthor, at least as the regenerator of every branch of learning and culture. Among
many other legendary ascriptions with which he was credited was the founding of Paris
University; had it been true it would have made him the originator of the present
system of University education. To him has been ascribed that Carolingian renovation
in writing, which is the direct ancestor of our present calligraphy and typography.
It is not surprising then that in the dark ages, in the same way as he had been made
the foster parent of many other branches of knowledge, Alcuin should have been made
the foster parent of Masonry, especially when we remember that he was greatly respon-
sible for the rebuilding of the renowned York Minster. There is in the human mind a
pronounced tendency, whether from pure sentiment or, as is probably the case in the
present instance from some interest, to trace the authorship of all temporalities to an
individual hero or genius, and in their selection of Alcuin as their hero—if not their
patron saint—the old stone masons were peculiarly happy and apposite. I know that
in bringing forward these theories I am increasing the weight already resting on the
over burdened shoulders of Alcuin, bat I have no alternative if my interpretation of the
Masonic legend be correct.

Before closing I may say that several writers on the sabject have quite independ-
ently of the arguments I have adduced, initiated some of the conclusions I have placed
before you. Our late Bro. Kupferschmidt was of the opinion that S. Alban of Vernlam
bhad become confused with Albinus, but I believe that the Albinus he had in his mind
was the co-worker of Bede, who died in 732. Bro. S. Russell Forbes? has suggested
that the legendary King Solomon’s temple, was the Cathedral at Aachen. Bro. C. C.
Howard? also tried to shew that S. Ad habelle was Ethelbert, but he had in mind the

1« Higtoire de la civilisation en France,” 1840, tome ii., p. 199.
1 4.Q.C. vol. v,, p. 20, 3 4.Q.C. vol. iv., p. 84.
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King and Saint Ethelbert, not Ethelbert or Aldberht the Archbishop. But in each
of these cases only the bare suggestion was made and not critically followed up on
historical lines. Ethelbert the King has also for the last two hundred years been
mentioned in the legendary history, bat whether this be through the supposition
that Ad habelle and Ethelbert were identical I cannot say.

However I hope that so far as the argaments of these writers agree with mine
‘they will be confirmed, and if I have carried their currents into channels somewhat
different to those that the authors intended, I hope that the deviations I have made in
their course will also meet with your approval.

Bro. Dr. W, BEGEMANN writes:

CHARLOTTENBURG, February 25th, 1906.
WILMERSDORFERSTR. 14,

Dear SiR AND BROTHER,

According to the wish expressed by Bro. Dring, I send you a few remarks on his
new views as to Charles Martell and Maymus (Naymus) Grecus in the youngest version
of the MS. Constitutions. I quito admire the deep research as well as the ingenious
manner of interpreting, but am sorry that I cannot agree with his results at all. The
“ Carolus Secundus ” whom we meet with in the Cooke MS. and the William Watson
MS., cannot in any way be identified with Carolus Magnus, who never and nowhere is
styled otherwise than Carolus Magnus, Charlemagne in France and England, in the
middle ages. I think it quite impossible that a learned author of the fourteenth or
fifteenth century could have called him “Carolus Secundus”; there cannot be any
doubt that he would have named him * Charlemagune”, because everybody would have
known who was meant, whilst under the name of * Carolus Secundus”, nobedy in
England could have had an idea that the well known ‘‘Charlemagne’ was intended. That
the later reading, “ Charles Martell ", is a voluntary change of the name by a later
anthor, appears to be certain: perhaps this author of the sixteenth century did not know
anything of ‘ Carolus Secundus”, and therefore inserted “ Charles Martell”, who,
perhaps, or probably, was better known to him, and whose surname seemed to him more
acceptable for a Mason King. I am of opinion, the author of the Cooke version did not
_ think at all of Charlemagne, but meant his later namesake, Carolus Secundus, who was
surnamed Charles the Bald, the youngest son of Charlemague’s son, Louis le Débonnaire
or Lewis the Pious. When Lothaire the second son of Lothaire I., who was the eldest
son to Lewis the Pious had died, Charles the Bald went to Rome in 815, and was crowned
by the Pope as Roman Emperor, and obtained the name Carolus Secundus. He is said to
have won over the Pope and the Roman nobility by gifts,and thus petitioned for the Roman
crown. The Cooke MS.says:—‘and this Charlys was elyte kyng of Frauns by the grace
of god & by lynage also. And summe men sey that he was elite by fortune whiche is fals
a8 by cronycle he was of the kynges blode Royal.” We are told that Charles the Bald’s
brothers, because he was from a second wife, would not acknowledge him as baving any
right of inheritance, and put him into prison, but were afterwards obliged to acknowledge
him. Look at the Polychronicon, vol. vi., p. 302, as well as vol. i,, p. 282, where he is
given as a member of the Carolingian royal family. In a later work, the * Chronicle of
England,” by Capgrave, we are told that Charles the Bald went to Rome, and gained
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the Roman crown by means that were not fair, (p. 110). And the same Capgrave tells
that Charles the Second built many chuorches in France as well as in Italy, (p. 111).
Now, the author of the Cooke version cannot well have made use of Capgrave’s work,
which was written between 1460 and 1464, but there must have been other writings in
former times, from which Capgrave got his information, and wherefrom the author of
the Cooke version might also have taken his statement about Charles encouragin g architec-
ture or Masonry and Masons. All these particulars do not permit me to accept Bro.
Dring’s new theory about *“ Carolus Secundus " in the Cooke and William Watson MSS.

I am also quite unable to agree with him in identifying St. Alban with
Alcuin. The reading * seynt ad habell " in the Cooke MS. is, no doabt, simply misread
and miswritten for “ Amphabell ” as the name is rightly given in the William Watson MS.
And ““St. Albon,” there is likewise no doubt, was really meant to be the famous
protomartyr of England, as is told, in a more embellished manner, in the William
Watson version. The name ‘‘ Amphabell ” is to be found twice in this version, and
I see no possibility of putting it aside in order to substitute ‘ Aldberht”, whom Bro.
Dring wishes to put in his place. No doubt the author of the Cooke version knew
the then well-known legends of St. Albon and St. Amphabell, whose lives were translated
from French and Latin into English by Lydgate, the monk of Bury, in 1439. A somewhat
modified form of this translation was printed in St. Albans in 1534, of which print there
is an imperfect copy in the British Museum, which has been reprinted by a German
scholar (Horstmann) at Berlin in 1882, the readings of the Cambridge MS. being added.
The * protomartyr " is spelt *“ Albon” or ‘ Albanus”, the other name in most places
“ Amphibalus”, but sometimes, * Amphybalus”, ‘ Amphiball”, ¢ Amphibell”,
“ Amphabell” and “ Amphabel.” From this fact I am sure that * Amphabell” in the
William Watson MS. is the genunine form of the name as intended by the author of the
version, and * ad habell ” is evidently only an error of tke transcriber, one of the very
many mistakes the transcriber is guilty of. The embellishing writer of the William
Watson version must have made use of the legend as translated by Lydgate, for this
version must have been manufactured say about 1480, or perhaps a few years earlier,
as Henry VI. who was killed in 1471, is styled * our late sovereign Lord”. The legend
tells of a king of the land that was a “ paynym ”, named Asclepeodot of Cornewaile, who
after a victory over the Romans was made king of the Britons, and acknowledged by
the emperor Diocletianus; when he was crowned, St. Albon was installed ‘prince of
knightes ”’ and “steward soueraine”. Afterwards St. Albon became * gouernoure of
Verolamye "', made statutes and laws that nobody shonld do any harm to another, and
sustained calm and peace. Several times St. Albon is characterised as * prince &
steward ”’, “ knight "’ or *lord of that citie” (Verolamy, afterwards St. Albans).

It is a pity that so much time and labour should have been spent by Bro. Dring
in vain, but I cannot help confessing that his two new theories do not seem acceptable

to me.
Please give my hearty greetings to all brethren present, especially to Bro. Dring,
to whom I feel deeply obliged for sending me proof of his paper.

I am, Dear Sir and Brother,
Yours sincerely and fraternally,

Dr, W. BEGEMANN,
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CHARLOTTENBURG, February 26th, 1906.

WILMERSDORFERSTR, 14,

DEAr SirR AND BROTHER,

I now send you, in addition my letter of yesterday, some more remarks on Bro.
Dring’s views. He appears inclined to admit more possibilities of scribes’ errors than
I think a sound criticism will allow. He considers it to be possible that the very
compiler of the later version might have misread * Maymus” for “ Alcuinus” and
‘“adhabelle” for “ Aldberht.” 1 was ever of opinion that the original compilers of the
different versions were learned men who could not easily commit such mistakes as Bro.
Dring is obliged to impute to them. No doubt, a great many faults have been made by
the transcribers, but they are quite different from those assumed by Bro. Dring as made
by an independent author who compiled a new version with the help of his own knowledge.
Such a learned man, most probably a priest, was the compiler of the Masonic poem, and
so was the author of the Cooke version, most probably a priest too, who had access to a
pretty great number of learned writings, namely Isidorus, Beda, Methodius, the
Polychronicon, and Petrus Comestor’s Historia Scholastica, for the ‘ Magister in
Historiis’, with Higden, and *“ Maister of Storyes”, with Trevisa, and ‘ Master of
Stories ”, in the Cooke MS. is Petrus Comestor. Aud the compiler of the William
Watson version is also proved to have been a learned man by his making use of
Lydgate’s legend of St. Alban. So I think it impossible that the learned author of the
Cooke version could have been able to confound Charlemagne, the renowned emperor,
with Carolus Secundus, so that he erroneously called Charlemagne, Carolus Secundus.
I doubt very much if the author ever saw the Chronica Majora of Matthew Paris,
and in Higden's Polychronicon, which he expressly cites as a source of his information,
Charles and Charleman are correctly distinguished, and as the compiler undoubtedly
was not ‘“‘an ignorant man ”, as Bro. Dring is inclined to suppose, he could in no way
easily be induced to introduce the well known Charlemagne as Carolus Secandus.

From all this I am convinced that the anthor of the Cooke version really meant
Carolus Secundus, when he wrote down the name, and so there remains no acceptable
possibility, that the curious Mason called Maimus Grecus might be a mistake for
Alcuinus, the famous scholar, who was never coupled with Carolus Secundus, or Charles
Martell, whose name was in the later version interpolated for Carolus Secundus. The
Grand Lodge MS,, it is trne, reads Naymus, but as it is a transcript, no doubt the N is
not quite sure, but as the Tew version, which is an intermediate one between the
William Watson and the ordinary versions, has an M at the head of the name of the
curious Mason, I am inclined to believe that the A is more original than the N and
the name must be read Maimus Grecus, though I am quite unable to give any clue to
this fabulous name, or to the other form Naimus.

Therefore I am sorry to say that in spite of all industry and painstaking of Bro.
Dring the question is to me, still far from an acceptable solution of the riddle.

I am, with best wishes,
Yours faithfully and fraternally,
Dr. W. BEGEMANN.
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Bro. J. W. HorsLEY said :—Though unable to follow Bro. 'Dring as far as he
would take us, or to accept as conclusive all his arguments, yet most will no doubt
agree in thinking that his identification of Charles Martel as Charlemagne and his
evidence of his being named Solomon by his contemporaries, have cleared the legend
from unnecessary and incomprehensible obfuscations. Further, that Ad habelle is
identical with Aldberht, Archbishop of York, may now be clear. But I still stumble at
the twisting of Naimus Grecus into Alcuinus Anglicus, nor have I found or been
introduced to any instance of *“ Grecus” meaning simply ‘ a learned man.” The phrase
“converted to Christendom " might be the equivalent of * passed from the secular into
the religious life,” but that it can mean as Bro. Dring requires * was ordained deacon”
is to me inconceivable. Nor is there a shred of evidence that Alcuin ever stood in need
of being converted to Christianity in the literal sense of the phi'ase. Al honour and
all thanks to Bro. Dring for having cleared away the debris superincumbent on a
monumental slab, but still the inscription thereon is, in my poor opinion, too much worn
to be legible.

Bro. W. H. Ryranps said :—Our best thanks are due to Bro. Dring for his two
papers: the amount of labour he must have devoted to them, only those who bave
pursued similar researches can realize.

And now that the second part of his carefully arranged arguments is before us,
it is clear that to place a proper value on the theory he advances it is necessary to
consider the whole as pieced together by Bro. Dring, and see how well the various parts
fit with one another in explanation of the Legend of Naimus Grecus.

The point to be decided is, has this story, which as it stands in the MSS. is as
untrue as it is absurd, been made more consecutive and clearer than before: and is it
explained in such a manuner that it may fairly be considered likely to have formed a
portion of any original legendary history ? I think there can be no doubt that it has:
and Bro. Dring has shown to & large extent, by a perfectly legitimate argument, how
the errors which have crept into and confused the text may have arisen.

Bro. Dring has taken a new course and avoided the very usual mistake of con-
sidering that the MS. Old Charges or Constitutions were the work of scholars or well
educated copyists: doubtless the writers of them worked to the best of their ability,
but that was of very uncertain quality.

The original Legendary History was no doubt as carefully put together, as
circumstances and the necessities of the case demanded: but we do not possess this
original, and the earliest MSS. we have are made up books, and at best only compilations.

I have somotimes quoted one copy of the seventeenth century MSS. Rolls, as a
specimen of what did occur. In this when the scribe came to write Charles Martell,
it is clear he had never heard of such a character, so he wrote down Charles Martyr, of
whom he evidently had heard.

The same kind of ignorance appears in other instances, and I cannot help thinking
that no educated scribe could have writton the form Ad Habell, any more than another
could have written Maymus Grecus or Naymus Greecus, or any of the hundred and one
forms in which the words appear. These must have been the work of copyists, who
read what they were copying as imperfectly as they understood it,
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Bro. Dr. RosepaLE said that after some experience with mauuscripts he found
that even in ecclesiastical and monastic documents there was a great deal of bad copying,
which tended to prove the apparent correctness of Bro. Dring’s remarks, as the
secular copyist would be inferior to the monastic. He thought that Alcuin’s cognomen
Flaccus was a very probable explanation of Grecus or Graccus, into which words it
might easily be transformed by an ignorant copyist, especially when the context
referring to the study of the Greeks being transferred to Paris was taken into
consideration.

In reply, Bro. DRING said :

I am very pleased that Bro. Dr. Begemann has been able to find time to criticise
my paper and thank him for so doing. The past history of Masonic theories shews, 1
think, how necessary criticism is for their welfare, for it is difficult without discussion
to arrive at finality in a subject such as the present.

The nearest analogies we have to the Masonic Legendary History are the many
Legendary Romances that were current in the Middle Ages, and which were built around
the great popular heroes of earlier generations. One of the chief anthorities on this
subject is Léon Gautier, les Epopées frangaises, études sur les origines et Uhistoire de la
Littérature nationale (Paris 1878, et seq.) and I shouald recommend to all students of our
early Charges the perusal of the first volume of this work and especially of chapters
3 and 4 of livre II.

Bro. Begemann'’s remarks are directed to two principal points, the first of which
is that (a) Carolus Secundus cannot be identified with Carolus Magnus because (b) the
aunthor of the Cooke MS. was a learned man inasmuch as *“ he had access to a pretty
great number of learned writings,” etc.

Since writing the first part of my paper, I find that it was hardly necessary for
me to have gone into such details to shew that Carolus Secundus was Charles the
Great, for it appears that the same confusion was by no means unusual in the Middle
Ages. But part of my original scheme was to shew that Higden was the chief, and
" with the exception of a volume of Alcuin’s writings the only authority on which the
Cooke MS. was based.

In support of my contention Gautier (op. cit. vol. i., p. 14) writes ¢ Charles
Martel alone would have deserved to be the hero of a national epic, had not Charles the
Great caused him to be forgotten, Charles the Great with whom our old poets have
more than once confounded him.”

F. W. Bourdillon,! another eminent authority writes, “ We find Charlemagne
credited with stories told of his grandfather Charles Martel and with the doings of his
grandson Charles the Bald.”

These are entirely disinterested and independent confirmations of my arguments
which seem to Bro. Begemann incredible because (b) the author of the Cooke MS. was
& “learned man " inasmuch as he cites various learned writers. Bro. Begemann has
been of this opinion for the last fifteen years or so, but he has never attempted to
substantiate his dictum by following up the various references the Cooke Compiler
makes to these different authorities.

If Bro. Begemanu will refer to chapter 2 of Higden, he will find mentioned in
the long list of works which Higden consulted, every authority quoted by the Cooke

!The Genesis of a Romance Hero as illustrated by the development of Taillefer de Léon
(Folk Lore, vol. vii., p. 353).
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Compiler, and moreover throughout the Polychronicon, Higden is careful to quote his
authorities, and his pages are studded with their names. But in those instances where
the Cooke Compiler quotes authorities for a statement not recorded by Higden, it will
be found that, wherever there is a remote possibility of a quotation having been made,
the statement is so greatly distorted that nobody could recognize it, or, that the
statement is a complete fiction, and that the snpposed aunthorities are introduced purely
with the aim of supporling a * terminological inexactitude.” In addition, where to
lend an air of exactness the reference is specifically made to a particular chapter or book,
it will be found that the chapter specified relates to an altogether different subject.
For instance, in lines 452-4 and again in line 516, Isidorus is quoted as referring to
Euclid. Isidorus does not mention Euclid once in his Etymologiarnm. This is not the
occasion to go into fuller details, but later on 1 hope to go seriatim through all the
references made by the Cooke Compiler, and shew that every ome that was not taken
from Higden was an ex parte statement or fiction, and to draw conclusions therefrom.

Moreover, had the compiler been a so ‘learned man ” that it was impossible for
hira to err about Carolus Secundus, surely his Chronology would not have been so
seriously at fault as to make SS. Alban (of Verulam) and Amphibal live contempo-
raneously with or after Charles the Bald, when they are supposed to have been resting
in their tombs for at least four handred years.

I therefore cannot agree with Bro. Begemann that because the Cooke Compiler
was a “learned man” his chronology and his statements are indisputable.

I quite admit that the Charles the Bald track is most inviting on account of the
difficulty Charles encountered in getting recognised as legitimate, but on the other hand,
this very point may have caused some confusion between Charles the Great and Charles
the Bald in the mind of the author of the Cooke MS. I tried for a long time to follow
up this track, and when I remind Bro. Begemann that cotemporary with Charles the
Bald were Haimo, Bishop of Halberstadt, and three Bishops of Constance called
Solomon, the third of whom, Solomon of S. Gall was a very renowned architect,! he will
see how very promising the clue appears. If Bro. Begemann care to follow up this
path he may be more successful than I. I abandoned it, as I could find no connecting
links that would make the personages or the history harmonise with the Cooke legend.

Capgrave does not state that * Charles the Second built many churches,” the
word in the original is *‘ repaired ; ” and one of the chief authors from whom Capgrave
got his information was Higden, (see Capgrave, edited by F. C. Hingeston, 1838, p. xxii.)
and there is little difficulty in tracing the others.

The second principal point on which Bro. Begemann disagrees with me is that
S. Alban cannot be Alcuin, and that “seynt ad habelle” cannot be Aldberht, because
“ad habelle” is clearly written Amphabell in the W. Watson MS.

This argument must fail altogether, for it must be remembered that the Watson
MS.—whatever may be the date of the original from which it was copied—is dated
1687, at least two hundred and fifty years after the Cooke MS. During those two
hundred and fifty years, one cannot say what amplifications and alterations were made.
Iu so far as a later MS. confirm an earlier one, it may be called as evidence with very
little hesitation, but it is certainly not legitimate to base a negative argument on the
later MS. It could prove nothing.

Amphabell is no doubt the genuine form of the name intended by the author of
the Watson MS. and possibly also of its parent which was probably written about the

1 Heideloff, die Bauhiitte des Mittelalters, 1844, p. 4, 5; Mabillon, Annales, vol. ii,, pp. 261,
299, 608, etc.
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middle of the sixteenth century. But I humbly snbmit that this gives us no ground
whatever to judge of the intention of the author of the Cooke MS. which was written
one hundred years or so earlier, or of its parent. By the time the Watson MS. (or its
parent) was written S. Albon had indubitably become firmly established as S. Alban of
Verulam, and therefore it would be only natural for the scribe to alter ‘*‘ad habelle”
into Amphibal the well known associate of St. Alban. My argument that Adhalbert
was mis-copied Adhabelle and this was misunderstood to mean Amphibal in accord-
with the scribe's interpretation of the context is, I submit, more logical than Bro.
Begemann’s contention.

With regard to the point that because Henry VI. is styled “our late sovereign
Lord” in the Watson MS., that version in its entirety implied “ must have been
manufactured say about 1480 or perhaps a few years earlier,” the deduction is false.
It only shews that a portion of the version, including that particular passage was written
about that date; even assuming that “late” then signified, as at present, recently
deceased. Every scrap of evidence shews that the Legendary History was a gradual
development, gaining a passage from one editor, another passage from a second editor
and so on, as Bro. Begemann himself has helped us to realize. If the text had been
kept with veneration as the Bible was, or as some of the classical writers were, the
point might be open to discussion, but in this instance all the evidence is to the
contrary.

But Bro. Begemann does not appear to have remarked that if his views be correct
the legend still remains incoherent and devoid of any sequence or connection, which
would certainly have been carefully avoided had the author been a “learned man” as
be would wish us to believe. Whereas I do think that even if some minor details be
still obscure, the broader view I have tried to give of the old legend is preferable to
Bro. Begemann’s.

On one point I agree with my Brother when he thinks that Maimus is an earlier
form of the name Naimus, and it will be seen I have given it this preference on p. 182.

I have had a curious corroboration of my theory that Alc was liable to be misread
Ma, to which opinion Bro. Conder also demurred (p. 193.) In F. Madan’s Catalogue of
the Western MSS. in the Bodleian Library, (vol. v. just published, April 1906), Mr.
E. B. W. Nicholson, Bodley's Librarian, draws attention (p. xxvii.) to a scribe’s error of
Alathee for Mathee. This occurs in the Ormesby Psalter which is considered one of the
finest English MSS. at Oxford. If such an error as misreading the name of an
Evangelist by an accomplished scribe be possible, how much more likely might such an
unusnal name as Alcuinus be misread by an ignorant scribe Maimus. I was not obliged
to impute these mistakes to these copyists; I imputed them because they were in
accordance with what my modest experience would lead me to think probable.

I should be pleased if Bro. Begemann wonld give his reason for suggesting
that Petrus Comestor is identical with the ¢ Maister of Storyes.” I have spent much
time in trying to clear up this point, and eventually concluded it must be Josephus who
is meant. I may have overlooked the passage in Higden, and Bro. Begemann be correct.

I am glad that Bro. Canon Horsley has been convinced to some extent by my
paper, bat I think his memory is somewhat treacherous when he thinks 1 suggested
that Naimus Grecus had been twisted into Alcuinus Anglicus. I suggested “ Alcuinus
scid clarus ™’ bhad been twisted into  Naimus greocie clarus ” or ¢ Naimus grecus clarus,”
and thence into *‘ a carious man (called) Naimus Grecus.”

The transition of the phrase *ordained deacon,” through its equivalent ‘con-
verted to the church ” (inasmuch as it implied a turning from the laity to the church)
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into *“converted to Christendom,” seems to me very simple instead of being inconceiv-
able. I should not feel capable of judging whether Alcuin stood in need of conversion
“in the literal sense of the word.” I can only bow to the decision of my very learned
and deeply esteemed brother, who is better qualified than I to decide on such a point.

Even if these questions be only academic, I do not think that the inscriptions
should be deemed * too worn to be legible,” until such fact had been proved by open
discussion. I, at least, do not think they have yet become illegible.

Bro. Rosedale confirms what I said at the end of the first part of the paper, that
Flaccus is a good alternative for Grecus or Graccus. I should have laid more stress on
this point had I not wished to shew so far as possible that Higden was the great
authority on which the Cooke compiler relied, and I could find no instance where
Higden calls Alcuin, Flaccus.

To Bro. Rylands’ remarks I can say but little except to thank him for the
encouragement he has given me in writing on the subject. He has spent so many years
in this kind of study, that he is able to look at_ it from a comprehensive and broad
standpoint, and not allow the view of the parent trunk to be interfered with by minor
growths which a little imagination would efface.

In my opinion this is the manner in which a factitious legend or romance,
entwined with the accretions of several centuries, should be examined. It is hardly to
be expected that every little twig, and above all every little parasitic growth can be
accounted for, but we can at least try to outline the original trunk and main branches of
that tree, whose shadow now covers the whole world.
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SEALS ON ‘“ANTIENTS” GRAND CHAPTER CERTIFICATES.

BY BRO. JOHN T. THORP, P.AGD.C.

HE valuable work on Masonic Certificates, written by Bro. J. Ramsden

Riley, and published in 1895 under the auspices of the Quatuor

Coronati Lodge, is so accurate and exhaustive that it has not been

possible hitherto to seriously amend or add thereto. I think, never-

theless, that collectors of Certificates will consider the matter of

sufficient importance, to warrant me calling attention to a variation in

the Seals affixed to some early specimens, issued by the * Antients”

Grand Royal Arch Chapter, which I have recently added to my collection of these very
interesting documents.

Bro. Riley informs us in his book, that although he had heard of existing
specimens of these Certificates, representing several years between 1790 and 1795, he
had not actually seen a specimen of earlier date than 1796, which fact will doubtless
account for some of the errors into which he has fallen respecting the Seals used upon
them.

Judging from specimens in my collection, three different plates seem to have
been used for printing these Certificates, two prior to the year 1800, and one in or about
that year; on the last plate the date figures were altered in 1810 from ‘ 180—" and
“580—" to “18—" and “ 58—.” ,

It is also contrary to fact that the * Kirk " Seal was exclusively used on these
Certificates prior to 1813, as stated by Bro. Riley, inasmuch as the “ In London " Seal,
impressed on a lozenge-shaped paper, and also scallopped, appears on one or other of
my early specimens.

The earliest ** Antients” Royal Arch Certificate I have been able to obtain was
issued in the year 1792, and fortunately is in an excellent state of preservation. The
engraved portion measures 14%-inches by 8%-inches, and the engraving is very beauti-
fully executed, the two figures and the eye at the top being particularly fine. The
document was issued to John Dicas and is signed by Jas. Agar, Z., Watkin Lewes, H.,
John Bunn, J., Robt. Leslie and Thos. Harper, Scribes. The Seal in the right-hand
margin is attached to the usual three ribbons, light-blue, crimson and purple, and is
that named by Bro. Riley the “In London” Seal, because the legend thereon is
“ Graxp LobvGe 1N LoNpoN OF FRrEE AND ACCEPTED MASONS ACCORDING TO THE OLD
Instirurion.” This Seal is impressed on a white lozenge-shaped paper with plain edges,
and is exactly the same as that used on the *“ Antients” Craft Certificates from about
1791 to 1810, and given as fig. iii. on plate iv. of Bro. Riley's book. Beneath the
engraving, at the right-hand corner is the engraver's name, ¢ Tagg, sc.”, but no register
numbers are given as was customary from 1795 onwards. A Royal Arch Certificate
with this Seal may be said to constitute a fresh variety, one apparently quite unknown
to Bro. Riley.

The second of these Certificates was issued in 1795, and appears to be from a
fresh plate, measuring full 8%.inches in width, compared with 82 of the earlier issue.
The engraving differs only very slightly from the 1792 plate, but as the document has
been cut close both at the top and bottom, the name of the engraver in this instance
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cannot be ascertained. This Certificate was issued to George Godwin and is signed by
Wm. Dickey, Z., John Bunn, H., Wm. Hockaday, J., Robt. Leslie and Thos. Harper,
Scribes, while at the left bottom corner is the register number *“ 13,” and at the right
the number *“188.” The Seal used upon this Certificate is again the “In London "
Seal, but in this instance the paper is cut circular and scallopped. Bro. Riley had
never seen a Royal Arch Certificate with this Seal, for he declares that * such a frand
as a scallopped ‘In London’ is unknown.”

The third of the trio of Certificates, to which I desire to call attention, was issued
in 1808, and seems to be from still another plate, the engraved portion measuring
141-inches by 813-inches. The engraving, which is coarse and poor, differs in several
details from the older specimens. At the bottom are the words “ T. Harper, Inv. et
Del. 207 Fleet Street” on the left, and “ Tagg sc.” on the right. This class of
Certificate is illustrated on plate x. of Bro. Riley’s book, but for what reason he styles
it a Dermott Certificate, when it is claimed by Thos. Harper, seems to require some
explanation. This document was issued to John Whippy and is signed by Thos.
Harper, Z., Rd. Humphreys, H., Thomas Scott, J., Robt. Leslie and Edw. Harper,
Grand Scribes (not simply * Scribes’ as in the two earlier issues) and the register
number “ B 21 ” is placed in the left bottom corner. The Seal used on this specimen is
that known as the “Kirk,” on a circular white paper scallopped, with the legend
¢ GraND LoDGE OF FREE AND AcCEPTED MasoNs ACCORDING 10 THE OLD INSTITUTIONS,”
and which was used upon all “ Antients " R.A. Certificates from 1796 up to the year
1813, when another Royal Arch Seal was prepared and used until about the middle of
the year 1817.

There were thus three different Seals used upon these Certificates within a very
few years. There is not the slightest appearance of their having been * faked,” but
they seem to be exactly as issued by the Grand Chapter of the *‘ Antients,” and as
Royal Arch Certificates sealed with two out of the three Seals are unknown to collectors
and students of these documents, or at any rate unrecorded, it seems desirable to place
these particulars upon our Lodge records for future reference.
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A FEW HISTORIC NOTES RELATING TO
1HE LODGE OF PRUDENT BRETHREN, No. 145.

BY W. BRO. HARRY GUY, P.M., Trecasurer, No. 145.

HE recent discovery by Bro. Sadler of the existence of a ‘ Scottish”
Grand Lodge in London in about 1770 (see 4.Q.C., vol. xviii., p. 69)
has prompted me to write a few notes regarding one of the Lodges
which assisted in its formation.

The Prudent Brethren Lodge works uunder a Warrant which
was grauted by the Grand Lodge of the Antients and Signed on
December 14th, 1775, by the Duke of Atholl, Grand Master, W. Tindall,

S.G.W., Law. Dermott, D.G.M., Thos. Carter, J.G.W., and Wm. Dickey, G. Secretary.

It empowers W. Alexander Smith, one of our M.M., W. George Irons, his Senior

Warden, and W. William Massey, his Junior Warden, to form, and hold a Lodge of

Free and Accepted Masons, aforesaid, at the Bedford Head, Maiden Lane, Covent

Garden, or elsewhere in London upon the first and third Thursday of each Kalendar

month.

The old Warrant is numbered No. 195 and registered in the Grand Lodge.

The seal has attached to it the combined blue and yellow ribbons threaded
through the parchment.

On the back of the Warrant is endorsed permission to remove the Lodge to

Spitalfields, and runs as follows :—

Transferred to our trasty and well beloved Brethren, viz., John
Hales one of our Master Masons, Nathaniel Acton our Senior Warden
and Robert Crawford his Junior Warden and their successors, (being
first duly registered to the Statue) to be held at the Ship, Brick Lane,
Bethnall Green upon the second Monday in every month, and on other
lawful occasion, subject to the previsoes, and conditions within mentioned
and pay due respect and obedience to the Right Worshipful Grand Lodge
by whom the within Warrant is granted.

RoBerT LESLIE.

B. P. Simmons, S.G.W.

The following places are mentioned where the Lodge used to meet, viz :—

The Bedford Head, Maiden Lane, Covent Garden, 1775.

The Robin Hood, Great Windmill Street, Haymarket, 1789.

The Globe, Market, Pall Mall, 1792,

The Crown Tavern, St Dunstan’s Passage, 1794.

The Hole in the Wall, Fleet Street, 1800.

The Goose and Gridiron, St Pauls Church Yard, about 1800.

The Ship, Brick Lane, Spitalfelds, 1806.

The Lion and Spread Eagle, High Street, Spitalfields, 1819.

The Duke of Clarence, Commercial Road, St. George’s East, 1822,
The Duke’s Head, Commercial Road, St. George’s East, 1826.
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The King’s Head, Commercial Road, St. George’s East, 1829.
The Coach & Horses, Northumberland Alley, Fenchurch Street, 1832.
The George & Vulture, Cornhill, 1842,

The Brunswick Tavern, Blackwall, 1844.

The Crown Tavern, Wapping Wall, 1844,

The George & Vulture, Cornhill, 1844.

The Freemasons’ Tavern, 1845.

The Turk’'s Head, Motcomb Street, Belgravia, 1849.

The Prince of Wales, Exeter Street, Belgrave Square, 1851.
The Freemasons’ Tavern, 1851. .

The Freemasons’ Hall, 1867.

W.Bro. Sadler, G.T. and Sub-Librarian of Grand Lodge, kindly examined the
Atholl Collar Jewels, and gave me the following information respecting them:

The Master’s Jewel (made by E.M.), date 1812.

The Senior Warden’s (made by T. D.), modern, 1839.

The Treusurer’s—crossed keys—(made by T. Harper), 1809.
The Secretary’s—pens tied—(made by T. Harper), 1809.

The Senior and Junior Deacons’ (made by T. Harper), 1798, have the figure of
Mercury with Caduceus in the left hand.

The rest of the jewels are modern.

When the Lodge was constituted in 1775, it was only known by the number 195,
as seen on the Warrant. In 1814, after the Union, it became No. 241.

In the year 1817, it took the name of “Prudent Brethren.” It would be interest-
ing to trace the origin. The names of the original members being unmistakably
Scottish, and those people being proverbially careful, that may have been the reason
they took the name of Prudent for their Lodge. In 1832, it became No. 169, and in
1863, at the last closing up, No. 145.

As far as can be traced at present, there are one hundred and sixteen names
recorded of Masters who have been installed in the chair of K.S.

In the year 1844, the Lodge funds were very low and the furniture of the Lodge
had to be sold to defray the expenses of a law-suit and rent. The chairs of carved oak
of W.M. and S.W. were bought by the Lodge of Union No. 414, where they are still
in use.

The following paragraph may be interesting as it relates to the hangings for the
jewels.

On June 13 1808 the following resolutions & regulations of the
Grand Lodge relating to a general procession & festival commemoration
of St John the Baptist on June the 27' were read & approved that the
officers have new bangings for the jewels at the Grand Festival.

B Kenn proposed that the blue ribbon shall be worn only and
that the trimmings now on the same be taken off which was agreed to.
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The following interesting records appear relating to the Royal Arch Degree :

Oct 10 1808. Bm Watts was recommended by this Lodge to the R*
Worshipful the Holy Royal Arch Chapter, as a candidate for one of the
Nine Excellent Masters for the ensning year. Bm Aldhouse (Tyler),
Exalted to the Degree of Excellent, and High Excellent Masons the
following Brethren viz B® Smith, Watts, Hogan, Parker, Rawlins, Jones,
Patullo, Holsworth, Scott, Villiers, Potter, Jelliffe, Collier, and Alce.

Bro. Smith was the only Brother who had been W.M. of the Lodge.

There is another interesting entry on September 28th, 1807, relating to the
Royal Arch Degree, Lodge No. 195, and Holy Royal Arch Chapter, held under the
sanction and authority of the Warrant of this Lodge.

Chapter convened in due form.
Present
Br® Robert Gill, Grand Chief
B Ed Bowmuan Grand Chief
B Thos Wiggins Grand Chief
B0 John Mason
B John Taylor
B0 Benj Aldhouse.
B Sam Smith, Scribe.

Bre G. Patullo &c &c &c all of this Lodge having produced recom-
mendatory certificates from this Lodge, countersigned by the Grand
Secretary, underwent regular examination by the Grand Chief, and were
found duly qualified to be Exalted to the Supreme Degree of Excellent
Royal Arch Masons. Paid the usual fine and were exalted accordingly.

Dec 17 1809. B™ Sewell Newcomb and Bugby this day passed
the chair for the benefit of the Holy Royal Arch, and at the next meeting
on Jan 8th 1810, the Lodge was opened in the further Degrees of Excellent,
and High Excellent, when the Brethren above mentioned were exalted to
the same.
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NOTES AND QUERIES.

HE Masonic Female Orphan School, Dublin, 1814.—A copy of
Resolutions passed by Governors and Subscribers, 27th November,
1814, bound with the Hardwicke Papers, Addl. MS. 35,651, British
Museum, is written upon one side of a sheet of foolscap—the matter
being much underlined.

This copy is directed (in the address on the fly leaf) to the
Earl of Hardwicke, at St. James' Square, London.

Lord ITardwicke had been Lord Lieutenant of Ireland at the time of the Union,
1801, and the Insurrection of 1803. A letter of Lady Hardwicke in Mr. Hare’s* Two
Noble Lives " gives an insight into the Society of Dublin at this period, mentioning
—‘great wealth does not get a man forward here as in London: the Society is small
and the individuals prond.”

‘“At a most numerous meeting of the Governors of and Subscribers to the Free-
mason Orphan School, held in the Chapter Room of the Cathedral of St Patrick
immediately after Divine Service on Sunday the 27t of November, 1814 —

Resolved unanimously—That our most unqualified thanks are hereby offered to
the Very Revd- John Willm- Keatinge, D.D., Dean of St Patrick’s for the essential benefit
he afforded the Masonic Orphan Charity in kindly granting the use of his Cathedral (a
Church hitherto unused for any Charity Sermon) as the place in which their cause
should be advocated, thereby from its novelty materially aiding the cause.

Resolved unanimously—That our thanks are not due and are therefore most
justly with-held from the Very Revd the Dean of Christ Church, Dr. Lindsay, for his
unkind, illiberal, unchristian, uncharitab'e, and ungentlemanlike attempt tho’ fortunately
unavailing to deprive the Charity of the benefit of the professional exertions of the
gentlemen of the United Choir of St Patrick & Christ Church by his most malicious
mandatory circular requiring their attendance to the latest possible moment on that day
only thereby endeavouring to prevent their performing the anthem as advertized and in
consequence aiming at deteriorating the collection.

Resolved unanimously —That our thanks are justly due and are therefore given
to the gentlemen of the United Choir of St Patrick and Christ Church for the
promptitude they have uniformly evinced to further the cause of the Masonic Female
Orpban School.

Resolved unanimously—That our most particular thanks are hereby given to
Mess™ Storay, Hooper, and Jager for the splendid exertion of their talents in the short
anthem which under the above circumstances they were necessitated to give & which
if time had been permitted them by the Very Rev? the Dean of Christ Church would
have afforded more ample satisfaction to the very numerous and respectable auditory
then assembled in the Godlike cause of Charity.

Resolved unanimously —That our sincere and cordial thanks are justly due to the
Rev? Doctor Handcock for the impressive and effectual eloguence with which he
advocated the cause of helpless female youth and indigence tho' endeavoured to be

defeated maliciously and uncharitably.
Signed by order
29th Novr 1814. Timothy Maigneen
V. Secr”

HaRRY SIRR.
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Survival of Templarism in Spain.—In 4.Q.C., vol. xvii., p. 215, appears a
learned paper on the chivalric orders by Bro. Malczovich, an eminent Hungarian
Masonic scholar, in which he suggests that the Order of Christ in Portugal ¢ is, in some
sense, at least, a continnation of the Templars.” This leads me to inquirs whether the
same is not true in Spain as to *‘ Caballeros de la Orden Militar del Santo Sepulcro de
Jerusalén” (Knights of the military order of the Holy Sepulchre of Jerusalem) ? Some
time since the Madrid pictorial magazine Blanco y Negro (White and Black) described a
meeting of the chapter of this order *“for the reception of & new knight, Don Gaspar
Castellano de la Peiia, Count of Castellano. The President,” continues the account,
‘ propounded the questions of the ritual and the oath was administered by the Lord
‘ Archbishop and he (the candidate) was invested with cloak, cap, sword and other
‘“insignia.”” The illustration accompanying the account shows the ceremony in progress
in the presence of a large concourse, including ladies, and the Maltese Cross inscribed

on a banner is prominent in the foreground.
Manila, P.I. CuarLes S. LOBINGIER.

Masonic Funeral at Cork.!—July 2ud, 1784, John Fitton, Esq., B.L., was
buried at the Cathedral of St. Fin Barre’s with Masonic honours. Order of procession :
—1. Freemasons (No. 25) in pairs, their emblematic instruments hung in mourning.
2. The Band of the Cork Union Volunteers with muffled drums. 3. Eight single file of
the same Corps, with arms reversed. 4. Three clergymen. 5. The body covered with
a velvet pall on which were deposited his apron, hat and bayonet. 6. Twelve mourners.

7. Twenty double file of the Union.
RosErT Darv.

The Missing York MSS. of the Old Charges.—In the well-known inventory
of the Property of the York Lodge, made on 15th September, 1779, mention is made of
a “ Parchment Roll of Charges on Masonry, 1630.” This Roll is now missing, nor does
it appear that there is any later record of its existence than that of the date of the
above-meuntioned inventory. Of the five York Rolls still extant the oldest dates from
about 1600. Evidence was, however, brought forward last year that the York Lodge
did at one time possess a still earlier Roll, for the writer of the Levander-York MS.
states that it was copied from a York Roll of 1560. There are, then,two York Rolls
missing, instead of one—that of 1560 and that of 70 years later. From a comparison of
the Papworth and the Levander-York MSS., it may be reasonably inferred, as Bro.
Hughan bas remarked, that both the Papworth and that of 1560 had a common origin
through at least one intermediate manuscript: what that was still remains to be
ascertained. It is probable that the Roll of 1560 was in the possession of the York
Lodge at least as late as 1726. It will be remembered that the date assigned to both
the Papworth and the Levander-York MSS. is the first half of the eighteenth century.
Bro. Francis Drake, in his published * Spezch deliver'd to the Worshipful and Ancient
Society of Free and Accepted Masonsat . . . York, on St. John’s Day, December
27, 1726, states in a footnote that he obtained his information as to St. Alban from
“an old Record preserv'd in our Lolge.” He had just mentioned ‘“one who was
actnally at the bailding of S>lomon’s Temple,” whose name he gives as Ninus. It is
not uanreasonable to suppose that this information came also from the sams * old Record.”’
Now, he who i3 most comm»daly known as Naymus Graecus is called Ninus in, I believe,
only the Aberdeen MS. and in Kraunse's Old Charge, which is considered apicryphal.

! Edward’s Cork Remembrancer, 1796,
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He is called Nimus (interlined Naymus) in Sloane 3848, in the Papworth and in the
Levander-York MSS. If Drake was quoting from the Sloaue, he would probably have
said ““ Nimus or Naymus,” but if from the MS. of 1560, it does not seem too much to
assume that Drake, who was a learned antiquary, coming across the word Nimus,

substituted Ninus for it, a known for an unknown name.
F. W. LEVaANDER.

The Dunciad.—In the interesting paper by Bro. R. F. Gould on the Duke of
Wharton and the Gormogons (see 4.Q.C., vol. viii., pp. 114-155) a quotation is given
from Pope’s Dunciad with the explanatory note on the Gregorians and the Gormogons.
It may perhaps be convenient to record the ‘ Remarks’ upon the allusions, with the
stanza, as given by Bowles in his edition of Pope’s works of 1806.

Next bidding all draw near on bended knees, 565
The Queen confers her Titles and Degrees.
Her children first of more distinguish’d sort,
Who study Shakespear at the Inns of Court,
Impale a Glow-worm, or Verti profess,
Shine in the dignity of F.R.S. 570
Some, deep Free-Masons, joi the silent race -
Worthy to fill Pythagora’s place:
Some Botanists, or Florists at the least,
Or issne Members of an Annual feast.
Nor pass the meanest unregarded, one 575
Rose a Gregorian, one a Gormogon.
The last, not least in honour or applause,
Isis and Cam made Docrors of her Laws.

REMARKS.

Ver. 571. Some, deep Free-Masons, join the silent race.] The Poet all along
expresses a very particular concern for this silent Race: He has here provided, that in
case they will not waken or open (as was before proposed) to a Hwmming-bird, or a
Cockle, yet at worst they may be made Free-Masons; where Taciturnity is the only
essential qualification, as it was the chief of the disciples of Pythagoras.—Pork.

Vee. 576. A Gregorian, one a Gormogon.] A sort of Lay-brothers, two of the
innumerable Slips from the Root of the Freemasons.—PorE.

From the works of Alexander Pope, Esq. By the Rev. William Lisle Bowles,
AM. In Ten Volumes. Vol. v., page 323 [Book iv. of the Dunciad.] London, 1806.
Hagrry SIRR.
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OBITUARY.

T is with regret that we have to announce the death of Brothers :

Sir Richard Nicholas Howard, of Greenhill House, Wey-
mouth, on the 25th November, 1905. He joined the Correspondence
Circle in January, 1894.

Christian John Cole, of Box 468, Cape Town, on the 5th
of September, 1905. He joined the Correspondence Circle in March,

1899.
Sidney Frederick Isitt, of Little West Hatch, Chigwell, Essex, on the 8th of
December, 1905. He joined the Correspondence Circle in March, 1902.

Edward Aries Thomas Breed, of 13, Buckingham Place, Brighton, on the
13th of December, 1905. He joined the Correspondence Circle in January, 1894, and
was elected a full member of the Lodge on the 9th of November, 1903.

William Logan, of Langley Park, Durham, on the 19th of November, 1905.
He joined the Correspondence Circle in February, 1887.

Alfred Page, of Long Row, Nottingham, on the 18th November, 1905. He
joined the Correspondence Circle in January, 1899.

Charles Bampfylde Warre, of 19, Brunswick Place, West Brightou, in
September, 1905. He joined the Correspondence Circle in January, 1893.

Edward Hicks, of Sunnyside, Sutton, Surrey, on the 21st of May, 1905. He
joined the Correspondence Circle in October, 1898.

Surgeon-Major-General William Frederick De Fabeck (I.M.S., retired), M.D.,
of Bangalore, Madras. He joined the Correspondence Circle in Janunary, 1893.

Henry John Hewer, M.D., of Blackall, Queensland, on the 24th of December,
1905. He joined the Correspondence Circle in May, 1896.

Frank Todman, of 15, Chanctonbury Road, Hove, Sussex, on the 18th of
December, 1905. He joined the Correspondence Circle in June, 1898.

Rev. W. Henry Frazer, D.D., of the Constitutional Club, S.W., London, on the
25th of January, 1906. He joined the Correspondence Circle in January, 1899.

Hubert White, of 1, Wickham Road, St. John’s, S.E., London, on the 29th of
January, 1906. He joined the Correspondence Circle in May, 1898.

Rev. Canon Henry Baker Tristram, of the College, Durham, on the 8th March,
1906. He joined the Correspondence Circle in February, 1887, and was one of the
earliest members, his number on the roll being *“13.” He was the Dep.Pr.G.M. for
Durham, and also a P.G.Chap. England.

Vincent Paine Freeman, of 25, Queen’s Road, Brighton, on the 17th January,
1906. He joined the Correspondence Circle in October, 1894.

Col. William Keilly Westropp, of 6, Shorncliffe Road, Folkestone, on the 27th
November, 1905. He joined the Correspondence Circle in June, 1898.
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John Thomas Last, of 48, Sundridge Road, Bradford, in February, 1906. He
joined the Correspondence Circle in March, 1887.

T. Bergmann, of Newlands, Oakleigh Park, N., London, on the 11th March,
1906. . He joined the Correspondence Circle in March, 1902,

BRO. FINDEL.

Bro. Gottfried Joseph Gabriel Findel was born at Kupferberg in Oberfranken on
October 21st, 1828, and was educated at the College at Bamberg. In 1848 he published
a small collection of poems, which enabled him to continue his studies at the University
of Munich, but before long he (with many others) came into conflict with the Govern-
ment of the day, and suffered ten months’ imprisonment for his outspoken criticism on
certain political matters. After his release he was apprenticed to Bro. Mohr, a book-
seller of Heidelberg, by whom undoubtedly his attention was first directed to the Craft.

He was initiated on the 19th October, 1856, in Lodge Eleusis zur Verschwiegenheit
at Bayreuth, where for some time he edited the Tagblatt, subsequently removing to
Leipzig to found the Bauhiitte, which speedily attnined the position of the leading organ
for German Freemasons. In 1858 he joimed the Lodge Minerva zu den drei Palmen,
but shortly afterwards resigned and re-joined his mother Lodge at Bayreuth. In 1861
he took a prominent part in the formation of the Verein Deutscher Freimaurer. In
1861-2 he published his well-known * History of Freemasonry,” which has since been
translated into several languages, a seventh edition being printed in 1900.

In 1872 he joined the Lodge Zum Morgenstern at Hof, and in 1874 he published
his “ Geist und Form der Freimaurerei.” In 1878 he resigned his membership of the
Verein Deutscher Freimaurer, and six years later founded the Lessingbund, which
however received but little support. Other publications during this period were
“ Lessing's Ansichten uber Freimaurerei,” * Die Grundsiitze der Freimaurerei in Volker-
leben,” ‘Vermischte Schriften,” ‘Die Papstkirche und die Freimaurerei,” ‘ Die
Freimaurerei und die moderne Weltanschauung,” * Dunkle Punkte im Maurerleben.”

The Taxil fraud caused him to issue a number of essays, amongst which may be
mentioned * Katholische Schwindel,” “ Die Germania und der Gokelhahn des Teufels
Bitru,” ¢ Die katholische Klerisei auf der Leimrate.”

In 1897 he was compelled to give up the Bauhiitte after thirty-three years of
untiring work in connection with that periodical. Two years earlier he had started the
Signale fiir die Deutsche Maurerwelt, and in 1897 he was commissioned by the Grand
Lodge “Zur Sonne ” to write its history. In the following year he joined the Lodge
Johannes zum wiedererbanten Tempel in Ludwigsburg, and published his celebrated
essay, * Der freimaurerische Gedanke und seine Berechtigung.”

He subsequently joiued the Lodge Pheenix at Leipzig, and during the remaining
years of his life wrote a number of papers on various Masonic subjects.

The principle embodied in the motto which he adopted when only 22 years of age
“ One must be prepared to sacrifice everything for a great and good cause ' was acted
upon by him during the whole of his long career. Feeling within himself the absolute
justice of the cause he championed, he became at times very bitter towards those who
held contrary opinions. To this may be attributed the fact that he alienated the
sympathies of many good and true friends, and some who were of his own way of think-
ing would bave been glad if certain passages in his books had been omitted.

During his later years, however, he adopted a more conciliatory tone, and even
those who were his bitterest opponents joined his supporters in a tribute of deep sorrow
when his long and useful life came to an end. G. V.
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TEMPLARIA ET HOSPITALLARIA.

THOUGHTS ON THE ORDERS OF THE TEMPLE AND HOSPITAL IN THE
BRITISH EMPIRE, IN CONNECTION WITH ESOTFRIC MATTER
OF VARIOUS KINDS.

BY FRATER LADISLAS DE MALCZOVICH,

Knight of the United Religions and Military Orders of the Temple, and of
St. John of Jerusalem, Palestine, Rhodes and Malta, in England and Wales;
Preceptor and Prior of “ Royal Sussex " Preceptory and Priory No. 25 Torquay,
Devon; Great Chamberlain of England; Provincial First Constable of Devon.
shire.

(Continued from Vol. zvii., pp. 204-218.)

CHAPTER I

THE TEUTONIC ORDER IN CONNECTION WITH THE ORDERS OF THE
TEMPLE AND HOSPITAL.

HIS chapter will be devoted to the Teutonic Order so far as it (and its
old rituals which have been handed down to us) may be found to be
connected with Templary in general and modern British Templary in
particular. 1shall notattempt to give a detailed account of the Order
of the Teutonic Knights, but it may be instructive if before communi-
cating its old Rituals, I give an outline sketch of its outer history and
inner organization.

The Order of the Teutonic Knights or “ Knights of St. Mary " or * Knights of
the Teutonic House of our Blessed Lady at Jerusalem ” was the third and last great
Chivalric Order of the Crusades, and was modelled on that of the Knights of the
Temple, although its origin more closely resembled that of the Hospitallers of St. John
of Jerusalem, the starting point in each case being a Hospital or * Hospitium.”

In the year 1128 a pious German founded at Jerasalem a hospital for the reception
of poor and sick German pilgrims proceeding on their way to the holy places, together
with a chapel dedicated to the Holy Virgin. During the Crusades the brethren to
whose care this Teutonic Hospital of St. Mary was committed, faithfully devoted them-
selves to works of Christian charity and thereby attained a high degree of consideration
and esteem. At the same time they greatly increased in wealth, rich gifts and
possessions being from time to time bestowed upon them in furtherance of their pious
purposes. It was, however during the Third Crusade, at the memorable siege of Acre
(1189-91), that this modest society of hospitullers entered upon a new and most
important phase of its existence. As is well known, the combined forces of English,
French, and German Crusaders baving met there, laid siege to Acre, which was
valiantly defended by the Infidels. Whilst the siege was in progress a pestilence broke
out in the camp of the Christians, who fell in crowds by the disease. It was then that
the Teutonic Hospitallers of St. Mary greatly distinguished themselves by conscientiously
ministering to the sick and wounded, exercising such an amount of self-denial that they
gained universal admiration. In consequence, men of various ranks of society joined
the associution of the Hospital of St. Mary, prominent among them being merchants of
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North Germany, particularly from the rich cities of Bremen and Liibeck, who had
accompanied the Count of Holstein when going to his Crusade.

It is interesting to notice how during the period in question these members were
eager to help their suffering brethren who were in need of assistance. They landed a
large merchant vessel, which they placed at the disposal of the brethren of St. Mary’s
Hospital, and which was forthwith transformed into a temporary hospital. Soon after-
wards Knights and others of noble birth and high social position also attached themselves
to St. Mary’s Hospital, and conceived the novel idea of transforming the Society into a
Chivalric Order on the model of the Knights of St. John of Jerusalem, or of the Knights
Templar. This idea received the approval of Frederick, Duke of Suabia, who in
succession to his father, the late Emperor Frederick Barbarossa, had taken the chief
command of the German Crusaders. )

Here T must pause in order to make the following parenthetical note. The
Emperor Frederick Barbarossa had made up his mind, in spite of his greatly advanced
age, to undertake a Crusade to which he had long been pledged. Having gathered a
very considerable army he led it by way of Hungary to Constantinople and thence
crossing the Bosphorus, to Asia Minor. He was, however, not destined to see the
Holy Land, as death overtook him when crossing or bathing in the Saleph River. His
eldest son, Frederick, Duke of Suabia, who had accompanied his father, was then given
the command of the German troops, and be succeeded in leading them to the walls of
Acre.

Another point must also be mentioned. The Emperor Frederick had in a great
measure been ill-affected towards the Knights Templar, who by that time had become
great and powerful, and in the Emperor’s contests with the Pope had sided with the
latter, and taken up a hostile attitude to the Emperor, thereby causing him much
mischief and trouble. For that reason Barbarossa determined to erush them by all
means in his power (so far at all events as the German Empire was concerned), and he
contemplated the foundation of a similar organization of a purely German and national
character, which he hoped would prove a faithful and reliable ally in his and his
successors’ far-reaching policy. However, as in so many other things, he failed in this
favourite project. He died before the execution of the scheme, and it fell to the lot of
his son, the Duke of Suabia, as has been mentioned above, to carry on his policy.

The idea of converting the association of the Hospitallers of St. Mary into a
Knightly organization gained at once the full approval of the Duke, who energetically
carried it into execution even before the walls of Acre. This was done in the month of
November, 1190. Thus ‘“ The Order of the Teutonic Knights” or ‘ Knights of the
Teutonic Hospital of St. Mary of Jerusalem ”* sprang into being. The Duke moreover
induced the Pope to issue & breve (in February, 1191) by which the Order was also
confirmed as an Ecclesiastical Order. Soon after the foundation of this new Order of
Chivalry, the noble Duke’s career was cut short. He died in the flower of his life,
another victim of the pestilence raging in the camp of the Crusaders.

The new Order of the Teutonic Knights added to their primary object of minis-
tering to the poor and sick, that of protecting the Holy Land agaiust the Infidels and
spreading the Christian faith “ by Cross and Sword.” Their first Master was HeiNricH
Warpor von BasseNHEIM. On the recapture of Acre by the Christians, a castle,
including a Convent, a Hospital, and a Church dedicated to the Holy Virgin, was
erected there by the Teutonic Knights and this became the first headquarters of the
Order. Briefly it was called * The Teutonic House” (Das Deutsche Haus) and in after
times all convents of the Order wherever erected took the same appellation. The Holy
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Virgin was the patron saint of the Order, and the Knights considered themselves as
soldiers in her special service. Hence they called themselves ‘ Knights of St. Mary”
or “ Knights of the Holy Virgin Mary and Brethren of the Teutonic House of our dear
Lady at Jerusalem (although the headquarters were at Acre). Also *“Brethren of the
Teutonic Hospital,” * Hospitallers of our dear Lady of the Teutons,” or more briefly
“ Knights of Mary ” (Marien-Ritter, Marianische Ritter) or even * Marians ” (Marianer)
and “ Teutonic Knights” (Deutsche Ritter), * Teutonic Gentlemen” (Deutsche Herrn),
‘ Crossbearers ” (Kreuzherrn) in Latin * Equites crucigeri Ordinis Teutonici,” * Equites
Ordinis Sanctsee Marise Teutonicorum” and so on.

Although in its evolution the Order up to the time in question much resembled

that of the Hospitallers of St. John, it was nevertheless the Order of the Temple

which had been taken as the model for the Teutonic Order.

This was shown at once by their assuming a white mantle (much to the vexation
of the proud Knights Templar who considered the privilege of wearing the white mantle
exclusive to their Order), which they adorned with a black cross, in distinction to the
red cross of the Templars and the white cross (on black mantle) of St. John.
Originally there were only two classes amongst them, viz.: (1) Knights, being those
of a noble birth, and (2) Hospitallers devoted to the service of the sick. Some years
after the foundation we find that priests were attached to the Order, forming a third
class. They were secular priests and not monks. In 1221 a fourth class was added
to the Order, namely, half-brethren, corresponding not only to the Servientes but also to
the donates and oblates of the two other Knightly Orders. In course of time we find
even Princes and Kings coveting the honour of being admitted to the benefices of the
Order as half-brethren. All members, however, were to be freeborn, honest men and of
German blood. Thus we see that the Teutonic Order was a distinctly national organiza.-
tion, whilst we know that the Knights of the Temple as well as the Knights of St.
John were cosmopolitan, receiving into their ranks sons of nearly all Christian nations.
The Teutonic Order rapidly advanced in wealth and fame. It acquired large estates
not only in the Holy Land and in various parts of Upper and Lower Germany but also
in Italy, the Netherlands, and for a very short time in Hungary. From the thirteenth
century there was a special Provincial Master of Germany residing at Frankfort on the
Main, and also one for Italy.

The fourth Master of the Order, the active and energetic HERMANN von Sarza
(1210-39) obtained for himself, and his successors in office, the rank and privileges of a
Prince of the Holy Roman Empire, and the title of *Grand” or * Great” Master (in
the German language, ‘ Hochmeister,” literally ¢ High Master.”)! In the year 1215
the Emperor and the Pope granted to the Order the same standing and privileges as
had been enjoyed by the Orders of the Temple and St. John. All this was chiefly due
to the goodwill and protection of Frederick 1I., the grandson of Frederick Barbarossa,
and the greatest emperor of the House of HonENSTAUFEN, who proved a mighty protector
and well-wisher of the Teutonic Knights. As a special mark of his favour the Emperor
granted the Order the right of placing an escutcheon, or, with the then single-headed
imperial eagle, sable, in the centre of the Arms of the Order, which were :—a shield,
argent, with a plain cross, sable. King John, of Jerusalem, better known as John de
Brienne, bestowed on the Order a heraldic distinction in the shape of a cross, argent,‘
(some authorities say a cross, or), charging the cross sable in the shield of the Order,

1 It will be convenient if in future I translate the title * Hochmeister” as * Great Master,” in
distinction to the Grand Mastera of the other Chivaliic Orders, which in German are called “ Gross-,
meister,” The distinction is important for one historical reason, as we shall see hereafter.
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and King Louis IX. of France permitted them to adorn the four points of the cross,
argent (or or) just mentioned, with the French fleur-de-lys, or. It must be noted,
however, that the full arms of the Order and crosses with all the distinctions just
described, were and are worn by the Great Masters only, whilst all other Knights wore
and wear only the simple black cross patée, similar in shape to the Templar cross.

It wus also under the rule of the Great Master Hermann von Salza that the
foundation of the future greatness and glory of the Order was laid. This came about
in the following manner:—

A petty Polish Prince, Conrad, Duke of Masovia, being troubled by repeated
incursions into his territory by the heathen Prussians, a Slavonic tribe, solicited in his
distress the aid of the Teutonic Order against this enemy. This was in the year 1226.
He promised the Order, as a reward, the grant of a small tract of land, the so-called
Culmer-land. This may at first sight seem a point of butlittle significance, but in course
of time it proved an historical event of the utmost importance, being the first step
towards the formation of the state of Prussia, and the powerful influence of the House
of the Holenzollerns, which has in our days led to the re-establishment of the German
Empire.

To return to Conrad of Masovia. The Great Master of the Teutonic Order readily
granted his request and seunt the valiant warrior, Hermann Balk, as Provincial Master
with other Knights to the North, 1230. First of all the Teutonic Knights settled a
great number of Germans in the country thus won by them, namely nobles, to whom the
land was parcelled out according to the Feudal system then in vogue, as well as traders,
artisans, and peasants. The Order founded towns and raised a number of fortified
castles, amongst them the famous and magnificent castle Marienburg, on the banks of
the Nogat, about the year 1280.

Then the Teutonic Knights united with the Order of the Sword-bearers of
Livonia, 1237, and by this powerful combination commenced a war of extermination
against the heathen Prussians. This being considered a Crusade, they were joined by

- great numbers of Crusaders, coming from all countries of Europe. Omitting details I
simply state the result. After bloody wars lasting over fifty years the Order gained
what it fought for. All Prussia was conquered. The heathen Prussians who had
valiantly defended themselves were for the most part exterminated, some left for ever
the land of their forefathers, while others remained and submitted to the Teutonic Order,
after having been Christianised and Germanised; in a word they disappeared as a
nation, and their country was by the efforts of the Order won for Christian and German
civilization. The Order claimed and maintained full sovereignty over the territory
gained by their arms. It was governed by Provincial Masters who had taken up their
residence at the Marienburg. These Masters of Prussia must not, however, be con-
founded with the Provincial Master of Germany residing at Frankfort, as already
mentioned.

It must be borne in mind that whilst these scenes were going on in Prussia, the
Great Master of the Order bad his headquarters at Acre, and that the wars between the
Christians and Moslems continued in the Holy Land. But the end of the Crusades
drew near. The infidels laid siege to Acre, the last bulwark of Christianity, which
during a long and embittered siege was manfully defended by the Crusaders. The
Teutonic Knights fighting side by side with the Knights of the Temple and St. John
performed marvellous acts of bravery, but all in vain. No succour from Europe came
to their deliveraunce, and finally the remnant of Christian warriors was compelled to
surrender Acre in the year 1291. The Crescent had overcome the Cross, and the
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followers of Christ evacuated Palestine for the possession of which streams of blood
had been shed duoring nearly two hundred years. The Crusades had come to an end.
The chief object had ultimately proved a failare. The Christian power in the East
was finally broken.

Having left their headquarters and lost the Holy Land for ever, the Great
Master of the Teutonic Order with his staff sought and found a temporary retreat in
Ttaly, where he took up his residence at Venice, and in fact all the Christian Orders
had to look for new fields for their activity. Asiswell known, the Knights Templar went
first to Cyprus and then to France with proud hopes which, however, were soon taurned
to shame, as instead of the dreamed-of greatness, a sudden and uunexpected downfall
was to befall them there. The Knights of St. John repaired to Cypras, then to Rhodes,
then, after a longer lapse of time, to Candia and finally to Malta. As for the Teutonic
Knights, their position was the most favourable amongst the three Knightly Orders.
What the Templars vainly dreamed of, what the Knights of St. John were only to
obtain long afterwards, the Teutonic Order was already in possession of, namely a
large territory, comprising over 3,000 German square miles, 55 towns, 20,000 villages,
48 fortified castles, and 2,000 manors, held in uncontested sovereignty, and which the
Knights were eager to maintain so as to keep up a distinguished position amongst
Sovereign princes and countries.

Prussia and the adjacent countries were before them, a free and open field for
their future labours. Thus it was but natural that the Great Master SIEGEFRIED von
FerucHTwANGEN left Venice, repaired to Prussia, and took up his residence at the
Marienburg Castle, which thenceforward became the headquarters of the Order. This
was in 1309.

During the fourteenth century the Order had to contend with the Lithvanians, who
frequently invaded the territory of the Order. They being pagans, like the exterminated
Prussians, the Order caused Crusades to be preached against them, and with the aid of
great numbers of foreign Crusaders succeeded to some extent in mastering them.

The second half of the fourteenth century and particularly the period of the Great
Mastership of WinkicE von KNiprRoDE (Knieprode 1351-1382) marks the flonrishing
period of the Order. He was the greatest of the Masters of the Tentonic Knights, and
not only a great warrior, but also a first-class statesman and ruler. He defeated the
Lithvanian princes in the famous battle of Rudau in 1370 and forced them to keep
peace. Then he set to work to arrange the internal affairs of the country. He fixed
the rights and liberties of the various classes of the inhabitants, more especially of the
nobility, and of the burghers of the towns and cities where industry and commerce
developed to such an extent that many cities and towus joined the powerful Hanseatic
confederation. Agriculture was also promoted by the draining of vast tracts of
marsh land, whereby much fertile soil was won for cultivation. Education was also
promoted by the establishment of schools in every village, and two high schools were
founded at Marienburg and Konigsberg. Good roads were laid out and measures
taken to ensure the free passage of traffic. The whole country enjoyed the blessings
of a wealthy, prosperous and well-governed state. It throws an interesting light on
the favourable state of the country of the Teutonic Order that whilst traffic was
endangered and stopped in Germany by robber knights and highwaymen, Prussia
could at the same period be traversed without harm or hindrance. Sueh was the
state of things during the Great Mastership of Winrich von Kniprode. Soon after
his death, however, there came a change for the worse, and the period of decay set
in. Strange to say this was caused by a marriage of great political importance. The
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prince of Lithvania, by name Iagello, solicited the hand of Hedwig the Christian heiress
of the realm of Poland, who accepted his suit on condition that Iagello and all his people
should embrace the religion of Christ. This was peacefully effected. Poland and
Lithvania became by the marriage of their rulers united for ever, in the year 1386, but
the event proved fatal for the Teutonic Order, as the wars the Order had hitherto
waged with the Lithvanians as long as they had been pagans were now deprived of their
religious character, and in consequence the wanderings of the Crusaders who had come
in crowds to the assistance of the Order, came to an end. Once more the Order which
had fought for the spread of Christianity and Christian civilization, had outlived itself
and lost its religious right of existence. The Order thus stood quite alone and was
reduced to its own unaided strength. It was obliged to keep an army of hired soldiers
and provide for their payment, and the inhabitants were ground down by heavy taxes
and impositions. The rale of the Order, which had been very mild, became more and
more rigorous and violent. This soon led to internal troubles and dissensions, particu-
larly among the nobles (chief-tenants of the Order) and the rich burghers of the towns,
and finally culminated in open revolts, the state of affairs being accelerated by another
evil from within. Ever since the Great Masters had transferred their residence to
Prussia they were eager to change the aristocratic constitution of the Order into that of
an absolute and military monarchy. Their constant endeavour was to reduce and
weaken the rights of the Knights and to strengthen and increase the power of the
Great Master, whom they wished to have a right to claim unconditional obedience from
all members of the Order, he himself being responsible to none. It is but natural that
this endeavour of the Great Masters created much disgust in the very heart of the Order
which was split into factions and divided into various contending parties. The assassi-
nation of the Great Master WERNER von ORSELEN, which took place in the year 1330,
was one of the results of the internal discords. On the other hand the inhabitants who
had enjoyed self-government being now deprived of their privileges and loaded with
heavy tributes, demanded with ever-increasing firmness a share in the government of
the country, which was as continually and obstinately refused by the proud heads of
the Order. Then too the hired soldiers became mutinous for want of pay. Thusa
general confusion and discontent prevailed in the country inside as well as outside tbe
Order. The nobles (that is to say, the chief-tenants of the Order) formed a league
under the quaint appellation of the Society of the Lizard (der Eidechsenbund) in
defence of their rights and liberties, A.p. 1397.

They applied for assistance to the King of Poland which was mcst willingly
promised, as Poland had long watched for an opportunity to interfere with the affairs
of the neighbouring state of the Order. Having secured the aid of Poland, the Society
of the Lizard at once took up arms against the Teutonic Knights, on whom they looked
with scorn as foreign beggarly nobles who had come to Prussia to plunder and suck
the country. Thus the Order was compelled to act on the defensive. In the bloody
battle of Tannenberg, 1410, it suffered a total defeat. The Great Master ULgICH von
JuNGINGEN ‘with the flower of the Order perished on the field, and many of the
Knights were taken prisoners. This battle sealed the fate of the Order which never
again recovered from such a decisive blow. The fortresses and castles were one by one
taken by the Polish troops. The towns joyfully opened their gates and freely did
homage to the king of Poland. It seemed that the last hour of the Order had struck.
But at this juncture there arose a man who was destined to save it from total annihila-
tion. This was the Commander HeiNrICH REUSS von PLAUEN who with a small band of
faithful followers threw himself into the Marienburg which he valiantly held with
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great spirit against the troops of the king of Poland, who after {two months was
compelled to raise the siege. By the first treaty of Thorn concluded 1411, the whole
territory was restored to the Order. The valiant Plauen had meantime been elected
Great Master, but even he was unable to prevent the downfall which was but a question
of time. The Order was doomed. The nobles and towns had hoped in vain to acquire
political rights so as to enable them to take an active part in the government of the
country. They therefore entered into a covenant called the Prussian confederation
in the year 1440. Later on, they formally renounced in a solemn document their
allegiance to the Teutonic Order, and elected the King of Poland sovereign of the
conntry, whe accordingly declared war against the Teutonic Knights. In this war
which lasted 13 years (from 1453 to 1466), the Order was step by step practically
stripped of all its territory. In the year 1457 the then Great Master Lubwic von
EruicHSHAUSEN was compelled to leave the castle of Marienburg which for 148 years
had been the proud residence of 17 Teutonic Great Masters. The seat of the Great
Master was removed to Konigsberg. Lastly in the year 1466 the Order was compelled
to obtain a shameful peace by the second treaty of Thorn. By its terms tbey were
obliged to resign all West Prussia to Poland and to retain East Prussia as a fief of the
Polish kings.

Still the Order hoped to regain the lost lands, and with a view to this end
members of the ruling honse of Germany were elected Great Masters. Thus in 1498,
the Margrave Faeperick oF MEissEN became Great Master, and on his death in 1511 the
Margrave ALBRECHT von BRANDENBURG-ANSPACH. It was quite natural that the Order
which so nnwillingly bore the Polish yoke, should be slow in the fulfilment of its duties
to the king of Poland as its liege lord, and it was oftentimes most persistent in its
refusals. Thus the wars between Poland and the Order were constantly renewed, and
carried on with varying success, till they came to a very unexpected and definite
conclasion, which was really the cutting of a Gordian knot.

First, the Crown of Poland declared that the rights of the Teutonic Order to
East Prussia were forfeited by reason of the reiterated refusals of obedience to the
Polish Crown, and East Prussia was. created a secular dukedom. Next, the Great
Master Albrecht von Brandenburg surprised the world by embracing the Evangelical
religion, and was then invested with East Prussia as hereditary fief by the Roman
Catholic King of Poland, who by the way was a near relative of his. This was in 1525.
Next year Albrecht, now Duke of Prussia, married a Danish princess. Many of the
Knights of the Teutonic Order followed the example of their former Great Master.
They became Protestants, obtained fiefs out of the territory formerly belonging to the
Order, and founded families. Thus the Teutonic Order for ever lost all these vast
territories which its members had conquered and won to Christianity with sword in
hand and through streams of blood. As in Palestine, so here, all their efforts had
turned out failures, and in like manner they were obliged to evacuate the territory
which their predecessors had conquered. A small number of the Teutonic knights
remaining faithful to their vows and to the faith of their forefathers protested against
the above proceeding, but as they could do nothing more they left the country where
they had become merely foreigners. They repaired to Germany, where as will be
remembered there was a Provincial Master, at this time Dietrich von Clee. On his
death Walther von Kronberg was elected his successor. The Provincial Masters of
Germany or * German Masters ”’ ( Landmeister von Deutschland, briefly Deutschmerster) had
in the internal troubles of the Order always been at the head of the conservative party
which strongly opposed the curtailment of the rights of the Knights, and the increase
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of the monarchical power of the Great Masters as projected by the latter. Through a
long period in the history of the Order the Great Master and the Provincial Master of
Germany were natural opponents, leaders of two hostile parties, representatives of
opposite principles, the one striving for an absolute monarchy, and the other for a
constitutional aristocracy. At this time, however, the Order had lost the greater part
of its possessions outside of Germany, and the dignity of a Provincial Master of Italy
(Landmeister in den wilschen Landen) having ceased to exist in the fifteenth century, it
seemed convenient to combine the greatest dignities of the Order in one person. Thus
the Deutschmeister WALTER von KRONBERG was elected Administrator of the Great
Mastership, and was coufirmed by the Emperor Charles V. in the year 1527 as
*“ Administrator of the Great Mastership in Prussia and Master of the Teutonic Order
in the German and Italian countries.” Three years later the Emperor invested Walter
with Prussia at the memorable Imperial Diet at Augsburg, 1530, thereby declaring that
Prussia belonged of right (de jure) to the Teutonic Knights, in spite of the fact that
the Order had already resigned West Prussia to Poland, received East Prussia as a fief
of Poland, and forfeited its rights thereto by disobedience. But inasmuch as the
Emperor was not able more effectnally to assist the Order in making good the claim,
it remained but a virtual right. Walter von Kronberg resided at Mergentherm in Fran-
conia (now belonging to Wiirtemberg), which continued to be the centre and head-
quarters of the Order during the succeeding centuries. Walter’s successors in office
retained the long title I have mentioned, which was occasionally abbreviated to “ Hoch-
und Deutschmeister.” The Order hoped to regain Prussia, baut in vain. The Duke
Albrecht, although excommunicated by the Church and outlawed by the Empire,
retained possession of the country. He was succeeded by a son who left no male heir,
and in consequence the dukedom of Prussia or Fast Prussia came to the electoral line of
the House of Brandenburg, 1618. In the year 1660 Poland resigned her suzerainty,
and Prussia became an independent and sovereign dukedom, and in the year 1701 was
made a kingdom, the electors of Brandenburg being thenceforward better known in
history as kings of Prussia. The further destinies of Prussia belong to universal
history and form no part of the present sketch. As for West Prussia with the Marien-
burg, it remained a part of Poland until the first division of that country in 1772, when
it was reunited with the former East Prussia, then the kingdom of Prussia.

Before continuing our narrative I must make a remark which may interest
readers who are fond of heraldry, and strange to say, is of importance from a Masonic
point of view. It has been stated that the Emperor Frederick IL, in the thirteenth
century, had granted to the Order the privilege of wearing the single-headed imperial
eagle, which continued in use from that time.

Now when Albrecht von Brandenburg made himself Duke of Prussia, he adopted
(or rather retained) this single-headed black eagle, which he placed on a silver (argent)
shield as the armns of the new dukedom. He retained also the colours of the Teutonic
Order, black and white, as the colours of Prussia. Perhaps this was the reason why he
changed the gold shield of the Greal Masters into a silver one, to make the tinctures of
the arms (sable and argent) correspond with the above colours (black and white).
Others maintain that being but a feudatory and not a sovereign duke he was not entitled
to wear a golden shield, but only a silver one. When Prussia was raised to a kingdom
the single headed eagle was royally crowned and bad added to it a sceptre and orb in
the claws and thus it has rematned ever since. It should be noted that the royal Prussian
single-headed black (sable) eagle on a shield argent is not to be confounded with the
single-headed red (gules) eagle of Brandenburg also on a shield argent, nor with the
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single-headed Imperial eagle of the present German Empire having the claws empty, on
a shield, or, with the Imperial crown over its head.

To return to the Prussian single-headed eagle, it was borne by all kings of Prassia,
including Frederick the Great. Neither be nor any other king of Prussia ever bore a
double-headed eagle, nor was the Prussian eagle white. It is an idle tale that the
double-headed eagle used in the A. and A. Rite is commemorative of the arms of
Frederick the Great, who in reality was ncé the founder of that rite, nor of the 33rd
degree. This heraldic blurder alone is sufficient to prove that the whole tale of the
foundation of the 33rd degree by King Frederick the Great of Prussia has no real
historical foundation, but is an invention of persons, who, to say the least, were very bad
historians, were not even clever inventors, and had but little knowledge of heraldry.

Another historical blunder has been perpetrated in the Rituals of a certain degree
of the A. and A. Rite. There a crusade is projected by Frederick II., called the Great,
of Prussia, who lived in the eighteenth century, was a Protestant and a free-thinker,
and who most likely would have laughed at the idea of undertaking a crusade. Perhaps
the inventors of that degree confounded Frederick II, king of Prussia, with the
Emperor Frederick II. of the hoase of Hohenstaufen, who lived in the thirteenth
eentury, and who really was a Crusader. It seems that the inventors of certain
degrees knew little and cared less for the history of Germany, and heraldry. Of
course I do not suggest that the degrees in themselves are valueless in other respects.
I must add that 1 know very well that the double-headed eagle is a symbol of very
ancient origin, but it has nothing whatever to do with Frederick the Great, nor with
Prussia, where the A. and A. Rite was never in existence. Had Frederick the Great
really been the founder of the 33rd degree, it would be most astonishing to find the
A. and A. Rite everywhere outside of Prussia and Germany, but not existing either in
Prussia or other German countries. The obvious reason is that the assertion of the
foundation of the 33rd degree by Frederick the Great is entirely unwarranted.

To return to the Teutonic Order in the sixteenth century. It soon had, quite
apart from Prussia, to suffer another heavy loss. The possessions of the Order formed
twelve bailliwicks, the twelfth of which, called the Bailliwick of Utrecht, had
its property in a part of the Netherlands. As I mentioned in my introduction, the
whole bailliwick of Utrecht embraced the reformed religion in the year 1537, but at the
same time the members maintained and preserved the Order as one of secular Protestant
konights. The official communications with the Roman Catholic headquarters at
Mergentheim were finally broken off in 1619, but the Dutch branch continued to exist
under the protection of the state.

As I have already hinted this affords an interesting instance of a branch of a
half-chivalric, half-monastic Order which had originally been Roman Catholic becoming
Protestant and secular, and continuing to exist after having been severed from, and
ceasing intercourse with, the Roman Catholic centre. This is mutalis mutandis, an
interesting and important analogy for the possible preservation of the Scottish combined
Orders of the Temple and St. John after the secularization of its estates in the sixteenth
century, just as the proceedings of Albrecht of Brandenburg bear some likeness to those
of Sir James Sandilands, at Torpichen, and those of the faithful Teuntonic Knights
repairing to Germany to David Seton’s Chapter. What was possible in the case of the
Dutch bailliwick of the Teutonic Order (i.e. the preservation of the Order as an inde-
pendent Protestant chivalric society, without any connection with the Official Centre
which had remained Roman Catholic and ecclesiastic), was certainly possible in Scotland
and England.
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The Teutonic Order continued to exist in Germany on the original basis, and
even after the loss of the Netherlauds, or rather the twelfth bailliwick, its possessions
were still very considerable, the whole territory covering forty German square miles,
with a population of about 90,000 souls. This territory formed eleven bailliwicks, as
follows:—(1) Alsace and Burguudy, (2) Austria, (3) Of the River Thees (Etsch) and
Tyrole, (4) Of Coblenz on the Rhine, (5) Franconia with the Seat of the Great Master
at Mergentheim, (6) Of Biessen, or Alten-Bisen (Vieux Joncs) near Maestricht in
Brabant, (7) Westphalia, (8) Lorraine, which were all exclusively Roman Catholic,
(9) Hessia, (10) Thuringia, and (11) Saxony, which three bailliwicks consisted mostly
of Knights professing the Evangelical faith. Though Protestants, and permitted to
marry, they were fully recognised by the Roman Catholic Centre and bailliwicks, and
on their part they recognised the authority of the Hoch-und Deutschmeister, and sent
representatives to the Chapters of the Order, in the same manner as the Roman Catholic
bailliwicks. The bailliwicks were at this period governed by Provincial Commanders
(Land-Comthure) and were divided into a number of Commanderies governed by Com-
manders (Comthure).

Little remains to be said about the external destinies of the Order. It enjoyed
great political rights and privileges in the German Empire. The Hoch-und Deutsch-
meister was a Prince of the H.R.E., and even several provincial commanders had seats
and voted in the Imperial Diet. Amongst the Great Masters succeeding Walter von
Kronberg, we meet with scions of the most ancient and proudest princely houses of
Germany. From the end of the sixteenth century we several times find Archdukes of
Austria amongst the Teutonic Great Masters. But in spite of its high and exalted
position and its riches the Order was doomed, and it never again played an important
part in history.

It continued to lead a splendid but not very active life until the beginning of the
nineteenth century, when the Napoleonic wars sealed its fate as they sealed that of
the Order of Malta. Long had the estates of the Order been an eyesore to the German
Princes in whose territory they were sitnated. With the assistance of the Emperor
Napoleon they contrived tp take possession of the greater part of them. All the
territory on the left bank of the Rhine was by the terms of the treaty of Luneville, 1801,
ceded to France,and in consequence the respective princes as well as the Teutonic Order
who thus lost their territories, were indemnified by seculariscd estates elsewhere. The
Teutonic Order also obtained a number of secularised chapters, abbeys and monasteries
as indemnity, in the year 1803.

Of signal importance to the Order however was the treaty of Pressbourg
(Posonium) concluded in 180&, which practically put an end to its independence. By
the terms of that treaty Francis (then Roman-German Emperor as well as self-created
“ Emperor of Austria,”) was invested with the right to appoint some prince of the
Austrian house to the head of the Teutonic Order, whick dignity was to be made
hereditary in the direct male liue of the same prince. As will be seen however the
latter condition was never carried into effect. This Austrian prince was also to enjoy
the revenues of the estates of the Order. Accordingly the Emperor Francis appointed
his brother the ARCHDUKE ANTHONY VICTOR to be Grand Master of the Teutonic Order
and invested him with Mergentheim as a secular and hereditary principality. It is
obvious that by this measure great changes took place within the Order. It was deprived
of sovereignty and independence, as instead of the free election of the Great Master
which had until then prevailed, the chief dignity of the Order was made hereditary in
the house of Austria, and became a sinecure for a younger prince of that house and his
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descendants. This was quite a new creation, and it effected an interruption in the line
of the freely elected Hoch-und Deutschmeisters. That this was so, was felt even by the
Emperor, who accordingly bestowed upon the Archduke Anthony a new title, namely
that of Grand Master (Grossmeister), quite unknown and unheard of in the history of the
Teutonic Order, instead of the time-honoured title of Hoch-und Deutschmeister. This
was done in the year 1806.

Finally in 1809 at Ratisbonne the Teutonic Order was, chiefly by the efforts of
Napoleon, totally and formally abolished. The rest of its estates were given up to the
princes in whobe respective territories they were situated. They had long been eager to
seize them, and that they were now successful was entirely due to the powerful will of
the French Cwmsar. The estates in Austria and Tyrole devolved upon the Emperor
Francis. He bestowed them upon the Archduke Anthony, now ¢ Grand Master of the
Teutonic Order in Austria,” who enjoyed the revenues until his death, in 1835.

By this decision arrived at at Ratisbonne in 1809, the Order ceased to exist,
de facto et de jure. This was the real end of the Order.

The Protestant bailliwick of Utrecht was similarly abolished by Napoleon in 1811.
It was however revived soon after, in 1815, when it was re-established by William 1.,
king of the Netherlands. It was reorganized in 1827, and has been in existence ever
since. Hence it is a direct descendant of the Old Order. The King is the Grand Master
of the Order which consists of a Grand Commander, 10 Commanders, and a body of
Knights. They have to prove nobility for 200 years, and have possession of the
revenues of the bailliwick. There are also ‘‘ expectants ” of the Order who are subject
to the same proofs of ancestry, and are bound to pay a fee of honour (760 florins) to the
Order whereby they obtain the right of promotion to the rank of Knight in due course.

In Austria, however, there was an interval of about thirty years. In 1834-5 the
old Order was re-established in principle and the old Statutes confirmed by the Emperor
Francis. In 1839-40 new Statutes were drawn ap which in 1840 were confirmed by the
Emperor Ferdinand, who meantime had succeeded his father. By these new Statutes
the Order received a new organization in Austria, and was thereby declared to be an
independent chivalric and ecclesiastical institution directly subject to the Emperor of
Austria. The time-honoured title of Hoch-und Deutschmeister was also revived, and it
was enacted that a member of the ruling house of Austria was to join the Order as a
professed knight (hence he was to remain unmarried) and was to be formally elected as
* Hoch-und Deutschmeister” for life, the election being however subject to imperial
confirmation. This is only another form of Imperial appointment. Another younger
imperial and royal Prince was also to join the Order and be elected coadjutor of the
Great Master (cum jure successionis).

On the death of the Archduke Anthony, the ARcEDUKE MaXIMILIAN JOSEPH was
“elected ” Great Master, 1835. He died in 1863. Then ARCHDUKE WILLIAM was
elected. Dauring his Great Mastership considerable alterations were made in the
organization of the Order, especially during the years 1865 and 1871. In 1886 a Papal
breve was issued making important innovations with respect to the Order. We shall
refer to these again in the course of the paper. On the death of the Archduke William,
in the year 1894, his nephew, the Coadjutor ArcuHpuke EUGENE became Hoch-und
Deutschmeister, and he still holds the position.

It may be mentioned incidentally that the modern Austrian branch of the
Teutonic Order has since its establishment, in 1840, down to the present time done good
and charitable work in the interest of suffering mankind. It has founded and maintained
hospitals for the sick and poor, nunneries for the gratuitous instruction of poor girls,
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and other excellent charities. In 1875 it organized a voluntary sanitary service in case
of war, and it has also, in conjunction with the Order of St. John, done signal service to
humanity, by tending the wounded in nearly every war which has since been waged
in the East of Europe.

With this I close my sketch of the history of the Teutonic Order, and before
going further and giving details in regard to its organization and its old Ritoals, I must
make a few remarks which from various points of view, especially from a Templar
standpoint, I believe to be of importance.

I am neither an Austrian, nor a German, nor a Roman Catholic, and therefore I
am able quite impartially and without prejudice to consider the whole question, and I
believe every impartial student if reviewing the important events which took place in
the history of the Order in the nineteenth century, will agree with me that from a
strictly historical and legal point of view the branch at present existing in Austria cannot
be considered a real continuation of the Order, which was officially abolished in 1809, nor
the Austrian Hoch-und Deutschmeisters created after 1835, the real successors of those
whose line came to an end in 1804, 1809, or even let us say 1835. The Austrian branch
is from every point of view a new ereation, being, at best, linked to the old Order by
very slender threads.

I must refer to two different opinions on the subject, viz.:—(1) German (not
Austrian) writers generally close the history of the Order at the official abolition in 1809.
In their opinion the reorganized branch of Austria is a new institution, a representation
or imitation of the old Order, but not the real one nor even its direct continnation. I
believe this view to be perfectly correct, and I consider that the Germans are the best
judges of this their national Order of Chivalry, of its history, and of all matters con-
nected with it. (2) Austrian writers on the contrary, in giving the history of the old
Teutonic Order, pass silently over the official abolition in 1809. Some it is true briefly
mention it, others do not even say a word on tho subject, but on the other hand claim
to establish an uninterrupted line of the Hoch-und Deutschmeisters, from Walter von
Kronberg down to their time. The interval of 1805-1809 to 1835-1840 is simply ignored.
They only mention the Archduke Anthony as the eighteenth Hoch-und Deutschmeister
(and not as *“ Grand Master’—Grossmeisier) reigning from 1804 (not 1805) to 1835,
as if nothing extraordinary or remarkable happened during this most important period, and
by so ignoring this fatal gap they simply continue the line as follows:—Nineteenth
Hoch-und Deutschmeister, the Archduke Maximilian, 1835-63, twentieth Hoch-und
Deutschmeister, the Archduke William, 1863-94, twenty-first Hoch-und Deutschmeister,
the Archduke Eugene. Of course on paper all this looks most simple and incontestible.
Then the Austrian official and semi-official sources merely state that the Order was
reorganized in 1839-40, but they pass over in silence the most important point, namely,
how and by whom this reorganization was effected. It is of course of the very greatest
importance to know who formed the reorganized Order. Were they Knights regularly
professed and created according to the regulations of the old Order? One is curious to
know whether in 1839-40 there were still alive Knights of the Teutonic Order created
prior to 1809, and if so whether it was they who formed the stock of the revived
Austrian branch? If so, how many of the old regularly created Knights joined the’
new Order? Did they form a legal *“ quorum " ? And after the abolition of 1809 were
they entitled to represent the old but abolished Order and to act in ifs name and on its
behalf and to claim for a new institution, called into life by an Imperial edict, the right
of being considered the lineal descendants of the Old Order, and if they did so upon
what authority they acted ?
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The whole point as to whether the present Order is actunally the continuation of
the old one hinges upon all these gquestions, which are and must be left open for
discussion. But on these the Austrian sources and authors so far as they are generally
accessible are absolutely silent, and every serious and honest historian or man of law
will consider such silence significant and characteristic.

That the Teutonic Order in Austria succeeded in securing the archives of the
old Order; that they drew up new statates on the basis of the old ones; that they
assumed the time-honoured clothing and crosses; and adopted the ancient rituals of the
old Order, weigh but little in the scale of historical truth.

It is not my object to enter into further details on the question, but as will be
seen hereafter, it is important to state the facts.

T may add that nearly the same is applicable to the question of the continuation
of the Roman Catholic Order of St. John. When some writers claim that this Order
ceased to exist after the loss of the island of Malta and the death of the Grand Master
Hompesch, they are in some respects and to some extent correct. The election of the
Emperor Paul of Russia as Grand Master by a small number of Knights was quite
irregular and illegal. The legality of the succeeding Grand Masters who could not be
elected by a lawful representation of the Order and who were appointed by the Pope, is,
to say the least, disputable, and so also is that of the succeeding Lieutenants of Grand
Mastership, elected by the Council of the Order. Then came the re-establishment of the
Grand-Mastership by a Papal breve, and an edict of the Emperor of Austria.

The same may also be said in reference to different branches of the Order of St.
John, whether Protestant or Roman Catholic, which after the abolition of the old Order
and confiscation of its estates were often after long lapses of time re-established by the
respective sovereigns and so obtained royal recognition. I have shewn elsewhere that
the Protestant branch of Johannite Knights of Prussia is a new Royal institution and
has no direct connection with the old Bailliwick of Brandenburg.

In Spain the Order of St. John was likewise made a Royal Order, the Knights
Being appointed by the King, who had made himself its chief. The ancient chivalric
Orders of Alcantara, Calatrava, St. Iago de Compostella and Monteza in Spain, and
those of Christ (the continuation of the Templars), and of Avis in Portugal, became
secularized, and their estates were confiscated. The Grand Mastership of the Orders
was vested in the Crown, and in consequence these once proud Orders descended in
course of time to the low level of simple Royal Orders of decoration, some being bestowed
upon non-Christians. In all these cases one may reasonably ask whether the Orders,
having made such essential modifications, are in fact the actual Orders whose names and
ingignia they have taken ?

If one carefully follows up the different phases of evolution in connection with
the re-establishment of Ancient Orders of chivalry, one may and indeed ought at each
step to ask the question, “ On what authority was this or that done?” If we take this
course we shall see matters in a different light. Thus it is quite clear that the declara-
tion of a pope or sovereign to re-establish such an Order and reccognize a new creation
ag its continuation does not settle the matter, nor does it mean much from a strictly
historical or legal standpoint. Not even a royal or papal word is able to give new life
to a corpse or a mummy! History teaches us what official abolitions, restorations and
recognitions are really worth, as we have just seen in the history of the Teutonic Order,
and many other instances might be quoted to the same effect. I will only mention a
few remarkable cases which may not be generally known to English readers.
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(1). “Avostoric KiNG or HuNGaRY.”

As an historical fact, the Hungarian kings from A.0. 1000 down to the middle of
the eighteenth century never officially used the title of ‘“ Apostolic Kings.” Unofficially
however, the term was sometimes used, and this appellation was traditionally based
upon a pretended bull of Pope Sylvester II., issued A.0. 1000, when this Pope sent a royal
crown to Stephen, the first Christian King of Hungary (afterwards canonized). The
original of the papal bull in question has nof been preserved, but the wording of it was
(or is said to have been) discovered and produced and reproduced long afterwards (say
the sixteenth or seventeenth century). But even such wording does not contain any
mention of the title of Apostolic King, much less its being conferred upon Stephen and
his snccessors. Perhaps this may be considered by some an argument in favour of its
authenticity. According to the text in question the Pope states in terms of praise that
Stephen has performed Apostolic work in preaching Christ, and converting the heathen
Hungarian people to Christianity.

For that reason the Pope transfers his (the Pope’s) Apostolic rights with respect
to the Church in Hungary upon Stephen and his successors who are to be crowned with
the crown sent by the Pope. As an outward sign, Stephen and his successors were
granted the right of having carried before them “the cross, the sign of Apostleship”
(crucem, Apostolatus insigne). So much for the wording of the ball. Supposing it to be
genuine, the inference seems logical that the Kings of Hungary by virtue of their
Apostolic rights, which they continually exercised and carefully maintained against
Papal preteusions, were incidentally and unofficially called *“ Apostolic Kings,” although
the bull does not confer such title expressis verbis, and althongh the Hungarian kings did
not use the title officially in any documents or privileges which they issued. Finally,
Queen Maria Theresa (also Roman Empress) expressed (optimd fide) the desire to have
the title confirmed, and accordingly Pope Clement XIII. solemnly confirmed, A.p. 1758,
by virtue of the bull of Sylvester, the titleof “ Apostolic King of Hungary " for her and
her successors on the Hungarianthrone, and since that date only the Apostolic title has been
and is officially used by the Kings of Hungary and the countries of the crown of St.
Stephen.

But now comes the point of my argnment. Recent researches have made it
probable, or at least possible, that the wording produced was a clerical fabrication of a
much later date, not older than the fifteenth, or possibly even the sixteenth or seventeenth
century. It is most likely that Pope Sylvester really issued a bull in the year 1000,
when sending a royal crown to Stephen, but it does not follow that it was worded as
stated. Hence it may be that the papal confirmation of 1758 was based upon a document
which possibly never existed at all, or the wording of which did not exist, or at all events
of which no authentic copy was in existence, the copy produced being of doubtful
authenticity.

On the other hand, however, it must be stated as an bistorical fact that the
Hungarian kings did exercise exceptional rights in ecclesiastical matters, and
energetically maintained them at different times against the pretensions of the Holy
See. Also the custom of carrying the Apostolic (double) cross before the King was
continnally and is until now observed from very early times, possibly even from the time
of St. Stephen himself. The Apostolic double cross (argent) on a shield (gules) became
also the Royal Arms of Hungary, and combined with other heraldic devices ever formed
and still forms an essential part of the arms of the realm.

I may add for the information of those interested in Heraldry, that amongst other
Kings the liberal minded and most energetic King Matthias Corvinus successfully
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defended the rights of the Hungarian crown (as exercised since St. Stephen) of conferring
archbishoprics, bishoprics and other ecclesiastical benefices. In one of his dispates with
the Holy See, A.0. 1483, he even threatened to sever from Rome altogether rather than
give up the rights of the Hungarian crown and nation. He expressed that intention by
using the phrase that he would sooner * triple the double cross of the realm " than
consent to the ecclesiastical benefices in Hungary being conferred by the Pope. I will
quote the passage at length in its mediseval Latin :—* Pontifex debet scire, quod gens
Hungarica crucem illam duplicatam que insigne Regni nostri est, velit libentius triplicare,
quam in id consentire, quod beneficia et preelaturs ad jus Coronse spectantes, unquam a
sede apostolicd conferantur.” This was really a noble and regal speech, which secured
the desired result. There was no need for carrying out the menace, as the Pope gave in,

2.—THE RovaL HuNGARIAN ORDER OF St. STEPHEN.

The above-named Queen Maria Theresa of glorions memory, decided as sovereign
of Hungary to found a special Royal Order of Merit. This was done in A.p. 1764, and
in order to give it additional splendour the Queen, at its formation, annoanced that it
was intended as a re-establishment of the Order of the Knights of St. Stephen, which
had existed in Hungary centuries before. It is noteworthy that the eighteenth century
chroniclers, especially the official ones, always call the Order the revived or re-established
Order of St. Stephen, whilst modern (even official) sources simply state that the Order
was founded by Maria Theresa, in the above-mentioned year. This Order is a very
high political Order, is very sparingly conferred, and only npon persons of very high
social or official position and high merit. Its Grand Cross ranks equally with the
highest Orders of foreign states, and hence is conferred upon foreign sovereigns also,
His Most Gracions Majesty King Edward VII. being for instance a Grand Cross of the
Royal Hungarian Order of St. Stephen. -

3.—THE RovaL Bavarian OrpeR oF St. GEORGE.

This is also one of highest distinction. The foundation of this Order by Charles
Albert, then Prince Elector of Bavaria, A.p. 1729 (afterwards Charles VII., Roman
Emperor) was also declared to be a re-establishment of the old Medieeval chivalric Order
of St. George of the fifteenth century, which had been long extinct at the time of the
new foundation at the beginning of the ‘eighteenth centary. The Order has very
interesting ceremonies and Rituals of reception, in full medieval costume and armour.

4.—ARCHDUKES OF AUSTRIA.

In the fourteenth century a Duke of Austria surprised the world by assuming the
quite unique and never heard of title of “ Archduke” (Archidux) by virtue of a privilege
which was said to have been issued by the Emperor Frederick Barbarossa in favour of
Henry (formerly Margrave) afterwards created Duke of Austria by the same Emperor,
A.p. 1156, This document, the so-called Privilegium Fridericianum Majus (so termed
in distinction to another privilege of Emperor Frederick which is called Privilegium
Fridericianum Minus) proved to be a forgery of the fourteenth century dated back to the
twelfth century, but in spite of that the title was maintained, recognized, and afterwards,
A.n. 1453, extended to all members, whether male or female, of the Austrian House.

Many other similar instances might be quoted from the histories of the different
nations, These few will however at present suffice, and we may therefore return to our
original subject.
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In summing up what has been said, we arrive at the following conclusions. In
nearly every case of re-established and officially recognised Orders the question of
legality of succession is doubtful and the historical connection between the old and the
new Orders, if any, is at the best a loose and disputable one. All in fact rests here upon
shifting ground. It is of great importance to impress this especially upon those who
may not have a full knowledge of such matters and who easily take the outward
appearance for the real thing, and may be imposed aupon by statements which seem
rock-founded if viewed from afar, but which Fata-Morgana-like vanish, as one comes
nearer to them.

But the points are of greater importance when one has in view the vexed question
of the connection of the present British Orders of the Temple and Hospital with those
of bygone days. If we critically view the different phases of evolution of a number of
Orders, officially abolished, then partly reorganized, re-established, revived, and officially
recognised, in fact, patched and glued aud pasted together, we shall at once see the
question of a possible connection of our Orders with the old Chivalry of the Temple
and St. John, in a different and more favourable light. If other Orders have been able
to produce—with respect to an uncontested, indisputable, and legitimate descent—so
very little evidence which really stands the tests, it is but fair that some indulgence
should be extended to our case also. Why call upon us to produce full documentary
evidence for a succession which has never been interrupted, if such evidence is not
demanded from, nor produced by other Orders, which often proudly and boastfully
pretend to a lawful succession not because they are able to prove it, but only because
the all-covering cloak of Royal or Papal recognition has been thrown over them.

The argaments which may be brought forward by us ¢n favcur of our connection
with the old Orders, are really neither worse nor weaker (rather the contrary) than the
claims and pretensions of other Orders, chiefly based upon official re-establishment or
recognition. I believe we might say much in favour of our descent, not only of greater
historical value than all their pretended proofs, but which would form a more solid
ground than that upon which they stand.

The links which in all probability (and as I believe in all certainty) connect us
with the medigval Orders are in many respects much stronger and more valuable than
theirs. Apart from other matters, I would particularly call attention to our gem, to
wit : our old Ritual, a part of which is undoubtedly of most ancient origin, and formed
the basis of a medimval ritual. This for reasons which I shall mention hereafter could
not have been invented in later times, nor could it simply have been adopted en bloc by
a society of much later origin, because it was strictly kept secret by its original authors
and owners, never divulged, never written, but handed down orally from one generation
to another in legitimate succession. It may be admitted that alterations took place in
course of time but this does not affect the point. I can seeno probable way, (not even an
illegal one) by which such ritual could have been transmitted and come into the
possesion of a society of, say the seventeenth or eighteenth century, if the latter was not
a legitimate or at all events a genuine and real offspring of the former. I canuot see
where a fault can be found in this simple chain of thought and fact. I shall refer tothe
question again, but now I need only state my belief that these rituals are of the greatest
historical value, much more so than a heap of docaments of doubtful origin and doubtful
acquisition. At any rate they form a stronger evidence than the official galvanising of
mummies into pretended life or the creation by official declaration of new institutions
which may not have any connection with the old ones from which they claim to derive
their origin.
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In my opinion the proof from these ancient rituals of the connection of old and
new Orders is not merely a proof by deduction, but rather one by induction, as the ritnals
themselves are in many respects as good evidence as docaments. Again, is any one
entitled to say that the Cymric tales of Peredwr ab Ewrac, or Wolfram’s Parcival
(twelfth century) which I shall show in another chapter contain matter connected with
our Templar ritual, are not mediseval documents ?

I propose in my next paper to give some additional particalars of the organization
of the Teutonic Order, and also some information concerning its old rituals which are
preserved and practised up to the present day, nnd are of special interest to every Knight
Templar and every Templar student.

(To be continued).

Nore.—A small error crept into the introduction to my paper, 4.Q.C., vol. xvii.,
page 215. Lines 3 and 4 should read “ The learned prelate, Kerchelich, who lived in
the eighteenth century,” etc.

This does not in any way alter the conclusions which I drew from the passage
quoted.

L.pe M.



FRIDAY, 4th MAY, 1906.

HE Lodge met at Freemasons’ Hall, at 5 p.m. Present—Bros. G. L. Shackles, W.M.;
Rev. Canon J. W. Horsley, Gr.Chap., I.P.M.; J. T. Thorp, P.A.G.D.C., S.D. as 8.W_;
W. Watson, Stew. as J.W.; W. H. Rylands, P.A.G.D.C,, Sec.; Dr. W. Wynn Westcott,
P.G.D., P.M.; and W. J. Songhurst, Asst. Sec. and Librarian,

Also the following members of the Correspondence Circle—Bros. T. Cohu,

P.G.St.B. as I.G.; C. L. Mason, O. H. Bate, P.Dis.G.W., South Africs, E. Div.;

A. G. Boswell, G. Robson, W. Wonnacott, H. N.James, A. C. Mead, H. C. Nelthorpe,

L. Harding, J. J. Dixon, O. F. Bergann, W. B. Hextall, H. B. Watson, 8. Walsh Owen,

D. Bock, J. W. Dring, J. P. Simpson, G. H. Luetchford, R. G. Hammond, H, Ddrvaldt, S. Meymott,

E. H. Dring, H. Guy, A. E. Bernays, W. H. Brown, J. A. Richards, R. J. Harrison, J. T. Moar,

W. R. Poole, T. E. Shuttleworth, J. G. Ellis, W. 8. Boteler, F. Kessler, J. Anley, jun., I.. Danielsson,

A. E. Krauss, F. R. Heath, Major J. Rose, W. Fisher, F. Mella, A. Simner, P.A.G.D.C.; H. Hyde, and
P. R. Simner.

Also the following visitors—Bros. T. S8tokes, P.M., Lion and Lamb Lodge No. 192; C. H. Watson,
Queen’s Westminster Lodge No. 2021; W. A. Todd, Shadwell Clerke Lodge No. 1910 ; C. F. Hooper,
Marine Lodge No.232; and H. P. Waller, P.M., 8t. Martin’s Lodge No. 2455.

Letters of apology for non-attendance were received from Bros. R. F. Gould, P.G.D.;
W. J. Hughan, P.G.D.; H. le Strange, Pr.G.M., Norfolk; G. Greiner, A.G.8.G.C.; J. l’..Rylands,
E. Macbean, E. Conder, jun., H. Sadler, Gr.Tyler; T. B. Whytehead, P.G.S.B.; 8ir Charles Warren,
P.G.D.; Admiral Sir A. H. Markham, P.D.G.M., Malta; Dr. W. J. Chetwode Crawley, Gr.Treas, Ireland ;
L. A. de Malczovich, F. J. W. Crowe, P.G.O.; W. M, Bywater, P.G.S.B.; F. H. Goldney, P.G.D.;
8. T. Klein and E. Armitage, P.D.G.D.C.

Seven Lodges and seventy-seven brethren were admitted to the membership of the Correspondence
Circle.

The W.M. proposed, and the 8.W. seconded, as joining members of the Lodge :

Bro. JorN PercY SimpsoN, (B.A. Oxon, 1884) 4, New Court, Lincoln’s Inn.  Solicitor. Initiated
in the Caveac Lodge No. 176 in 1890, P.M. Exalted in the Caveac Chapter No. 176 in 1899, P.Z.
Masonic writings :—* The Origin and History of an old Masonic Lodge.” *Moses Mendez, Grand
Steward, 1783;"” * Old City Taverns and Masonry ;’’ read at the Quatuor Coronati Lodge recently : and

Bro. EpMunp Hunt DriNg, Cadeleigh, Guildersfield Road, Streatham Common. Publisher.
Initiated in Lodge of Humility with Fortitude, Calcutta, No. 229 (E.C.), 2nd December, 1889. Exalted,
Yerburgh Chapter, January, 1904. Member of the West Kent Lodge, 1297. Joincd the Correspondence
Circle in January, 1899. Masonic writings :—* The Naimus Grecus Legend.”

A vote of congratulation was passed to Bros. Canon J. W. Horsley, Sir R. Biddulph Martin,
E. A. Ebblewhite, A. Burnett Brown, W. Lawrance, G. P. Parker, W. J. Kipps, and G. M. E. Hamilton,
on their having received Grand Lodge honours at the Grand Festival held on the 25th of April last.

The W.M. then announced that at the Committee meeting which had just been held, Bio. Rylands

had resigned his office of Secretary of the Lodge, and Bro. W. J. Songhburst had been appointed in his
place.

The W.M. proposed that a very hearty vote of thanks be accorded to Bro. Rylands for the
eminent services rendered by him during the past five years. This was seconded by the acting S.W.
and carried with acclamation.

Bro. W. J, Songhurst was then presented and invested as Secretary.
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EXHIBITS.

By Bro. R. J. SHEPPARD, Parsonstown, Ireland.
An intercsting Collection of Masoxic CERTIFICATES and other documents, as follows : —

Printed Circular, Grand Lodge of Ireland, 19th Febrnary, 1841, for delivery of list of members
to Clerk of the Peace.

Blank printed Certificate, with wax seal of Grand Encampment, Birr, No. 163.

Clearance Certificate of Mark Master Mason, Royal Standard Lodge No. 39, Halifax, Nova
Scotia, to Thomas Duffy, 18th September, 1823.

Ditto, Lodge No. 306, Banagher, to John Longworth, 12th May, 1800.

Blank Ditto, Lodge No. 163, Birr.

Printed Circular, Grand Lodge of Ireland, 3rd June, 1824 (removal of inderdiction).
Clearance Certificate, Lodge No. 258, Carrickfergus, to William Talbot, 20d December, 1796.
Ditto, Lodge No. 233, Ballinrobe, to William Lynd, 24th June, 1779.

Ditto, Lodge No. 307, Roscrea, to William Martin, 4th February, 1822.

Ditto, Lodge No. 874, Athlone, 4th May, 1801,

Ditto, St. Thomas's Lodge, No. 268 (No. 200) Muirkirk, to William Paxton, 19th September,
1849 (engraved).

Ditto, Lodge No. 306, Banagher, to James Batler, 12th May, 1800.

Ditto, Lodge No. 233, Ballinrobe, to Bro. Patt McLearin, 4th June, 1799.

Ditto, Lodge No. 329, “ Two Paralells,” 58th Regiment to Richard Plasted, 11th June, 1804,
Ditto, Lodge No. 357, Roxburgh, to Joseph McQuone, 3rd October, 1793,

Certificate, Grand Lodge of Ireland, to Valentine Fitzgerald (Lodge No. 677), 6th
November, 1804.

Ditto, Grand Lodge of Ireland, to John Curragan (Lodge No. 116), 6th February, 1814.
Ditto, Grand Lodge of Ireland, to Rev. John Carroll (Lodge No. 163), 20th June, 1822,
Ditto, Grand Lodge of Ireland, to William Larkin (Lodge No. 946), 12th June, 1827.

Certificate, No. 61, Halifax, Nova Scotia: ‘“according to the Union established in London,
27th December, 1813,” to Thomas Duffy, August 4th, 1823 (T. Harper Invt. et delint). (J. Hennerley,
sculp.).

Clearance Certificate, Lodge No. 136 (formerly No. 191), English Constitution, 19th Regiment,
to George Walker, at Valenciennes, France.

Certificate, Knight Templar and K.M., Lodge No. 895, Irish Coustitution, 71st Regiment to
Thomas Henissey, 15th April, 1817, at Norrent-Faute, France.

Ditto, Grand Chapter Royal Arch, etc., Lodge No. 893, Irish Constitution, 71st Regiment, to
Thomas Henissey, 15th April, 1817, at Norrent-Fante, France.

Ditto, K.T. and K.M., Lodge No. 163, Parsonstown, to John Hawksley, October, 1836.

MS. Summons to Divine service, festival, and dinner, St. John’s Day, 27th December, 1817
(Birr Lodge).

Printed list of meetings, in 1819 (Blue Masonry, R.A., K.T.). Lodge No. 163, Birr, and
dispensation No. 17.

Printed list of Prince-Masons, April 20th, 1840.

Two rhyming excuses for non-attendance, by William Wallace, 1827.

Silver Engraved Jewel, originally the property of T. Holdford, of Lodge No. 410. The shape ia
similar to No. 1, on page 69, 4.Q.C., vol. xvii., but in design it iz almost identical with the diamond
shaped jewel illustrated in vol. xi., p. 137, which curiously enough belonged to a brother of the same
Lodge No. 410.
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By Bro. WaLter C. Fox, Sheffield.

APRON, printed from an engraved plate. It originally belonged to Bro. Godfrey Fox, initiated
January 12th, 1803, in the Britannia Lodge No. 189 (now No. 139) Sheffield. Bro. Fox was 54 years
of age at the time of his initiation, and he is registered as No. 49 on the roll of members. He
continued a member until his death in 1832. He was appointed in January, 1812, as Scribe of the R.A.
“ Encampment,” at Sheffield, and continued to act as SBucretary of the Chapter until October 17th,
1824, after which the Chapter did not meet again for 16 years. During the interval he died. Bro.
Fox had been created Liberty Bailiff, in 1791, by the then Duke of Norfolk. The actnal plate from
which the apren is printed was discovered by Bro. J. T. Thorp, at Hinckley, Leicestershire, in 1904, and
was exhibited at this Lodge, 4th March, 1904 (See 4.Q.C., vol. xvii., p. 36).

By Bro. CHARLES STEVEXs, London.
WINE GrAss, engraved with Masonic emblems.

By Bro. Rev. T. W. Lexon, D.D., Bude, Cornwall.

Large Silk HaNpkxrcHIEF, printed in black, with a great number of emblems apparently
referring to the Craft only. Presented to the Lodge.

By Bro. W. 8. LixcoLn, London.
CERTIFICATE, issued by Lodge Fortrose (Stornoway) No. 104 (8.C.) formerly No. 135, on 3rd
November, 1846, to Bro. William Henry Willoughby. An endorsement certifies that Bro. Willoughby

‘““ entered as an associating member ” of the Fort William Lodge No. 43 (8.C.), on the 7th April, 1847,
and that ‘‘ he was passed as a Past Master of same Lodge.”

Two APRONS belonging to same brother. The older one is made of twilled linen, bound and
ornamented with light blue watered ribbon. In the centre are two columns, surmounted by an arch,
in which are the square and compasees over three steps.

The second Apron is of leather, bound with light blue watered silk, and is, practically speaking,
the English Master Mason’s apron of the present day.

By Bro. W. JorN SoxaHugsT, London.
Two LARGE APRoNS, printed on silk from engraved plates.

Corper ToBAcco Box.

These have been identified as belonging to the Society of Old Friends, which appears to have
been started in Mile End about the year 1825. It subsequently moved to Pim!lico, and at one time
thers wera probably a dozen Lodges meeting in various parts of London. One of these was in existence
at No. 14, 8t. Martin’s Lane, down to about eight years ago, and another met at the Rose and Crown,
in Cleveland Street, as late as 1902. The Society appears to have worked four degrees, which are
indicated on the aprons by the four designs at the corners of the aprons, as well as by the four rungs
of the ladder. There is little doubt that the small brass figure exhibited by Bro. Sydney R. Clarke, on
the 8th November, 1904 (See 4.Q.C., vol. xvii.,, p. 221) is also a relic of this Society. Presented to
the Lodge.

By Bro. J. T. THorp, Leicester.

APRON, printed from a plate engraved by R. Newman.

ENGRAVED StMMONSES to the Grand Festival at Freemasons’ Hall, London, on April 30th, 1828,
and April 20th, 1829.

By Bro. GEOrGE RoBson, London.

A pair of Razors made by Joseph Elliott, of Sheffield. The blades are handsomely decorated
with Masonic emblems.

By Bro. HENRY SaDLER, London.

MEeDAL, struck to commemorate the laying of the foundation stone of Edinburgh Exchange, in
1753 (H.Z.-C., 382).

A vote of thanks was proposed by Bro. Rylands and seconded by Bro. Watson to those brethren
who had lent objects for exhibition, and also for the donations to the Library and Museum.

In the absence of Bro. HucHAN, Bro. the Rev. CANoN J. W. HoRsLEY read the following paper :~—
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A UNIQUE ENGRAVED LIST OF LODGES,
‘*“ANCIENTS” A.D. 1753.

BY BRO. W. J. HUGHAN, P.G.D.

HE Irish Grand Lodge in England, styled the *“ Ancients,” is considered
to date from 17th July, 1751, and was the third organization of the
kind formed in this country; the first being the original Grand Lodge
of A.p. 1717, the second known as the Grand Lodge of All England, at
York (1725-1795), the fourth the Scottish Grand Lodge in London
(1770-5), as lately discovered by Bro. H. Sadler, and the fifth the York
Grand Lodge in the Metropolis (1779-1789), five in all.

As to the third, Dr. W. J. Chetwode Crawley declares that Bro. Sadler ‘ has
demonstrated the true origin of the Grand Lodge of the Antients, aud showed its close
connection with Irish Freemasonry.” This view of the matter is now generally accepted,
but in a “Dafence of Free-Masonry,” a.p. 1763, it is stated that the brethren were
chiefly * Natives of Ireland, assisted by some honest Yorkshire-men ”; so that the same
opinion was held about a century and a half ago; but subsequently overlooked until
recent years.

It has generally been assnmed, however, that these brethren did not assemble in
Lodges prior to the year 1751, but the *“ Rules & Orders to be Observ’d By the Most
Aucient and Hon"!¢ Society of Free and Accepted Masons,” agreed to 17th July, 1751,
rather suggest a prior origin. Past Masters were permitted to represent Masters or
Wardens in their absence, and members of “ a regular Lodge of Ancient Masons, who
had been Regularly Install'd” were allowed to attend the ‘ Monthly Committee”
(evidently additional to the Lodges which started the Grand Lodge in 1751). It is
scarcely likely that some eighty brethren refrained from meeting in Lodges until 17th
July, 1751; but the point need not be discussed now, though such an enquiry would
doubtless prove very interesting.

It is not easy now to decide when the title of York Masons was first used by the
‘“ Ancients.” In 1751 the term is not met with in the Rules, etc., and I think it likely
that the unaunthorised use of the prefix may be credited to Grand Secretary Dermott;
who would not have utilised that honoured name had the Grand Lodge of 4/l England
been active in A.p. 1752-3. At least I think not.

With respect to the Lists of Lodges assembling under the denomiuation of
*“ Ancients,” they begin in 1751. On July 17th of that year, in *“ Morgan’s Register,”
is the premier Record consisting of 10 and 9 Lodges, in the first and second portions
respectively. List ii. has 30, and List iii. contains Nos. 2 to 64 iuclusive, but there are
several vacancies. According to Bro. John Lane’s ‘ Handy Book to the Lists of
Lodges " (1889), in 1751, there were six active Lodges, in 1752 the number had
increased to 13, in 1753 to 28, and to 30 in 1754.

This invaluable Register was compiled by Bro. John Morgan, the predecessor
of Laurence Dermott. The latter was elected Grand Secretary on 5th February, 1752,
when he was in his 31st year, having been born 24th June, 1720, and initiated in 1741 ;
80 that these Compilations were the work of the two Grand Secretaries, 1751-4.
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Until quite recently no other Lodge-Lists of the *“ Ancients " of that period were
known, but early this year Bro. W. John Songhurst (P.M. in 2076) became the fortunate
purchaser of an engraved List of 1753, which is not only unique, but is a little gem of
great value and interest. He has, in the kindest manner, made it over to our Library,
so we may well congratulate ourselves on being the possessors of this great curiosity.
These engravings will bear comparison with the finest of the kind published by the
“ Moderns,” from 1723 to 1778.

It is very strange that no account has ever appeared of this special List, of such
beanty and excellence, either in the minuates or accounts of the Ancient Grand Lodge, or
in any other way; its advent being wholly unexpected and a great surprise to us all.
The List is a real work of art, and consists of nine engraved plates, numbered 1 to 9
inclusive, the first page being as follows: —

“ To the R* Worshipful
Masters, Wardens & Brethren
of the
Regular York Lodges
of

Free and Accepted
Antient Masons
Loundon
This List (according to
their seniority & Constitutiou :)
is most humbly Dedicated
by their most Obedient Serv*
and faithfal Brother
Lau. Dermott, Sec.”

The dedication is arranged within a handsome design, baving a number of Tools
artistically grouped at foot, and the words below

‘“ Engrav'd & Publish’d by Bro® Evans

in Bear Street Leicester Fields ”

“ Anno Dom. 1753. According to Act of Parliamt. Anno Lap 5753.”

On page 2 are two pretty designs, dividing the page equally, having the first
portion devoted to the *“ Grand Committee, behind the New Church in the Strand. First
Wednesday in every Month”; the sign at the Head being that of the  Five Bells.”
Unfortunately someone has added to the contraction “ N°” the figure 1 in ink, which in
the original was left blank ; doubtless waiting until times were ripe for the chartering
of the “ Grand Master's Lodge,” following the example set by the Grand Lodge of
Ireland in 1749,

The second portion relates to Lodge No. 2, with a space left, for the “M.W.W.”
(i.e. Master and Wardens), having the Sign at the top, and then the place and day of
meeting, with the number and date of constitution across the head of the elaborate
enclosure, each of the latter, as with all the others, being of a different design, two on a

page.
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N° 2 Cons? July 17% 1751 Church Court, Strand, 2! & 4 Wednesday
(* Thistle and Crown ')
N° 3 ’ do. St. Paul's Church Yard, 1** & 31 Tuesday
(““ Crown ™)
N° 4 do. Shear Lane, Temple Bar, 2¢ & 4 Tuesday
(“ Temple & Sun’)
N° 5 do. Ludgate Hill, 29 & 4 Thursday
(“ Horse Shoe ™)
N° 6 do. In the Strand, 1* & 3¢ Monday

(*“ Brown Bear')
N° 7 Cons?Jany 29t 1752 Wyche Street, 2¢ & 4 Thursday
(* Angel™)
N° 8 Cons? Jany 30th 1752 Bishopgate Street Without, 2¢ & 4 Tuesday
(“ Vernon™)

N° 9 Cons? June 12t* 1752 Church Court, Strand, 2¢ & 4 Friday
(* Thistle § Crown’’)

N°10 Cons? Septr 15t 1752 Bishopgate Street without, 1® & 3% Tuesday
(¢ Vernon™)

N°11 Cons? Novr 13t 1752 on the Broadwall, Southwark, 2¢ & 4'* Monday
(““ Mitre)
N°12 Cons? Nov® 14t 1752 Carlisle Arms,Queen Street, Soho, 2¢ & 4t Wednesday

N°13 Cons? Decr 7th 1752 in the Borough of Southwark every Thursday
(““ Marshalsea ")

N°14 Consd Decr 11tt 1752 East Street, Red Lion Square, 2¢ & 4" Monday
(“ Turk's Head ")

N°15 Cons? Jan¥ 9t 1753 Mary Le Bone Street, 24 & 4!t Taesday
(* King’s Head )

N°16 Cons? Jany 10t 1753 Capel Street, 24 & 4't Wednesday
(“King & Queen’)

The place of meeting of No. 4 is stated to be  Shire Lane” in the first MS.
List, and No. 12 was November 4th (nof 14th) A.p. 1752. A new enumeration of 1752
raised the original 8, 9, 11 and 12 to 7, 8, 9 and 10 respectively, the first No. 7 of 29th
July, 1751 and No. 10 of February lst, 1752, being removed from the Roll “for their
disobedience of the 21st Rule of the Grand.”

The ‘ Grand Master’s Lodge,” or a Lodge numbered 1, is referred to in the
minutes of 2nd September, 1756, and 13th March, 1757, according to a memo of my
lamented friend, John Lane, in his working copy of the most valuable * Masonic Records
1717-1894.”

No. 2 was declared vacant in 1783, and allotted in the following year, now the
“ Lodge of Fidelity ” No. 3, which was originally No. 32 of 18th Febraary, 1754. No. 3
ceased to meet soon after the issue of the Engraved List, and the number was subsequently
taken by No. 55 of A p. 1756, being now No. 5 the * St. George and Corner Stone.”
No. 4 held on for some 15 years, and was re-started in 1769, its present name and
number being the ‘ Royal York Lodge of Perseverance No. 7.” No. 5 lapsed about
10 years after its Constitution, then it was revived in 1762 and again fell through, but
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was established in 1769, becoming eventually the ¢ Albion No. 9.” The No. 6 was in a
poor condition, apparently from its origin, as the last entry is dated in August, 1753, so
in 1754-5 the number was transferred to No. 37, which from 1819 has been known as the
“Enoch” No. 11. The 7th of the Engraved List, after some vicissitudes, was obtained
by No. 86, in 1788, for five guineas to the funds of the Grand Lodge, and from 1814 has
been No. 13, its name, the *“ Union Waterloo,” being selected about 1826. No. 8 is the
“ Kent,” so called in 1820, and, probably, is the oldest Lodge of the * Ancients " on the
“ United Grand Lodge ” Register of 1906, by continuity from January 30th, 1752.

The 9th on the List was revived in 1756, then in 1771, and again in 1787, being
really new Lodges in the four instances. It became 17 at the “ Union,” joined the Grand
Lodge of Canada in 1869, and continues as the * Albion No. 2,” under the Grand Lodge
of Quebec. The 10th (original 12) was inactive from 1768, and the number was
bestowed on No. 159, in the next year, being the *“ Royal Athelstan” No. 19. Numbers
11 and 12 were short-lived, but 13 was transferred to No. 64, of A.p. 1757, in 1759,
becoming 23 in 1814, and 22 from 1832, its name, “ Neptune,” having been chosen about
that time. No. 14 was contumacious in 1770, and so was eventually erased and 15 was
given to No. 131 in 1813, thereafter being known as the ¢ Athol,” now 24, Newcastle-
on-Tyne. The * Robert Burns” No. 25 dates from 1810, when it was allotted the
vacant 16, this number concluding the Lodges ennmerated and described in the List of
A.p. 1753.

It is noteworthy that whereas three out of the four Lodges, credited with forming
the premier Grand Lodge, are still on the Roll as Nos. 2, 4 and 12, all the founders of
the *“ Ancients ” ceased to work, their places now being held by later Lodges, which
were granted their numbers.

The first Grand Master was not elected until December 5th, 1753, when ¢ Bro®
Robert Turner, Master of No. 15, was nominated and Unanimously chosen,” but when
the Engraved List was published, a Grand Committee regulated the affairs of the Grand
Lodge. .

How soon it became the custom to publish a printed List of the “ Ancient”
Lodges, it is impossible now to decide. Probably there was not another Engraved List
issued, at all events none have been traced ; but in 1795, Bro. Thomas Harper, Jeweller,
had *“A Calendar or printed List of the Lodges for the current year” for sale at one
shilling each, and a similar notice appears in the Grand Lodge Proceedings, 1796-1799,
but I am not aware that any are preserved. In P. Boyle’s “ View of London und its
Envirouns,” of 1799, I found “ A Correct List of all the Lodges in London according
to the most Ancient and Honourable Fraternity of Free and Accepted Masons ” etc., and
there is also another of the * Moderns ” in the sume volame.

The List of 1804 was printed for Grand Secretary, Robert Leslie, and was also
published in Dublin as a part of the *“ Ahiman Rezon” of the Grand Lodge of Ireland,
reproduced by Dr. W. J. Chetwode Crawley in No. viii. of the most important series of
“ Notes on Irish Freemasonry ” (4.Q.C. 1904), by that gifted Masonic Historian.

There are also the official Lists of 1807 and 1813 in the English ‘ Ahiman
Rezons,” with a separate pagination, the former being also partly reproduced by A. Neil,
Hall, in his *“ Vindication of Masonry,” A.p. 1810.

For fuller information as to all these points, I must refer my readers to Bro.
Sadler’s “Masonic Facts and Fictions,” 1887, and Bro. Lane’s * Masonic Records,
1717-1894,” both being reliable works on the subjeet.
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Bro. J. P. SmupsoN said :—As Bro. Hughan has stated in his most interesting
paper, Bro. Sadler has made the History of the Antients his peculiar study. In his
enforced absence, I am permitted to say a few words on the subject of the paper
before us.

Now referring generally to the Engraved List, [ have little doubt it was designed
by Laurence Dermot himself. He is known to have been a man of taste and experience
in these matters, and I see in the Minutes of the Grand Committee that, in January,
1754, a special Jewel was voted to him for bis many eminent services during the past
year, the said Jewel to be left to Dermot himself to design. The designs in the List
also bear a remarkable resemblance in mauy respects to other engravings in his works.
The Engraver, we see, was Bro. Evans, of Bear Street, Leicester Fields. Who was this
Bro. Evans ? Bear Street is a small street still existing, leading from Cranbourne Street
to the present Charing Cross Road. It takes its name from the Bear and Ragged Staff,
the ensign of the noble families of Neville and Dudley, and in the Vestry Minntes of
St. Martin’s in the Fields for 1677, it is called “ Little Leicester Street alias Bear
Street.”” “The Bear and Staff” Public House is at the corner leading into Charing
Cross Road. The immediate locality was famous in the eighteenth century for Artists
and Engravers. Hogarth was apprenticed to Ellis Gamble, the Jeweller of Cranbourne
Street, and resided, in 1753, in Leicester Fields. Bro. Evans cannot have been an
Engraver of note, as he does not appear in the Directories of Engravers such as Bryan,
or in Walpole’s Anecdotes and the Supplements. Bro. Sadler has, however, found his
name in No. 340 Register A (Antients) “ Evans Jeremiah Engraver ‘ Blue Last’ Bear
Street Leicester Fields.” I then searched the Miiutes of the Grand Committee of the
Antients and found Jeremiah Evans attending on the 4th of April, 1753, at the Five Bells
as the Senior Warden of No. 12, then meeting at the Carlisle Arms, Queen Street, Soho.

The Minutes of the Grand Committee commence in 1752, when they were meeting
at the Griffin Tavern, Holborn, and here on the 5th February, 1752, Laurence Dermot
was elected Grand Secretary. These Minutes of 1752 and 1753 afford much quaint and
interesting reading. They are very impressive in their simplicity and instructive as to
the manners and customs of the eighteenth centnry. Charity is freely dispensed to the
deserving, and misdemeanours are punished. Bro. Mackay for instance, having pretended
to initiate and even exalt to the Royal Arch degree certain persons for the reward of a
leg of mutton, is examined by the Grand Secretary and found wanting. His sole idea
of the Royal Arch apparently being that it had something to do with a rainbow. He
is expelled. Again, a Bro. Moses Willoughby is arraigned for defrauding another
brother of 9s., in respect of a loomb. Alas! Bro. Moses is not penitent, but defies the
Grand Committee, and it is on record that this unworthy brother said that 9s. was of
more value to him than any Society whatsoever. He also is expelled. And so on.
Rough times, Brethren, and rough Masonry, yet none the less I think real and genuine.

I rather wonder that the Grand Committee, or some of the Lodges in the List,
were not meeting in ¥leet Street, at the Globe Tavern or the Green Dragon for instance,
where at that date Irishmen most congregated, and where Goldsmith, Burke, Glover,
Kelly and Macklin gathered their fellow-countrymen around them. However, the
Grand Committee moved to the Temple and Sun, Shire Lane, close by, in June, 1752, a
Tavern then kept by a Bro. Robert Glave.

The question was then being raised as to the desirability of getting a noble Lord
to act as Grand Master, and the Committee approached Lord George Sackville and the
famous Earl of Chesterfield. In anticipation of one of these peers accepting the office,
Bro. Dermot moved on the Gth of December, 1752, that the Grand Committee should
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hold their meetings in future at “The Five Bells,” Strand, as a more fitting place for
the Installation of a Grand Master. The Motion was carried by 16 votes to 11. “The
Five Bells” is the Tavern where the Committce met when this Engraved List was
issued, and the Landlord was a Mr. Richard Huntridge. I have looked in Larwood,
and other authorities, for some explanation of the sign of ‘“The Five Bells,” but
cannot find any. Personally I think the explanation is as follows :—

Before the Reformation and suppression of the monasteries the older and more
respectable Taverns aided in some measure in dispensing food and charity to poor
travellers, and even the neighbouring parishioners, to an extent not sufficiently recog-
nized. The Clergy visited them, and often the Vestry Mcetings were held in them up
to a late dute. These Taverns generally had names of some ecclesiastical significance,
such as ¢ The Mitre,” “The Angel,”” and ‘‘ The Salutation.” The number Five in the
Church of the Middle Ages was a very sacred number, having reference to the Five
Wounds of Our Lord. Hence, I think, we have such names as “The Five Angels,”
“The Five Bells,” etc. Curiously enough, Diprose mentions that in connection with
the Parish of St. Clement Danes there is in the Record Office, Edward VI. (c. Midd.
Roll 34, No. 132), a Deed of Gift by one Thomas Newbrughe, of five houses
in the said Parish to the use of the poor, ‘‘in honour of the five blessed wounds.”
“The Five Bells” stood just on the borders of this Parish, as appears in Hatton’s
“ New View of London,” ¢irca 1692. ¢ This Parish (St. Clement Danes) extends west-
wards to two houses from the Five Bells Tavern.” The Engraved List describes the
Tavern as * behind the New Charch,” that is the Church of St. Mary le Strand built
in 1714. At this Church David Hume says that the Young Pretender on a secret visit
to London in 1751 renounced the Roman Catholic faith. The old Church stood on the
south side of the Strand, and was demolished by the Protector Somerset to make way
for Somerset House. The new Church was built on the site of the famous Maypole set
up there on the Restoration in 1661. Thus the Ship and Fox Tavern is described in
1711 as “ next door but one to the Five Bells Tavern next the Maypole in the Strand.”

I would like to refer to one other Tavern in the List, namely, The Angel
behind St. Clement Danes.” A very old and famous Iun, for in the Plumpton
correspondence we find a Letter addressed on the 6th Febrﬁary, 1503, “ To Sir Richard
Plumpton Kunight being lodged at the Angel Tavern behind St. Clement Danes without
the Temple Bar in London.”

And Bishop Hooper of Gloucester, condemned to death, was lodged there in 1555,
before setting out for Gloucester, where he was burnt at the stake. In the middle of
the eighteenth century it had also a famous ¢ Ordinary ” almost as good as Pontack’s
in Lombard Street, where the charge was £1 1s. 0d., a great price in those days. But
the brethren will scarcely wonder at it when they are told that the Menu boasted such
a delicacy as “an Entree of fatted snails and chickens two hours from the egg.”

Many Coaches started from ‘ The Angel,” and in an advertisement on the 5th
April, 1762, 1 find *“ On Monday will set out from the Angel Inn behind St. Clement
Danes in the Strand a neat Flying Machine on steel springs to carry 4 passengers at 4
o’clock in the morning and goes to Salisbury the same evening, Fare 23%/-.” A crowd
collected to see the start and viewed the first venturesome passengers with contempt
and pity. Contempt I presume for their intelligence and pity for their certain and
untimely fate. Nor were these fears wholly groundless for some days afterwards the
machine I presume skidded going down a hill in Surrcy and landed or rather embarked
the passengers in the safe but soft depository of a village pond.
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I can find but one representation of this old Inn, a rather imperfect print from an
old parish Magazine of St. Clement Danes. The Inn was sold in 1853 for £6,800 and
Daunes Inn built on its site. This has now in its turn been pulled down.

I hope I may be able at some later date to refer to one or two of the other
Taverns in this most interesting Engraved List.

Bro. WonnNacoTT expressed his opinion that there were some grounds for believing
that the Engraved List under consideration, the book plate of Laurence Dermott, and the
sheets of designs of Thomas Chippendale were all probably the work of one hand, or
the production of the same atelier, though, as he had not looked up these evidences for
the purposes of comparison, he could not say at present that the connection of the three
were to be attributed with certainty to one anthor: but when we came to the presnmed
bandiwork of Lauurence Dermott, he thought the evidence of such was not only extremely
weak, but that it would be very difficult to trace these engraved plates of the 1753 list to
him as artist. He (Bro. Wonnacott) was not aware of any similar work of Laurence
Dermott, who, though a man of taste, could not be said to be an aitist or a designer of
applied ornament.

Remarks followed from Bros. SoncaURrsT, HORsLEY, E. H. DrixG and the W.M.

Bro. W. H. Ryraxps proposed a voie of thanks to Bro. Hughan for the interesting
paper, and to Bro. Songhurst for his kindness in presenting the *List” to the Lodge.
This was seconded by Bro. Thorp and carried unanimously.
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THE SEA SERJEANTS.

BY BRO. W. B. HEXTALL.

HIS body appears to have been regarded as pseudo-masonic, and
particalars of it are afforded by ‘“ A Historical Tour throngh Pembroke-
shire, by Richard Fenton, Esq., F.R.S., London, 1811;” a notice
in “The Freemasons’ Magazine,” vol. v. (1858), p. 396; and an
article, signed by Mr. John Parvin Phillips of Haverford West, in
“Notes and Queries,” 3rd series, 11, p. 1, (1862), which scem to
comprise all the materials available. Tradition had it that the

“ Serjeants ' originally sprung from the Knights Templars who, until the dissolution of
monasteries, held the commandery of Slebech, Pembrokeshire, and some of whom then
retreated to the Precelly Mountain in that county, gradually intermarrying with the
families of the local chieftains, their descendants taking part in the Wars of the Roses
on the Yorkist side. Fenton says “ Some trace its origin back so far as to suppose it a
leaven of one of the York and Lancaster factions that, continuing to foment in a few
families, held them together long after the cause of their first union was lost, creating a
kind of Freemasonry, which still caused them, when any great jarring of national
interest took place, to espouse the same party and principles, as in the time of the
Reformation, the Civil Wars, or the Revolution. Whatever was the actual origin, a
revival of the “Sea Serjeants” took place in 1726, when rules and regulations were
drawn up, limiting the number of members to twenty-five. These were gentlemen
belonging to the four maritime counties of South Wales, holding annual meetings which
lasted for several days, at a seaport town, or at one within reach of tidal influence.
They had a form of initiation, and a year's period of probation before admission to the
full degree of Serjeant. The Officers comprised a President, Secretary, Examiner and
two Stewards. When there was a call of the Serjeants, the members attended in coifs
and proper habits of the order: and during the week of the annual meeting, a silver
star, with figure of a dolphin in the centre, was to be worn as a badge upon the coat of
every member. Meetings are recorded at Hubberston, Tenby and Swansea, the last
three being—July, 1760, at Haverford West ; June, 1761, at Cardigan ; and July, 1762,
again at Haverford West. The Presidents were (1) Colonel William Barlow, (2) Richard
Gwynne of Taliaris, who first presided in 1733 and died in 1752, (3) Sir Jobn Philipps,
Baronet, who remained in office during the continuance of the Society, there being no
record of any successor in the chair, and 1762 being apparently the last year of meeting.
Sir John Philipps, in a Parliamentary Candidature at Bristol in 1754, when the
Serjeants were attacked as a political body, spoke of them as being *‘ as good and as
well affected subjects as any in His Majesty’s whole dominions, and whose delight it
always will be to see a great Prince and a free and flourishing People mutually striving
to render each other happy.”

In 1749, a resolution was come to, to elect a Lady Patrouess.

Fenton says that the last surviving member of the Sea Serjeants was Jobhn
Harries, Esq., of Priskilly, “ who died about seven years ago,” (circa 1804): but Mr.
J. P. Phillips, in * Notes and Queries,” writes * Sir Richard Philipps, Baron Milford, of
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the Kingdom of Ireland, was the last surviving member of the Society, and he died
at Picton Castle, 28" June, 1823, in the 83™ year of his age.” Chaloner Smith's
“British Mezzotints Portraits "’ (1884), describes a print by John Faber, jun., of
“ Richard Gwynne Esqr of Taliaris, President of the Society of Sea Serjeants,” dated
1747, showing a decoration on the breast: also another by Faber, dated 1748, of Sir
John Philipps, the inscription giving date of his death as 22nd June, 1764, but
containing no reference to the Order. Faber was himself a Freemason, and dedicated a
print of Frederick, Prince of Wales, in 1740, to, the Grand Master, etc., ““of the Antient
Society of Free and Accepted Masous, and the Master and Wardens of all Regular
Lodges by their faithful Brother and most obedient servant, John Faber.” It is
noticeable, as the first President of the Society was Colonel Barlow—no doubt a local
magnate—that in a list of establishments of the Knights Hospitallers confiscated by
Henry VIIIL at the dissolution of Religious Houses, occurs, ** A House at Slebagh,
Pembrokeshire, granted to R. and T. Barlow. Rental £184 10 11.”

“ The Freemasons’ Magazine” (suprd) states that “ A series of the portraits of
Sea Serjeants exist in an ancient mansion on the banks of Towy, between Llandilo and
Carmarthen.”
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REVIEWS.

FREEMASONRY IN INDIA!

WING to the peculiar circumstances of the case, a complete History of
Freemasonry in India has yet to be writteu; each successive partial
History paving the way for the exhaustive work yet to be compiled.
The pioneer of this most desirable consummation was Bro. D’Cruz, an
initiate of Lodge ‘‘ Humility with Fortitude” (No. 229 from 1863),
Calcutta, in 1858, who did his utmost to discover and make known
particulars respecting the old Lodges, his * History of Freemasonry
in Bengal,” 1866, being the result of his indefatigable labours.

Since then, two other brethren went to work, to supplement, as far as possible,
D'Cruz's researches : Bro. John Lane’s discoveries being enshrined in his great work,
* Masonic Records,” of 1887 and 1895 (1717-1886, and 2nd edit. 1717-1894); and those
of the Rev. Canon Malden’s being embodied iu his ¢ History of Freemasonry on the Coast
of Coromandel,” 1895.

For & time it seemed as if all the evidence obtainable had been utilized, but
happily another zealous investigator has come to the front, and lately published a
most welcome volume entitled

‘“ FREEMASONRY IN BENGAL AND THE PuNian.”’

This most interesting and valuable volume is by the Rev. Walter Kelly
Firminger, M.A.; the Publishers being Messrs. Thacker, Spink & Co., of Calcutta,
(a.p. 1906), who have provided as frontispiece, a reproduction of the painting in the
Freemasons’ Hall, Calcutta, of the Most Noble the MarQuis or DaLuousiEk, Lord Patron
of Freemasonry in Bengal, 1848, the Governor-General, (Grand Master of Scotland,
1836-7).

I am very pleased that Bro. Firminger has entered on a study of all the Existing
Records concerning the Craft in Bengal and the Punjab, for already through his
enquiries, documents have been found which throw considerable light over a period,
hitherto almost unknown to the present generation. It is remarkable how MSS. so
long neglected or unknown, keep revealing themselves to earnest, patient and intelligent
investigators, India being no exception to such an experience, and the result is seen
in the fuller information supplied in this the latest work respecting the Lodges in
the two provinces concerned.

The volume is D’Cruz’s really with valuable additions, and especially aun excellent
Introduction by Bro. Firminger which gives in “a nutshell ” the chief of the
authenticated facts respecting the Fraternity in the two Provinces or Districts; the
remainder of the information being supplied in the succeedin