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Abstract of Procedings

OF

THE GRAND LODGE OF MASSACHUSETTS.

QUARTERLY COMMUNICATION.
MARCH 13, A. L. 5872.

A QUARTERLY COMMUNICATION OF THE M. W. GRAND
LobGE oF MassAcHUSETTS was held at Masonic Tem-
ple, Boston, on Wednesday, March 13, A.L. 5872. A.D. 1872.

PRESENT:

M.W. SEReNO DWIGHT NICKERSON . . . Grand Master.
R.W. PercivaL Lowerr EVERETT . . . . Deputy Grand Master.

R.W. WiLLiam F, SALMON,as . ... . . Senior Grand Warden.
RW. Tracy P. CHEEVER . . . . . . . Junior Grand Warden.
RW. JouN MCCLELLAN . . . . . . . . Grand Treasurer.

RW. CuarLes H. Trrus . . . . . . . Recording Grand Secretary.

RW. CuarLes W. MoorRe. . . . . . . Corresponding Grand Secretary.

RW. DANtEL W. LAWRENCE. . . . . . D.D.G. Master, District No. 1
R.W. CHARLES J. DANFORTH. . . . . . “ “  District No. 3
RW. CHARLES A. WEILCH. . , . . . . “ “  District No. 4.
R.W. Josepn SIDNEY Howe . . . . . . “ “  District No. 6.
RW. HENRY P. PERKINS . . . . . . & “ “ District No. 7
RW. EDWARD J. SAWYER . . . . + . . “ “  District No. 8.
RW. GEorGE E. StACY . . . . . . . “ ¢  District No. 1a.
RW, JAMES UTLEY . . . + ¢« + o + & “ “  District No. 13.
R.W. ABraHAM H. HOWLAND, JR. . . . “ “  District No. 14.
RW., WitiaM T. GRAMMER . , . . . . “ “  District No, 17.

W. REV. JosHUA YOUNG . . « . . . . Grand Chaplain.
W. WiLrLiaM H. CHESSMAN . . . . . . Grand Marshal.
W. Moses G. LYON . . . . « . + . » Senior Grand Deacon.
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W.JoHN VIALL. . . . +« ¢« ¢« « o« « o Junior Grand Deacon.
W. James H. Bouvé . . . . . . « . . Junior Grand-Steward.
W. JosepPH B.KNOX . & + & ¢« o o o & ¢ “ “

W. LovELL BICKNELL . . . . . . . . Grand Standard-Bearer.
W, JoHN M. RODOCANACHI . . . .+ « . Grand Pursuivant.
W. HENRY A. BROWN . . . « + « « & “ “

W. E. DANA BANCROFT . . . . . . » . Grand Lecturer.

W. ALFRED F. CHAPMAN . . ., ¢« « .+ . “ “

BrR. HowARD M. Dow . . . . . . . . Grand Organist.

BRr. FREDERICK A, PIERCE. . . . . . . Grand Tyler.

PERMANENT MEMBERS.
RW. JouNn THEARD . . . « « + + . . . PastGrand Master,

RW., WILLIAMD. COOLIDGE . ¢« « &+ . « » “ “« “
RW.CHARLESC.DAME . . + o « o« o o + % “ “

RW. WILLIAMS. GARDNER . . + &+ « &« o » % “ “
RW. ABRAHAM A.DAME. . . . . . . . . Past Deputy Grand Master,
RW.REv.LuciusRR.PAIGE . . . « + . . + % “ “ “
R.W. GEORGE WASHINGTON WARREN ., . « . * “ “
RW.. MARSHALLP. WILDER . . ¢ o o « o« » % - ¢
R.W. NEWELL A. THOMPSON . « + « o« « o “ “ “
R.W. CHARLES LEVI WOODBURY .+ + + . . . % “ “ “
RW. HENRY CHICKERING . . + + &« + » .+ Past Grand Warden.
RW. WILLIAM SUTTON + . « v « s « & o % “ “
RW, ISAACH. WRIGHT . + « &+ « & « & « % “ “
RW.BENJAMINDEAN . . + « ¢ o o« « o + % “ “
RW. WYZEMANMARSHALL . + « o &« « o o “ “
RW,IVoORYH. POPE . . . v « + + + o« « “ “ “

RW.ELUAHW.BURR . + + & ¢ ¢ o ¢ & & % “ “

The Grand Lodge was opened in-AMpPLE ForM at two
o’clock, . M, with prayer by W. Rev. Joshua Young, Grand
Chaplain.

The records of the Annual Communication of December
last were read and approved. '

The following Brethren were recognized as proxies: —

W. Br. Lucrus W. LoVELL, for Fellowship Lodge, Bridgewater.

W. Br. SAMUEL F. MALBON, for Charles C. Dame Lodge, Georgetown,

W. Br. CHARLES H. ATwoob, for Ionic Lodge, Taunton,

R. W. Br. WiLLiam F. SALMON, for Ancient Landmark Lodge, Shanghai,
China.

W. Br. JAMES J. Russ, for Athelstane Lodgey Worcester.
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W. Br. E. Dana Bancroft presented the following —

PETITION FROM SAINT PAUL'S LODGE, GROTON.

AYRR, Mass,, 33nd JANUARY, 1872,
To the Most Worshipful Grand Master, Wardems, and Members of the Grand

Lodge of Free and Accepted Masons, of the Com alth of Massachusetts :

WE, the undersigned, members of Saint Paul’s Lodge, of Groton,
respectfully represent that during the year 1870, the Lodge voted to
remove from Groton Centre to the village of Groton Junction, being
authorized by its Charter to meet anywhere in the town of Groton,
and said village of Groton Junction being a part of said town of
Groton ; that in March, 1871, the town of Ayer was incorporated ;
that said town of Ayer includes that part of Groton known as
Groton Junction ; that by vote of the M. W. Grand Lodge, Saint
Paul’s Lodge has permission to meet in said town of Ayer until the
Quarterly Communication of the Grand Lodge in March, 187z ; that
it is more convenient for us to hold our Communications where we
are now meeting ; that the best interests of our Institution would be
promoted by being located in said town of Ayer.

We, therefore, with the approbation of the District Deputy Grand
Master, and the Lodge nearest us, respectfully petition your Honor-
able Body that Saint Paul’s Lodge, of Groton, may be empowered -
to remove to, and locate in, the town of Ayer, from and after the
Quarterly Communication of the Grand Lodge, in March, A. L.,
5872. The prayer of this petition being granted, we promise to
continue in strict obedience to the commands of the Grand Master,
and the laws and regulations of the Grand Lodge.

H. W. ELDREDGE, W. M. R. T. BARTLETT.
Davip Cray, S. W, J. E. DICKERMAN,
MowryY LAPHAN, J. W. (P.M.) S. C. RoCKwooOD.
LEwis SANDERs, Tredsurer. J. W. EAsTMAN,

A. S. LAWRENCE, Secretary, WILLIAM F. PATCH,
LuTHER S. BANCROFT, P. M, A. H, Cary, Jr.

A. L. FEsSENDEN, P. M. GEORGE TAFT.

E. DANA BaNcrorT, P, M, S. O. MARSHALL.
HENRY BUTTERFIELD. A. M. Apams, P. M.

CHARLES EMERY.
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DECEMBER 25, A. L. 5871.

At a Regular Communication of St. Paul's Lodge, holden at Caleb Butler
Lodge Room, it was unanimously voted, that the Communications of St. Paul’s .

Lodge be held in the town of Ayer.
' A. S. LAWRENCE,

[L s] Secretary.

AYER, MARCH 12, 1872

At a Regular Communication of Caleb Butler Lodge, held January 29th, 1872,
the following resolution was adopted : —

Resolved, That the petition of St. Paul’'s Lodge to the Grand Lodge, for per-
mission to remove to, and locate in the town of Ayer, be indorsed by the proper
officers of Caleb Butler Lodge.

In witness whereof, I have caused the seal of our Lodge to be affixed this 12th
day of March, A. L. 5872,

Attest,
B. H. HARTWELL,

[ 8] Secretary.

OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT DEPUTY GRAND MASTER,
7TH MAsoNIC DisTriCT, LOWELL, MARCH 1ITH, 1872
70 the Most Worskipful Grand Master of Masons in Massachusetts :
GREETING :
I most cheerfully recommend that the prayer of the petitioners herewith be

granted.
HENRY P. PERKINS,

D. D. G. M. 7th Distract.

On motion it was Poted, That the prayer of the foregoing petition
be granted, and that Saint Paul’s odge be removed to the town of
Ayer.

By-Laws and amendments to By-Laws were presented for
approval from the following Lodges : —

JouN HaNcock, Methuen. STAR, Athol.
Joux CuTLER, Abington. SAINT MATTHEWS, Andover.
CORINTHIAN, Concord. NorroLk UNION, Randolph,

and were referred to R. W. Br. Charles C. Dame, and W.
Brs. Caleb Blodgett, Jr. and D. T. V. Huntoon.

The following petitions for Charters from Lodges under
Dispensation were received and referred to R. W. Br. Ivory
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H. Pope and W. Brs. Charles H. Atwood, of Taunton, and
Henry J. Parker.

PETITION FOR CHARTER FOR HAMPSHIRE-LODGE.

To the Most Worshipful Grand Lodge of Free and Accepted Masons of the Com-

monwealth of Massachusetts.

WE, the undersigned, Master Masons, to whom your Most Wor-
shipful Grand Master issued a Dispensation bearing date of March
2, 1871, empowering us to form and open a Lodge, now, returning
our Dispensation with a record of all our proceedings and our By-
Laws, respectfully pray, if these be approved, for a Charter of Con-
stitution, empowering us, with those who may hereafter join us, under
the name of Hampshire Lodge, of Haydenville, in the town of
Williamsburg, to perform all the ceremonies and discharge all the
duties at said Haydenville, appertaining to Ancient Craft Masonry
in accordance with the Constitutions of the Grand Lodge.

WILLIAM SKINNER. EpwaArp I. MILLER.
ALBERT C. MORTON. JosepH FORSYTH.
CHESTER B. HOSFORD. HENRY M. BREWSTER.
GEORGE MARKS. . THoMAS M. CARTER.
JosepH COURTRIGHT. ANDREW FORSYTH.
Hiram G. HiLL BENSON MUNYAN.
ALonzo S. KiING. SAMUEL C. WENTWORTH.
Morris P. PURRINGTON. FrRED W. CROSSLEY.
EpwiN H. MILLER. FINLEY L. SMITH.

Joun W. WOODWARD. JouN H. STRICKLAND.
JoEL HAYDEN, Jr. CHARLES SHORT.

Joun W. Lyman. ELBRIDGE D. KINGSLEY.
Epwarp C. HOUGHTON. WARNER S. SMITH.
EzBON SHARPE. ELjan H. Luck

ROBERT CARTIER.
HAYDENVILLE, March 7, 5872.

PETITION FOR CHARTER FOR CONSTELLATION LODGE.
To the Most Worshipful Grand Master of the Grand Lodge of Ancient, Free and
Accepted Masons, of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts :
. WE, the undersigned, being Master Masons in good standing, and
having the prosperity of the Craft at heart, having petitioned for and
received a Dispensation, dated February 9, A. L. 5871, and having
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worked one year under the same, complying with all the forms and re-
gulations of the Most Worshipful Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, now
beg leave to return the same, together with the records of our proceed-
ings, and a copy of our By-Laws ; and, if found worthy, we respectfully
pray that a Charter be granted, and that we, with such.others as may
hereafter join us, may be constituted into a regular chartered Lodge
of Free and Accepted Masons, under the name of Constellation
Lodge, of Dedham, in the County of Norfolk, and Commonwealth
of Massachusetts, with full power to perform all the ceremonies, and
discharge all the duties, at said Dedham, appertaining to Ancient
Craft Masonry, which have not been reserved to the Grand Lodge.

FREDERICK D, ELy.
ALoNzO B. WENTWORTH.

THOMAS E. TRAMPLEASURE.

ALFRED ALLWRIGHT.
James H. PRINCE.
CHARLES C. SANDERSON.
Davip L. HopGes.
EDWIN A. Brooks.
SANFORD CARROLL.

D. S. HiLL,

GEORGE M. FARRINGTON.
CHARLES MARDEN.
SimoN B. CORLISS,
GEORGE MARSH.

HiraM HINKLEY.
WiLLiaAM R. RICE
HenrYy W. WooDs,
ALBERT A. MaAY.

JonN BESTWICK, JR.
J. G. TaFT,
ELIPHALET STONE
CHARLES E. LEwis,
FRrANCIS MARSH, JR.
CHARLES S. WIGHT.
GEORGE HEWITT.
JAMES LOWDEN.
HENRY A. ATWOOD,
WILLIAM SANDERSON.
TIMOTHY SMITH,
WiLLIAM G. WARE,
Joun B. FISHER.

P. S. Young,

J. F. WRIGHT.
CoNRAD HILLES,
GEORGE M. BIRD.
J. H. WRIGHT.

DEDHAM, March, 5872,

The Grand Master submitted the following —

QUARTERLY REPORT.

BRETHREN OF THE GRAND LODGE, — Since the Stated Commu-
nication held on the 27th of December last, it has pleased the Su-
preme Architect of the Universe to remove by death two of our Past
Senior Grand Wardens, R. W. William North, of Lowell, who was
Senior Grand Warden in 1860, and R. W. Richard S. Spofford,
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M. D., of Newburyport, who was Senior Grand Warden in 1853.
Both of these Brethren were highly distinguished as men and as
Masons. '

Brother North died at his residence in the city of Lowell, on the
3rd of January, aged 78 years. I attended his funeral at St. Paul’s
Methodist Episcopal Church in that city on the 6th day of January,
accompanied by the following named officers and members of the
Grand Lodge :—

R.W.CHARLESs KIMBALL . . . . . . « Senior Grand Warden.
R.W.TRACYP.CHEEVER . . . . . . . Junior Grand Warden.
R. W. WinsLow LEwis, M.D. . . . . . . Past Grand Master.
R.W.WILLIAMS. GARDNER . . . . + . “ “ “

R. W. JoEL SPALDING, MD. . . . . . . Past Grand Warden.
R W. WILLIAMSUTTON . . . . « « & “ “ “ “

R. W. Joun MCCLELLAN . Grand Treasurer.

. Recording Grand Secretary.

R. W. CHARLES W, MOORE .
W. WiLLiaM H. CHESSMAN .
Br. FREDERICK A. PIERCE . .

R W.CHarLes H. TrTus . . . . . .

Corresponding Grand Secretary.

. « Grand Marshal.
. Grand Tyler.

Our ritual teaches that there is no light in the North ; the North
therefore, we masonically term the place of darkness. But R. W.
Brother William North ¢ was a burning and a shining light” in our,
Order. Throughout his long and a-tive life he has most beautifully
exemplified the character of the true and courtly gentleman, the
sincere and consistent Christiari, the high-minded and honorable
man, the devoted and faithful Mason.

In the case of one who had so long borne these parts in such a
manner as to secure the unbounded respect and love of every indi-
vidual who came in contact with him ; who had been honored with
the rank of Senior Grand Warden in our Grand Lodge ; who had
for years so commanded the mingled respect and affection of his
associates as to be generally known among them by the endearing
title of “ Father,” and whose honored name is borne by one of the
Lodges in our jurisdiction ; in such a case it seemed eminently fit
and proper that the Grand Master should attend in person, accom-
panied by the Grand Officers and as many eminent Brethren, his
associates and friends, as could be assembled at short notice, to
pay the last tribute of respect- to the mortal remains of our dear,
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departed Brother, to follow them to their last resting place, and to
_plant the sprig of acacia at the head of his grave.

Although we must deeply mourn the loss of a Brother endeared
to us by so many years of valuable service and of lovely life, to my
mind the exercises of that occasion had about them an element of
joy and cheerfulness which I have rarely, if ever, known to charac-
terize a funeral ceremony. Our departed Brother had lain him down
in the fulness of years, after little of physical suffering, and the
whole tenor of his life inspired us with the confident conviction,
mingled with a serene joy, that it was well with him. Verily the
sweet remembrance of his virtues shall last until time shall be no
more. May we imitate them ; so that, when our Brethren perform
the same service for us that we rendered him, they may have the
same confident assurance in regard to each and all of us that we
have been received into the Celestial Lodge above, where the Su-
preme Architect of the Universe presides.

Brother Spofford was born May 24, 1787, and died January 19,
1872. I attended his funeral, at his residence in Newburyport, on
Monday, the 22nd of January, accompanied by the following named
‘Brethren : —

R.W.CHARLESC.DAME . . . . . . . . . Past Grand Master.

R. W. CHARLES LEVI WOODBURY . . . . . . Past Deputy Grand Master.
R. W.CHArLESH. TrTUS . . . . . o « « « Recording Grand Secretary.
W. WiLLIAM H. CHESSMAN . . . . . . . . Grand Marshal,

W. ANDREWG. SMITH « « « + « & o 0 os

BR.THOMAS CAHILL &+ + ¢ « o s o » o &

Brother Spofford was a man of very decided and marked charac-
ter and distinguished for curious learning. He had long been an
ardent Mason. Of late years the infirmities of age had prevented
his attendance at Masonic meetings, and he was therefore but little
known to the younger Brethren outside of his own neighborhood,
But when in the vigor of life he was for many years an exceedingly
active and useful member of the Fraternity and to the very last
manifested a strong interest in its prosperity.

On the 29th of December last, I commissioned R. W. Charles C.

Dame, in my stead, to dedicate the new Masonic Hall of Saint
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Mark’s Lodge, of Newburyport. He discharged that duty on the
evening of the 2nd of January, and made due return of the same.

On the 29th of December last, I commissioned R. W. George E.
Stacy, D. D. G. Master of the 12th Masonic District, as my Proxy
to dedicate the new Masonic Hall of Mount Hollis Lodge, of Hol-
liston, which service he performed on the evening of January gth,
and made due return of his proceedings in the premises.

On the 29th of December last, I commissioned R. W. Daniel
Reynolds to instal R. W. William J. Sawin, as D. D. G. Master of
the roth Masonic District. By the return, dated January 17th, it
appears that the service was performed on the 16th of January in
Hampden Lodge, of Springfield.

R. W. Joseph K. Baker, D. D. G. Master of the 15th Masonic
District, commissioned by my predecessor, reports that on the 26th
of December last, he constituted Mariners Lodge, of Cotuit Port, in
the town of Barnstable, dedicated their hall and installed their offi-
cers.

On the 8th day of January, I attended a public installation of the
officers of Mizpah Lodge, of Cambridge, conducted in a very ap-
propriate and impressive manner by W. Henry Endicott, the first
Master of the Lodge.

On the 13th of February, I dedicated the new Masonic Halls in
the city of Lowell, in the presence of Pentucket, Ancient York,
Kilwinning and William North Lodges, all of that city. The halls
are very convenient, well arranged and elegantly furnished. The
services were attended by about five hundred Brethren, and were fol-
lowed by an historical address from R. W. William S. Gardner, of
great interest especially to the Brethren of Lowell. In the evening
an elegant and bountiful collation was provided by the ladies, and
the whole building was crowded with a delighted and delightful
company. I was assisted by

R W. PERCIVAL L. EVERETT . . . . . . Deputy Grand Master.

R W.CHARLES KIMBALL . . . . . . o Senior Grand Warden.

R W, TRACY P.CHEEVER . « . . » . . Jpnior Grand Warden.

R W. WinsLow Lewis, M.D. . . . . . Past Grand Master. |
RW.JouNT.HEARD . . « « ¢« « « « “ o«

R W, WILLIAMS. GARDNER . . « » . » % “« o ou
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R. W. JoeL SPALDING, M.D. . . . . . . Past Grand Warden.

R W. WILLAMSUTTON . + + & & o« &« » % @ “

R W. WiLLIAMF, SALMON ., . . . ., 4“4 “ “

R W.BENJAMINDEAN . . ., . . . . . “ ¢ “
R.W.CHArLESH. Trrus . . . . . . . Recording Grand Secretary.
R. W. CHARLES W, MOORE . . . . . . . Corresponding Grand Secretary.
R. W. HENRY P, PERKINS . . . . . . « D.D.G. M. District No. 7.
R. W. WiLLiAM T. GRAMMER . . . . . . D.D.G. M. District No. 17.
W. WiLLiAM H. CHESSMAN . . . . . . » Grand Marshal,

W. ANDREW G. SMITH,as . . . . . . . Senior Grand Deacon.

W. R. MoNTGOMERY FIELD, @5 . . . . . . Junior Grand Deacon.

BR. FREDERICK A. PIERCE . . . . . . . Grand Tyler.

On the 21st of February, I constituted Phcenician Lodge of
Lawrence, and installed its officers. I was accompanied on this
occasion by —

R. W. PERCIVAL L. EVERETT . . . . . . Deputy Grand Master.

R. W. CHARLES KIMBALL . . . . . . . Senior Grand Warden.
R.W.TRACYP.CHEEVER . . . . . . . Junior Grand Warden.

R. W. WINSLOWLEWIS . . « . . . o . PastGrand Master.
RW.JoHNT.HEARD . . . . . « « &« “ “

R W. WILLIAM PARKMAN . ., . . . . . ¢ ¢ “
R.W.CHARLESC.DaME . . . . . . . “ ¢ “

R. W. JoHN MCCLELLAN . . . . . . o Grand Treasurer.
R.W,CHARLES H. TiTUS « . . . . « . Recording Grand Secretary.
R. W. CHARLES W, MOORE . . . . . . Corresponding Grand Secretary.
R.W. JosepHS. Howe . . . . . . . . D.D.G. M. District No. 6.
R W. WiILLIAM T. GRAMMER . . . . . . D.D.G. M. District No. 17,
W.JAMESE.GALE. . . . . . . . . . PastD, D.G. Master.

W. WiLLiaM H. CHESSMAN . . . . . . Grand Marshal,

W. R. MoNTGOMERY FIELD,as . . . . . Junior Grand Deacon.

BR. FREDERICK A. PiERCE . . . . . . . Grand Tyler.

After the ceremonies, we dined with the Brethren of Phcenician
Todge and a few invited guests, and passed an hour or two very
pleasantly in listening to brief speeches from the Past Grand Mas-
ters.

On the 28th of February, I attended the members’ Quarterly Com-
munication of Robert Lash Lodge, of Chelsea. The pleasures of
the table were greatly enhanced by remarks from five Past Grand
Masters, and the singing of the original songs peculiar to that Lodge.

On the 29th of February, I publicly dedicated the New Masonic
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Hall of Corinthian Lodge, of Concord. An address by Brother
William W. Wheildon, and a collation after the ceremonies, afforded
very grateful food for both mind-and body. On this occasion I was
assisted by —

R. W, PercivAL L. EVERETT . . . . . Deputy Grand Master

R W. WiLLiAM D. COOLIDGE, a5 . . . . Senior Grand Warden.

R W.TRACY P.CHEEVER . . . . . . Junior Grand Warden.
R.W. WinsLow LEwWIS . . . . . . . Past Grand Master.
RW.JouNT.HEARD . . . . . . . “ “ “

R W. JouN MCCLELLAN . . . . . . Grand Treasurer.

R W. CHArRLEs H. TITUS . . . . Recording Grand Secretary.

R. W. CHARLES J. DANFORTH . .

D. D. G. Master District No. 3.

R. W. CHARLES W. MOORE. . . . . . Corresponding Grand Secretary.

R W. CHARLES A. WELCH . .

. D. D.G. Master District No. 4.

W. WiLLiaM H. CHESSMAN . Grand Marshal.

W. ANDREW G. SMITH,as » . « + « Senior Grand Deacon.
W. R. MONTGOMERY FIELD, as e « o+ Junior Grand Deacon.
Br, FREDERICK A. PIERCE, . . . . . . Grand Tyler.

On the 7th instant, I visited Columbian Lodge on the occasion of
the first display upon these walls of the portrait of R. W. William
D. Coolidge, painted by order of that Lodge.

On the 8th instant, I attended the Stated Communication of
Winslow Lewis Lodge, on which occasion the members and many
visiting Brethren bade an affectionate farewell to our R. W. Past
Grand Master Winslow Lewis, who was to sail on the following day
on his fourteenth voyage to Europe.

On the 19th of January I granted a Dispensation, returnable at
the Quarterly Communication in March, 1873, authorizing Elijah
Crosby and twenty-five other Brethren to convene as a regular Lodge
in the town of Chatham, under the name of St. Martin’s Lodge,
and appointed Brother B. D. Gifford to be the first Master, Brother
Harrison Hamilton to be the first Senior Warden, and Brother
Solomon Nickerson to be the first Junior Warden.

On the 1st of March, I granted a Dispensation to Leonard R.
Mitchell and eight other Brethren, returnable at the Quarterly Com-
munication in March, 1873, authorizing them to convene as a regu-
lar Lodge in the town of Maynard (formerly Assabet), under the
name of Charles A. Welch Lodge, and I appointed as the first
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Master, Senior and Junior Wardens, Brothers Leonard P. Frost,
Leonard R. Mitchell, and James L. Phillips.

On the 1oth of January, I commissioned W. Br. H. P. Bourchier,
Past Master of Bethesda Lodge, Valparaiso, to install R, W. George
H. Kendall as Special Deputy for Chili.

On the 18th of March, I commissioned W. Br. 1. B. Eames, Past
Master of Ancient Landmark Lodge of Shanghai, to install R. W.
William C. Blanchard as Special Deputy for China.

I have found it necessary to form a new Masonic District, num-
bered 17. It is under the charge of R. W. William T. Grammer as
D. D. G. Master, and is composed of the following Lodges,
namely, —

HIRAM. . . . . ¢ v 4 4« ¢ ¢« o « » « o Arlington
Pornam . . . . . .. e e e b e e s E. Cambridge.
MOUNTHOREB. . « ¢« ¢« ¢« « ¢« « » » o Wobumn.
MOUNTHERMON . . +« « « « o « « s « . Medford
WYOMING . & . . . & © ¢ s e e s s Melrose.
MOUNT VERNON . . . . . . e o o o s s Malden.
WILLIAM PARKMAN & . « ¢ 4 o o« &« & & & Winchester.
CHARITY . ¢ ¢ v ¢ v ¢ s o o v o o o N. Cambridge.
SIMON W. ROBINSON . . +. &« . + &+ » « . Lexington
GOOD SAMARITAN. . . . . « o« « o o « o« Reading.

I have also made the following transfers : Amicable, of Cambridge-
port, and Mount Olivet, of Cambridge, from District No. 4, to Dis-
trict No. 2 ; Trinity, of Clinton, and Wilder, of Leominster, from
District No. 11, to District No. 7.

During the present year it is my intention to re-district the whole
State. As the Districts are now composed the labors of several of
the D. D. G. Masters are exceedingly burdensome. It will be my
endeavor to arrange so that no District shall comprise more than ten
Lodges and those ip convenient proximity.

I have caused the “ Declaration of the Freemasons of Boston
and vicinity,” presented to the public, December 31, 1831, to be re-
printed, and copies may be procured at cost of the Recording Grand
Secretary. This important and valuable document should be placed
in the hands of every member of the Frateraity in this jurisdiction.

We have received from the publisher, Brother Richard Spencer, of
London, an elegantly bound copy of “ The old Constitutions belong-
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ing to the Ancient and Honorable Society of Free and Accepted
Masons of England and Ireland.” It is inscribed as follows :

“To the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, Boston, U. S., this copy of the Con-
stitutions of the Free Masons is presented in grateful remembrance of services
rendered by several Grand Officers to an only son, during his sojourn at Boston,

in the spring of the year 1863.
yea 3 RICHARD SPENCER, 2. G. Steward,

Grand Lodge of England, 2d Qctober, 1871.”

I shall avail myself of an early opportunity to make our grateful
acknowledgments for this unique and exceedingly valuable volume.

I have been informed that agents have been busily engaged in
different parts of the State in endeavoring to sell a book called
“ Ecce Orienti, or Rites and Ceremonies of the Essenes.” Pub-
lished by M. W. Redding & Co., New York. This work pretends
to give the Masonic ritual by letters and characters. In one instance,
at least, the person peddling this book was a member of a Lodge in
this jurisdiction. I cannot too strongly condemn such trash, and I
strictly enjoin every Brother to do all in his power to discourage and
prevent the circulation of such publications. They are gross cheats
and frauds, and if the Fraternity would let them alone they would
soon die out for want of support. The M. W. Grand Master of
Vermont has recently issued a circular cautioning his Lodges against
such books, and recommending them .to bring to trial and expel
from Masonry any Brethren found circulating them, whether resi-
dents or not. This recommendation meets my hearty approval.

Communications have been received from the following named
Bodies, so called, namely: The “Grand Lodge of British Colum-
bia,” the “ Grand Orient of Brazil,” and the “ Grand Lodge of Utah,”
severally asking- Masonic recognition by this Grand Lodge. I rec-
ommend that these documents be referred to a committee.

Since our last Annual Communication, the portrait of R. W.
William D. Coolidge, Past Grand Master, has been placed upon
these walls at the expense of Columbian Lodge, of which he is a
Past Master. .

The family of R. W. S. P. P. Fay, who was Grand Master in 1819,
have informed me that it is their intention to present to the Grand
Lodge an old}family portrait of that Brother. The committee on

2
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that subject are in correspondenee with other parties which they trust
will result in the securing of the likenesses of several other Past
Grand Masters.

Soon after my installation, complaints were made to me that per-
sons not Masons had in several instances gained admission to our
Lodges. In one case, the individual, taking advantage of intimate
personal friendship, and the confidence resulting from common mem-
bership in the Order of Odd Fellowship, had declared that he was
a Mason, was believed, and, after a very slight examination, admitted.
Sometime during the month of January, I was informed that a person
by the name of John H. Bean, was pretending to communicate the
degrees in Freemasonry to any one who would pay him from five to
twenty dollars. I learned that he had visited several Lodges in
company with some of his pupils, having been vouched for by a
Brother in good standing. Upon inquiry of that Brother, I learned
that he knew this person some fifteen years ago in this city ; that he
had recently called on him and stated that he had been living in
Winona, Minnesota, where he had been made a Mason; that he,
thereupon, proceeded to examine him, satisfied himself that he was
a Mason, and gave him a letter to one of the Tylers vouching for
him. Upon my statement of the reports of his doings, the Brother
expressed great surprise, but persisted in the opinion that the fellow
was a Mason. I immediately wrote to the Master of Winona Lodge
and received a reply by return mail, stating that he knew Bean well ;
that he had never seen the inside of Winona Lodge ; or, as he be-
lieved, of any other in that State ; that some years since he lived in
that town, and travelled quite extensively, offering to make Masons
at any price; that some of his dupes commenced a civil action
against him, on which he was lodged in the county jail, where he was
kept for several months; that on his release he left the State and
had not been heard of until my letter was received. I took such
measures as seriously obstructed his operations, and he soon left for
New Hampshire. I communicated these facts to the M. W. Grand
Master of that State, who immediately issued a circular cautioning
his Lodges against this person.

On account of these and other cases somewhat similar, I deemed
it necessary to issue the following Regulation : —
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GRAND LODGE OF MASSACHUSETTS.

GRAND MasTER’s OFFICE,
BosToN, Feb. 8, 1872.

7o the Worshipful Masters of the Lodges throughout ouy Furisdiction :

Whereas it has been reported to us that in several instances Lodges in this
jurisdiction have been visited by persons not members of the Fraternity, it is
hereby ordered that no one be admitted into any of our Lodges who is not known
tobe a Mason in good and regular standing, unless he is vouched for by some wel
known Brother, or produces the Certificate of some Grand Lodge and passes a strict
examination.

Masters of Lodges are enjoined to enforce this regulation stringently, and to
cantion the Brethren that in order to vouch for any one it is necessary to have sat
in a Lodge with him and to be able to tell the Degree upon which the Lodge was
working at the time.

As an additional safeguard it is recommended that each Lodge keep a Visitor's
Book and require every visitor to register his name before entering the Lodge.
You are specially cautioned not to admit the following named spurious Masons,
to wit,—

Jobn H. Bean, who resides at 93 Leverett street, Boston ; George Downes and
Asa Smith, both of whom are employed in a provision store, No. 66 Leverett
street, Boston. The first named impostor pretends to communicate the Degrees
in Freemasonry to any one who will pay him a small sum of money. The other
two have received their information from him. Too great care cannot be exercised
to shut out such pretenders.

Very truly and fraternally yours,

SERENO D. NICKERSON,
Grand Master.

If necessary, to prevent the admission of such impostors, we must
multiply the safeguards. The attention of the Masters of Lodges is
especially called to the importance of the appointment of competent
Brethren upon committees of examination, which should rarely, if
ever, be conducted elsewhere than in the Masonic apartments, and
always with the utmost dignity and thoroughness.

My predecessor referred to me for decision a case which was pre-
sented for his consideration shortly before the close of his adminis-
tration. Montacute Lodge, of Worcester, expelled from membership

for non-payment of dues, a Past Master, under the following By-
Law: —
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“ARTICLE VIIL.—ANNUAL DUES.

“Sec. 1. Penalties. Every member of this Lodge shall, at the Annua! Commu-
nication, pay two dollars for the support of the Lodge. And every member who
shall neglect or refuse to pay said sum for the space of one year after it shall have
become due, having been properly notified of said fact by the Secretary, shall
cease to be 2 member by vote of the Lodge.”

The same printed notice was sent to him as to other members, re-
citing this By-Law and having at the foot printed items, as follows ; =

“ Brother.
“Your dues for the present year amount to
$ Lodge Dues.
$ Arrearages.
$ Grand Lodge Tax.’

The only difterence between fhis notice and that sent to other
members of the Lodge, was in the figures written against these last
named items. The member was not present. Upon these facts I
rendered the following decision : —

GRAND LODGE OF MASSACHUSETTS.
OFFICE OF THE GRAND MASTER,

BostouN, Feb. 5, 1872,
NELsoN R. Scort, Esq.

Master of Montacute Lodge.

Dear Sir and W. Brother,— Your communication of the §th December last,
in relation to the suspension of W. Brother , has been duly considered and
I am clearly of the opinion that the proceedings of your Lodge were irregular by
reason of insufficient notice to Brother

The action of the Lodge was calculated and intended to deprive the accused
of important and valuable rights and privileges. By the eommon law in such a
case, he would have been entitled to a distinct and specific notice of the time and
place of trial, that he might appear and, if possible, avoid the penalty. Masons
surely should guard each other’s rights even more carefully.

Your By-Law upon this subject requires the Secretary to notify the delinquent
of his neglect or refusal to pay the annual dues for the space of one year, after
they shall have become payable, but it does not require him to notify him of the
time when the Lodge will consider the subject of the enforcement of the By-Law
in his case. The last named proceeding, being in the nature of a trial, should be
clearly and distinctly brought to the notice of the delinquent, in order that he
may excuse and defend himself.
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Your proceedings in the premises having been irregular in this particular, it is
my opinion that the action of the Lodge is void and of no effect, and consequently
that W. Brother is still a member of Montacute Lodge.

Very truly and fraternally yours,
SERENO D. NICKERSON,
Grand Master.

In accordance with this decision the Brother’s name was, by di-
rection of the W, Master, restored to the roll of the Lodge. I
have very carefully considered this opinion both before and since it
was given, and entertain no doubt of its correctness. I believe it
to be the clearest right of every Brother, whether expressed in the
By-Laws or not, to be notified of the precise time when the Lodge
intends to act upon his particular case in the matter of a deprivation
of important rights and privileges. In this case, the Brother had
been liable to this discipline for several years, and there was nothing
in his notice to warn him that the same indulgence would not be
continued. In my judgment, it is no answerto say that the Lodge
acted correctly under the By-Law as far as it goes, and as the
Grand Lodge had approved the By-Laws, therefore their action was
regular. It is not to be supposed that every code of By-Laws is
absolutely perfect and contains every provision necessary to guard
every Masonic right of its members. Whether so laid down or not,
it would seem to be a fundamental principle of Masonic justice, to
say the least, that the Brother should be notified of the precise occa-
sion when the Lodge proposes to take action affecting him person-
ally and individually.

There is reason to fear that this precaution has been neglected
in many Lodges, and that this decision will affect a large number of
cases and bear hardly upon some Lodges. I therefore recommend
that this subject be referred to a committee who shall consider the
propriety of the confirmation by the Grand Lodge of the action of
the Lodges in such cases where the proceedings were otherwise
regular.

One of the most fruitful causes operating to disturb the harmony
of the Fraternity is the admission of rejected candidates by a Lodge
other than the one to which application was first made. It is
becoming a common practice, as soon as a candidate is rejected, for
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his friends to quietly procure the recommendation of six members
as required by the Constitutions, studiously concealing their doings
from the members known, or supposed, to be unfavorable to the
candidate, take the petition to a Lodge in another town where he is
but little known, and by their personal influence force it through. It
is not uncommon for Brethren knowing a candidate to be unworthy
and conscientiously acting upon that knowledge, to receive the first
intimation that their efforts to preserve the purity of the Institution
have been frustrated, upon the application of the candidate whom
they have opposed to visit their Lodge in which he was rejected
only a few weeks before.

The Constitutions require that three of the six members signing
the recommendation shall be the Master and Wardens. This pro-
vision is founded partly on the supposition that they would know
more about the case than private members, and partly on the fact
that it is their official duty to guard the rights of all the members
and to see that no unfair advantage is taken of any of them. It is
charged, however, that these officers have in certain cases assisted
in such secret proceedings as I have described. In my judgment
such recommendations should be granted very rarely and with great
"caution ; only in cases where it is clear that the opposition to the
candidate springs from private and personal motives in no way
affecting his moral character, and even then, it should be confined to
one or two members.

So eagerly are such cases sometimes pushed that the Constitu-
tional provisions are utterly disregarded and even grossly and wilfully
violated. One of your committees has now under consideration a
case in which it is alleged that a Master presented to his own Lodge
an application from a candidate whom he knew to have been re-
iected in another Lodge, concealing that fact and of course present-
ing no recommendation, although he was can:ying on a correspond-
ence with the Master of the other Lodge upon the subject of the
rejection of this very candidate.

A case has recently been brought to my knowledge which I feel
compelled to lay before you. As a general rule, for the promotion
of harmony and the avoidance of scandal, I should settle such
difficulties without troubling the Grand Lodge with them. But the
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Constitutions are so clear in this instance that your interposition
seems to be indispensable.

About a year ago an application was presented to Siloam Lodge,
of Westboro’, and rejected. A second ballot was taken with the
same result. Five other petitions were acted upon and some of the
members retired from the Lodge. The Master then called up the
first petition again and ordered a new ballot which was pronounced
clear. A few days after, one of the members protested against this
action to the Master, but he insisted that it was correct. Thereupon,
the case was reported to the Grand Master, who, through the D. D.
G. Master, directed a stay of all proceedings in the case until further
orders. Two or three months afterwards, at a Stated Communica-
tion, the Master remarked that he had not heard anything more
about the case and that he thought it was about time it was settled.
Accordingly he ordered another ballot, and the candidate was em-
phatically rejected. Soon after, a recommendation was drawn up,
signed by the Master and Senior Warden, and presented to the
Junior Warden, who refused to sign it. - At the annual election the
Junior Warden was chosen Master, and at a Stated Communication
held soon after his installation, the rejected candidate applied to
visit the Lodge, claiming to have been made a Mason in Quinsiga-
mondLodge. The Master refused to admit him, and cited in support
of his position Part IV., Article III., Section 2, of the Constitutions.

He reported the case to me and I immediately issued the neces-
sary instructions forbidding the admission of this individual to the
Lodges. Upon examination of the recommendation, it appears to
have been signed by the Master, Senior Warden, Secretary, two Past
Masters and one other member. Between the signatures of the
Senior Warden and the Secretary, a blank was left against which are
placed the letters J. W. It is clear, therefore, that the parties who
managed this affair, or some of them, knew what the requirements
of the Constitutions were, and deliberately violated them.

Another grave consideration involved in this case, is the fact that
some of these Brethren have knowingly and wilfully disobeyed a
plain and positive order of the Grand Master. '

Both of these offences should be severely rebuked and punished.

The officers of Quinsigamond Lodge frankly admit their error, and
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plead in extenuation that they were working under Dispensation,
and had not had the advantage of any previous experience ; that they
had not become familiar with the Constitutions, and were thrown off
their guard by the fact that the petition was presented by a Past
Master, who should, of course, know what was required, and see that
it was in form. I am satisfied that no wrong was intended on their
part, and that they sincerely regret their irregular proceedings.

The severest censure is due, if the facts are correctly reported, to
those Brethren who have persistently pressed this matter in violation
of the Constitutions, the order of the Grand Master, and the rights
of their Lodge and its members.

The language of the Constitutions is so clear and imperative that
I have considered the case beyond my reach, and that the Grand
Lodge alone could heal this candidate. I recommend that a com-~
mittee be appointed to investigate this case, and that they be in-
structed to consider the expediency of so amending the Constitutions
as to require such a recommendation to be countersigned by the D. D.
Grand Master for the District in which the candidate was rejected.

The Recording Grand Secretary submits the following report of
the receipts and disbursements for the relief of Masonic sufferers
by the fires in Chicago and Michigan : —

To SERENO DwIGHT NICKERSON, Esq., M. W. Grand Master :

The following additional sums have been received for Chicago and
the West, since the report made at the Annual Communication in
December last:—

Lodge. Location. : Amount.
PLYMOUTH . . . . . . . Plymouth (additional) . . . . . . $15 00
PURITAN . . . . . . . SouthAbington . . . . . . . . 6000
FRATERNAL. . . . . . « Hyannis . , . . . . . . . . . 100 0O
RABBONI . . . . + . « SouthBoston . . ... . . .. . 5000

. d box of cloth-
QUINEBAUG . . .« . « & Southbndge{i:“g' o m‘ﬁic&g"m} 33 00

MountHoPE . . . . . , FallRiver . . . . . .. . . . 5000
SAINT JAMES . . . . , » Mansfied ., . . . . .. . . 5000
MONITOR .+ . « « + ¢« » Waltham. . . . . . ., ... . . 10000
UNITED BRETHREN . . . . Marlboro’ (additional) . . . . . . 500

Amount carvied up, $463 oo
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Amount brought up, $463 oo

Mosarc . . . . . . . . Danvers . . . . . « « ¢ o o o 53 00
Ebmor .. ... .. o JamaicaPlain . . . . . . . . . 25 00
Rurar . . . . . . e . Quincy . o o ¢ 0 00 o0 0. 100 00
SAINTBERNARD . . . . . Southbore’ . « . « . 4 . . . . 41 00
$682 oo

One hundred dollars of this has been sent to Michigan, and the
remainder, with the former balance of $17.43, has been sent to
Chicago.

The Brethren in Worcester contributed the sum of $1,902 imme-
diately on learning of the fire in Chicago, and sent it by the hand of
the D. D. Grand Master, R. W. Rev. T. E. St. John.

King Solomon’s Lodge, Charlestown, sent $100 directly to the
Grand Master of Illinois.

Winslow Lewis Lodge, Boston, has contributed $677.10 for the
purchase of jewels, collars, Bible, and working tools, for Blaney
Lodge, Chicago.

Ionic Lodge, Taunton, contributed $200 towards the general fund

raised in that city for Chicago relief.
Amount reported Dec. 13, 1871 . . . . . $5,117 43
“ “  this date . . . . . . 682 oo

“  sent directly from Lodges . . . . 2,879 10
Two boxes clothing, valued about . . . . 225 00

Total amount contributed for Masonic relief . $8,903 53
CHARLES H. TITUS, Grand Secretary.

At the Annual Communication in December, 1869, a petition was
presented from Blackstone River Lodge, soliciting the good offices
of this Body in behalf of Brother Benjamin Booth, a member of said
Lodge, who was then confined in jail at Londonderry, Ireland,
awaiting trial on the charge of murder. The committee to whom
this petition was referred recommended that the Grand Master be
requested to transmit to the Grand Lodge of Ireland official copies
of documents attesting the good character and Masonic standing of
the prisoner while a resident of this State, and to request that Body
to make such use of them as should best aid him.
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At the Quarterly Communication in June, 1870, the Grand Master
reported that this request had been complied with, and submitted
the reply of the Grand Lodge of Ireland, stating that “under the
peculiar circumstances of the case they could not interfere in the
matter.”

Brother Booth was convicted of manslaughter and sentenced to five
years imprisonment. A strong effort was made to secure his pardon,
in which the whole jury joined ; but the government declined to grant
it at that time, although some encouragement was given that it might
be done in future.

A few days since, my attention was called to the matter, and I was
solicited to aid in another effort to secure the restoration of Brother
Booth to his family. Upon examination of the case I came to the
_ conclusion that the killing was a justifiable homicide committed in
self-defence. Accordingly, I wrote to the Grand Master of England
reciting the facts as they had been reported to me, and requested
him to use his influence to have the question of granting a pardon
reconsidered, and, if possible, favorably acted upon. I addressed
my letter to the Grand Master of England, because I thought that
his recent mission to this country and pleasant intercourse with the
Brethren here might inspire him with special interest in the case.
I also availed myself of the opportunity afforded by the intended
visit of R. W. Br. Winslow Lewis to Europe to press the application
more strongly. I placed in Brother Lewis' hands a detailed state-
ment of all the facts, and requested him, if possible, to visit the
prisoner and to plead his cause with the Grand Master and Lord
Lieutenant of Ireland ; but at all events to personally present the
matter to the Grand Master of England and entreat his aid. I
have no doubt that Brother Lewis will exert himself to the utmost to
relieve our distressed Brother, and thus swell the debt of obligation
owing to him from the Fraternity of this jurisdiction and largely
increase (if such a thing be possible) the love and gratitude they feel
for him.

All of which is respectfully submitted,

SERENO DWIGHT NICKERSON,
Grand Master,
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R. W. Br. John T. Heard asked to be excused from longer
service as Chairman of the Committee on Portraits of Past
Grand Masters, as he expected to be absent from the State
during the coming season, and, his request being granted, it
was moved that the Grand Master be appointed Chairman of
said Committee, and the motion prevailed.

The Grand Master announced the following Committees: —

On the decease of R. W. William North, of Lowell, R. W.
Brs. William S. Gardner and Wyzeman Marshall and W.
Br. Horace J. Joslin.

On the decease of R. W. Richard S. Spofford, M. D,, of
Newburyport, R. W. Brother Charles C. Dame, and W. Brothers
William F. Hurd, and J. Warren Lamphier.

The committee to whom were referred amendments to the
Grand Constitutions proposed at the Annual Communication in
December last, made report : —

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON AMENDMENTS.
IN GRAND LoDGE, March 13, 1872.
To the Most Worshipful Grand Lodge : —
THE proposed amendments of the Constitutions referred to the
undersigned, having been duly considered by them, they ask respect-
fully to

REPORT.

The amendment relating to the election of Grand Officers would
make the choice of Grand Treasurer and Recording Grand Secre-
tary depend upon a two-thirds vote. In view of the important duties
devolved upon those officers, rendering the utmost care in their
selection necessary, the committee think that the proposed amend-
ment should be adopted.

The amendment proposed relative to the jewels of Past Grand
officers, should, also, in the opinion of the committee, be adopted.

The proposition relative to the jewel for a Past Warden of a Lodge,
ought, in the judgment of the committee, to leave such past officer
atliberty to wear it or not, at his pleasure. The committee, there-
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fore, recommend striking out after ¢“ Each Past Warden of a Lodge,”
the word *‘shall,” immediately following, and substituting the word
[ may.”

All of which is respectfully submitted.

JOHN T. HEARD,
WINSLOW LEWIS,
J. M. RODOCANACHI.

The report being accepted, the Grand Master submitted the
question, — Shall the proposed amendment to Section 1, Arti-
cle VI,, Part L., to strike out all after the word “ choice,” in said
section, be adopted? The W. Grand Marshal having counted
the votes, reported that one hundred and six had voted in the
affirmative, and none in the negative ; when the Grand Master
announced that the amendment was adopted, the required
majority of two-thirds having voted in favor of the amendment. -

The Grand Master submitted the question, — Shall the pro-
posed amendment to Section 1, Article VIL., Part III,, relating
to jewels of Past Grand Officers, be adopted. The W. Grand
Marshal reported the number of votes in the affirmative to be
seventy-two, and none in the negative ; whereupon the Grand
Master announced that the proposed amendment was constitu-
tionally adopted.

The amendment proposed to Section 2, in the same article,
relating to jewels of Past Wardens of subordinate Lodges, was
not adopted.

On motion of R. W. Brother Gardner, it was, —

Voted, That permanent members of the Grand Lodge shall
be allowed to sit in Grand Lodge without the jewels provided
for in the foregoing amendment until they may be procured.

R. W, Brother Charles Levi Woodbury, proposed the follow-
ing amendment to the Grand Constitutions : — Part I., Article
III., Section 1, to strike out “ 6 o'clock in the evening,” and
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insert “4 o'clock, P. M., or such other earlier ‘hour as the
Grand Master may direct.”

Referred to R. W. Brother William S. Gardner, Brother
Joseph Winsor and W. Brother John Haigh.

The roll of the Lodges was called and the following found

to be represented : —

Aconcagua,
Adelphi.

Amicable,

Ancient Landmark.
Athelstane.
Baalbec.

Belmont.

Blue Hill.

‘Bristol.

Charles C. Dame.
Charity,

Charles W. Moore.
Chicopee.
Columbian.
Corinthian,

Corner Stone.
Dalhousie.

Doric.

Eleusis.

Eureka.

Ezekiel Bates.

Gate of the Temple.

Good Samaritan,
Grecian,
Hampden.

Henry Price.

Hiram (Arlington).
Hyde Park.
Ionic (Taunton).
Isaac Parker.
Joseph Warren.
King Solomon’s.
Konohassett.
Lafayette (Boston High-
lands).
Liberty.
Mariners.
Massachusetts.
Meridian.
Merrimack.
Mizpah.
Monitor.
Morning Star.
Morning Sun.
Mount Carmel.
Mount Hermon.
Mount Horeb (West
Harwich).
Mount Hollis.
Montacute.
Norfolk Union.
North Star.

0Old Colony.
Olive Branch.
Orange.
Palestine.
Plymouth.
Puritan.
Putnam.,
Quinsigamond.
Rabboni.
Rising Star.
Roswell Lee.
Rural.
Saggahew.
Saint Matthew's.
Saint Paul’s (South Bos-.
ton).
Siloam.
Temple.
Tuscan.
Webster.
Wilder.
Winslow Lewis.
William Sutton.
Zetland.

R W. Brother P. L. Everett moved that the several com-
mittees recommended in the Grand Master's address be
ordered by the Grand Lodge ; the motion prevailed, and the
Grand Master appointed the committees accordingly.

On New Grand Lodges, R. W. Brother William W. Baker
and W. Brothers William F. Hurd and John Haigh.
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On Expulsion from Membership in subordinate Lodges, R.
W. Brother William D. Coolidge, and W. Brothers Albert A.
Haggett and Nathaniel Greene.

On Complaint of Siloam Lodge, R. W. Brothers William S.
Gardner and Elijah W. Burr, and W. Brother Horace A. Rich-
ardson.

The Grand Master appointed as Standing Committee on
Proceedings in Trials and Petitions for Healing, R. W. Brothers
Tracy P. Cheever and Edward Avery, and W. Brother Selwin
Z. Bowman. .

The following petition was presented from Blackstone River,
North Star, Doric and Alfred Baylies Lodges, and referred to
R. W. Br. William Parkman, and W. Brs. George F. Homer
and Nelson R. Scott.

To the Most Worshipful Grand Lodge of Free and Accepted Masons in the
Commonwealth of Massackusetts.

The memorial of the officers and members ‘of Blackstone River
Lodge of Blackstone, in said Commonwealth, respectfully represents
that the Order has no regular or definite system of charities for the
benefit of the families of deceased members of the same in this
Commonwealth, except such sum as may be made up by the volun-
tary contribution of members of the particular Lodge to which the
deceased Brother may have belonged.

Your memorialists, therefore, pray that some action may be taken
by this Most Worshipful Grand Lodge, for the purpose of establish-
ing some system, by which the family of a deceased Brother belonging
within the jurisdiction of this Grand Lodge, shall receive either a
fixed sum of money, or an equal sum from every member of the
Order within the jurisdiction of this Grand Lodge, or within certain
districts to be defined by the Grand Lodge. Said money to be
assessed upon members of the fraternity upon the death of a Brother
and paid to his family, or to those dependent upon him.

The petition of Emery Gage, of Athol, for formal healing,
was presented and referred to the Committee on Healing.
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The committee on the amendment of the Grand Constitu-
tions in relation to the Powers of the Board of Directors made
report : —

IN GrRAND LoDGE, March 13, 1872,

The committee, on the powers of the Board of Directors respectfully recom-
mend that Article I, Section 2, Part I. of the Constitutions as printed in the Pro-'
ceedings for the year 1870, be amended by adding thereto as follows, namely : —

“In the absence ot directions by the Corporation, said Board shall have full
power to do and transact any and all business of the Corporation in any way
relating to its property real and personal, but shall not exercise any powers of the
Grand Lodge not expressly given to it, and shall make a full report of its doings
at each Annual Meeting of the Grand Lodge.”

For the committee,
BENJAMIN DEAN,
Chairman.

The report being accepted, the Grand Master proposed the
question, “ Shall Section 2, Article I., Part I, be amended as
reported by your committee?” No votes appearing in the
negative, he declared the Section to be so amended by the
requisite constitutional majority.

The committee on the decease of R. W. William North,
Past Grand Warden, made report.

REPORT ON DECEASE OF R. W. WILLIAM NORTH.

IN GRAND LoDGE, March 13, A.L. 5872,
The committee upon the decease of R. W. William North, of
Lowell, respectfully
REPORT.

That our Brother North was born at Wethersfield, Connecticut, July
I3, 1794, that he was initiated in Seneca Lodge, Torrington, Ct., in
1820, and was Master of the Lodge two years. During a residence
in Great Falls, New Hampshire, he was Master of Libanus Lodge,
in that town, three years. In the spring of 1834, he removed to
Lowell, where he has since continued to reside. In 1845, he be-
came a member of Pentucket Lodge in the city of Lowell, of which
he was Master seven years. He held the office of District Deputy
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Grand Master three years under the appointment of Grand Master
Heard, and in 1861 was elected Senior Grand Warden. He was also
elected a member of the Board of Directors of the Corporation. In
Lodge, Chapter, Council, and Commandery, as well as in the thirty-
two grades of the Scottish Rite, he occupied prominent positions,
and was a zealous co-worker with his companions in every depart-
ment of our Institution.

During the days of persecution through which the Craft were com-
pelled to pass, he remained true and steadfast to his obligations, and
a bold defender of Freemasonry.

In his domestic relations he was affectionate, kind, and indulgent,
In his associations with his fellow-citizens he avoided giving offence,
and constantly labored to contribute to the happiness of others. In
his relations to his Brethren he was kind, conciliatory, fraternal, and
affectionate, and he possessed the respect and love of all the Craft
with whom he came in contact. He was a godly, pious man, whose
life was actuated by religious principles, and whose charity extended
to all mankind. Dearly beloved by those who knew him best, modest
where his own interests were in question, bold in defence of the
right, he lived a pure life and attained a serene old age.

His departure from this world was illumined by that precious light
which made radiant the dark and gloomy passage to the tomb, and
which prepared him for that immortal dawn which was soon to burst
upon his enraptured vision.

His decease occurred at Lowell on the third day of January, 1872,
in the seventy-eighth year of his age. His funeral obsequies were
performed at Saint Paul’'s Methodist Episcopal Church, January 6,
attended by all the Masonic Bodies of Lowell, the M. W. Grand
Master with a delegation from the Grand Lodge, and a large con-
course of his fellow-citizens.

In view of this dispensation of our Heavenly Father, your com-
mittee respectfully recommend the adoption by the Grand Lodge of
the following resolutions : —

Resolved, That by the death of our R. W. Brother William North,
we are called upon to deplore the loss of one of the most faithful and
zealous members of the Grand Lodge, who, by his genial temper
and unvarying courtesy endeared himself to all his associates.
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Resolved, That we will ever gratefully cherish the memory of our
deceased Brother who by his life, devoted to the best interests of
our Craft, by his unswerving integrity, Christian character and un-
sullied name, has done so much to sustain the reputation of Free-
masonry in the community where he resided.

Resolved, That we tender to the family of our deceased Brother
our most sincere sympathy in their deep affliction.

WiLLIAM S. GARDNER,
WYZEMAN MARSHALL,

HoRACE J. JosLIN,
Committee,

The report was unanimously adopted, the Brethren all rising;
and a copy was ordered to be furnished the family of the
deceased Brother.

The committee on the decease of R. W. Richard S. Spof-
ford, M. D., Past Grand Warden, made report

IN GrAND LopGE, March 13, 1872.
REPORT ON DECEASE OF RW. RICHARD S. SPOFFORD, M.D

The committee upon the death of R. W. Brother Richard S. Spof-
ford, of Newburyport, respectfully report.

R. W. Brother Richard S. Spofford, M. D., Past Senior Grand
Warden of this Grand Lodge, was born in that part of Rowley now
Georgetown, May 24, 1787, and died at Newburyport, January 19,
1872. He descended from an ancient and respectable family which
has produced a large number of distinguished physicians, and at
a very early age he showed an aptitude for the profession of medi-
cine which he afterwards followed, and had facilities for cultivating
his taste therefor in the library and instructions of his father, Dr.
Amos Spofford, an eminent physician and one of the founders of
the Massachusetts Medical Society.

R. W. Brother Spofford entered Harvard College in the class which
graduated in 1812. Having completed his studies, finishing his
course of medical study at the Philadelphia Medical College, he re-
mained a shott time at Rowley and then removed to Newburyport,
where he practiséd his profession for more than fifty years.

3
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During his whole life he was a close student, having a predilection
for mathematics and the languages, and at the same time familiariz-
ing himself with ancient and modern literature and science.

Warm and sympathetic in his feelings, generous and unselfish in
his nature, ready to relieve distress when called upon by the rich and
poor alike, quick in his perceptions, ardent in his views, he was a
kind friend, a faithful and patient practitioner, and an instructive
and entertaining companion.

R.W. Brother Spofford commenced his Masonic life while in college,
receiving the three degrees in Amicable-Lodge, at Cambridge, about
the year 1809. The principles and ceremonies of our Ibstitution
were in harmony with his tastes, and he at once applied himself to
its literature and became proficient in its history and traditions.

He received the Chapter degrees in King Cyrus Chapter, at
Newburyport, and the Orders of Knighthood in Boston Encamp-
ment about 1815. A part of the Council degrees were conferred
upon him in this State, and the remainder in Philadelphia, about the
same time. He received the degrees of the Scottish Rite in 1825,
and at the time of his death was an honorary member of the Supreme
Council 33d for the Northern Masonic Jurisdiction of the United
States of America.

He successively held the offices of Worshipful Master of St. John’s
Lodge, at Newburyport, High Priest of King Cyrus Chapter, and
~ Commander of Newburyport Encampment. He was also King of

the Grand Chapter in 1828, and Senior Grand Warden of this Grand
Lodge in 1853.

Through the whole course of his Masonic life, he was true and
faithful to our Institution, and in its darkest hours was ever ready to
maintain its principles and identify himself with those who shrank
not in the hour of trial.

We offer the following resolutions : —

Resolved, That the death of R. W. Brother Richard S. Spofford,
again murnfully reminds us of the rapid changes which time is
making among those who in past years have contributed to honor
and dignify our Order.

Resolved, That while by his death the society in which he lived
has lost an esteemed and valued citizen, and this Grand Lodge one
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of its oldest members, the Masonic Fraternity has lost an intelji-
gent, long-tried and faithful friend.

Resolved, That while we bear in lively remembrance, his enthu-
siastic attachment to our Institution, we will cherish the mzmory of
his bright example t5 encourage us in our future course.

Resolved, That the sympathies of this Grand Lodge, are with the
family of our deceased Brothet in their bereavement.

C. C. Damg,
Wwum. F. Hurp,

J. WARREN LAMPHIER,
Committee.

The report was unanimously adopted by a rising vote, and
a copy ordered to be sent to the family of the deceased
Brother.

The committee on the petition of William H. Coffin, of
Lynn, for formal healing, made report.

REPORT ON PETITION ‘OF WM. H. COFFIN, FOR HEALING.

IN GRAND LODGE OF MASSACHUSETTS,
QUARTERLY COMMUNICATION, March 13, 1872.
The committee to whom was referred the petition of William H.
Coffin, for a formal healing, having considered the subject matter of
said petition, respectfully
REPORT.

That the petition was presented at the Quarterly Communication
of the Grand Lodge held in December, 1870, and was then duly
referred to a committee. The chairman of the committee, unfortu-
nately, never received notice of his appointment ; and the petition
and accompanying papers were lost from official sight until January
of the present year, when, by the diligence of the Recording Grand
Secretary, they w:re discovered and brought to light. In conse-
quence of the public engagements of the former chairman of the
committee, the M. W. Grand Master delegated the duty of investi-
gating the case to another, and your committee now present to the
Grand Lodge the result of their labor.
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From the statement of the petitioner, it seems that on the thir-
teenth day of November, 1865, he applied to Mount Carmel Lodge,
Lynn, for the degrees in Masonry, and that on the eighth day of
March, 1866, his application was rejected. In 1868, he removed to
Wisconsin, and in 1870, made application for the degrees to Brandon
Lodge, No. 144, in that State, was there admitted and received the
degrees. The petition further states, not directly, but by way of
recital, and in such manner as to involve the drawing of the inference,
that at the time of his application he notified Brandon Lodge of his
rejection by Mount Carmel Lodge, and that Brandon Lodge well knew
the fact. The actual language of the petition is as follows: “He,” i.e.
the petitioner, “having first informed them of his relation to Mount
Carmel Lodge in this jurisdiction,” and “ said Lodge,” 7. ¢. Brandon
Lodge, “having a full knowledge of the facts as set forth above.”
He then proceeds to state that he holds a certificate of membership
from said Brandon Lodge, and his prayer is, for a formal healing,
the only reason given for which is that he “is desirous of visiting
the Lodges in this jurisdiction during his sojourn Eastward.”

Among the peculiarities of the case presented by this petition,
perhaps that which first deserves notice, is the absence of any claim
on the part of the petitioner of good faith in thus obtaining his de-
grees in Brandon Lodge, after his rejection by a Lodge under this
jurisdiction. He nowhere pretends that he was ignorant of our
Grand Regulations in this regard ; that he was deceived or imposed
upon by others claming to be wiser than himself; or that, notwith-
standing the irregularity, his motives were pure. On the contrary,
he seems to rely upon the fact of his communication to Brandon
Lodge of the simple statement of his rejection by Mount Carmel
Lodge, and of the subsequent assumption by Brandon Lodge of the
responsibility of conferring the degrees upon him after the knowledge
of such rejection, as a vindication of his own course in thus receiv-
ing the degrees, and therefore as a just foundation for a formal
healing by this Grand Lodge. In other words, if this position can
be sustained, a candidate rejected in this jurisdiction, if he can pre-
vail upon a Lodge in another State to confer the degrees upon him
in violation of inter-masonic law and comity, is entitled to be healed
by this Grand Lodge.
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But your committee are by no means satisfied of the truth of the
statement of the petitioner thus indirectly and incidentally made, to
wit, that he informed Brandon Lodge of his rejection, and conse-
quently that that Lodge knew the fact. Among the papers accompa-
nying the petition is a certified copy under the seal of Brandon
Lodge, of the application of the petitioner for the degrees in that
Lodge. The petition is in the usual form, but it does #nof disclose
the fact of the prior rejection of the petitioner, nor is there in it any
statement by which the Lodge could have supposed that he had ever
before applied for the degrees. Moreover, in a communication, also
under seal, addressed by the Secretary of Brandon Lodge to our
own Recording Grand Secretary, which gives the full account of the
petitioner’s application and reception of the degrees, there is no state-
ment or allusion to the fact that Brandon Lodge, or any of its officers,
or any member had any knowledge of his prior rejection. It, there-
fore, may be fairly considered, that the petitioner, upon whom the
burden ‘of proof lies to establish the fact of this knowledge on the
part of Brandon Lodge, has failed thus to establish the fact. If,
indeed, it were true, then, in addition to the irregularity of the
petitioner’s conduct, the Lodge at Brandon might be justly held
responsible by its own Grand Lodge, upon our complaint, for an
act which would probably prove to be a plain violation of the inter-
jurisdictional law.

As to the character of the petitioner, or his special claims to be
formally healed, nothing appears, or has been shown to your commit-
tee. It is involved in the perplexity of his rejection by Mount Carmel
Lodge and his admission by the Wisconsin Lodge. Your committee
have sought to obtain the judgment of Mount Carmel Lodge, by whom
the petitioner was rejected, and by whom he should be best known,
in regard to his formal healing, and have corresponded with the
Secretary of the Lodge, with a view of obtaining an authenticated
statement of the action of its members upon this question. No
reply having been received, the only inference which your commit-
tee can draw from the silence of Mount Carmel Lodge, is, that it
declines to favor the petitioner’s request.

Itis to be further noticed that the petitioner, whose petition bears
date December 24th, 1870, was then on a visit Eastward, and wished
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to be healed, simply because he desired to visit our Lodges while
on his sojourn here. He is no longer a resident of the jurisdiction,
and has probably, long ere this, returned to Wisconsin. The ques-
tion, whether a formal healing should be allowed by this Grand
Lodge for such a purpose, and to a person thus circumstanced, is
an interesting one ; but, under the views already expressed in this
report, it is not necessary here to consider it. For the reasons thus
stated, your committee respectfully recommend that the petitioner

have leave to withdraw his petition.
TRACY P. CHEEVER,
HENRY ENDICOTT,
GEO. IH. CONN,
Committees

The report was accepted, and the recommendation, that the
petitioner have leave to withdraw his petition, was adopted.

The committee to whom were referred the proceedings of
Star Lodge, of Athol, in the trial of O. C. Knox, made
report : —

REPORT ON TRIAL OF O. C. KNOX.
IN GRAND LODGE OF MASSACHUSETTS,
QUARTERLY COMMUNICATION, March 13, 1872,
The Committee to whom was referred the record of Star Lodge,
Athol, containing the proceedings of that Lodge in the trial of Bro.
O. C. Knozx, have examined the record and respectfully

REPORT.

That the record presents many defects and short-comings when
tested by the requirements of the Grand Lodge in such cases made
and provided. The charge presented is entirely defective in form.
There is nothing in the record to show that the charge was filed in
accordance with the Grand Regulations or that notice of its pendency
was served upon the respondent or upon the members of the Lodge.
Only thirteen members were present at the Special Communication,
held Nov. 20, 1871, when the trial was had, although from the last
returns of the R. W. D. D. G. Master of the District in which the
Lodge is situated, it appears to have a membership of eighty-three ;
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so that upon a matter of such importance as to claim the action of
at least a majority of the Lodge, less than one sixth acted. As
before observed, there is nothing in the record to show whether the
members of the Lodge were or were not notified to attend this trial.
If they were notified, they were entirely negligent in respect to a
grave duty, and deserve the reprehension of the Grand Lodge. If
they were not specially notified, the W. Master and Secretary cannot
be excused for their neglect.
The charge, so far as it may be considered such, is as follows:

“Ata Regular Communication of Star Lodge, September 4, 1871, a committee
was chosen to investigate the reporss in circulation about Br. O. C. Knox, and
having reported at the Regular Meeting, October 2, 1871, that in their opinion
there was sufficient evidence to warrant the preferring of charges of great unmasonic
conduct, inasmuch as he did, on or about the 19th of Julylast, . . . . .

« « « + o . I therefore prefer charges against Brother O. C. Knox for conduct
unbecoming 2 man and a Mason.” !
(Signed), Horace HaprcooD.

Although this recital contains some particulars of the offence
complained of, giving the date and place where it was committed, it
seems to have been founded upon the action of a committee which
had previously been chosen to investigate the reports in circulation
concerning the respondent. This committee, it seems, had found
evidence sufficient to warrant the preferring of a charge against him.
Upon the report of the existence of such evidence, the Brother above
named brought his accusation, which, although informal, may perhaps
in substance, serve the purpose of a ckarge.

But your committee cannot regard the action of Star Lodge in
this case, in appointing a committee to hunt up floating rumors
affecting the character or reputation of one of its members, as proper
orwell timed. There may very probably, at one time or another, be
rumors concerning all, or at least a majority of the members of any
Lodge in the jurisdiction. No man, however pure his life and con-
duct, can expect to escape calumny. If rumor, with her many
tongues, when she shall happen to lift up one of them against a
member of the Lodge, is to be at once followed by the appointment
of a committee of investigation, with the purpose of bringing the
subject of the rumor to trial before his Lodge, we fear that the regu-
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lar Masonic work of our large Lodges would be in danger of suspen-
sion, and that the time of the Brethren would be wholly occupied in
the trial of their companions. There are other more practical and
satisfactory ways of bringing to jusiice a real offender. It is no part
of the duty of a Masonic Lodge, any more than of any other associa-
tion of men, to send out skirmishing pariies to reconnoitre after
evidence to substantiate a r#mor which happens to be floating in the
community. If a Brother has committed an offence for which he
deserves to be tried, it will not be difficult, under ordinary circum-
stances, to secure the evidence needful for his conviction. And if,
through ordinary channels, and by the exercise of that sagacity and
shrewdness which belong to Masons of ordinary intelligence ,such
evidence cannot be obtained, it would doubtless best serve the gen-
eral good of the Fraternity to let the offender escape for the time and
to watch him more closely ever afterward. When an offence has
been committed, let some Brother in interest examine the matter
closely, yet candidly, and bring his charge, with the necessary speci-
fications, dsrectly and upon his own responsibility.

At the Special Communication of Star Lodge, at which the trial
in this case was held, the respondent, through the W. Master,
pleaded guilty of the charges which had thus informally been pre-
sented, waving by this plea the clear advantages, which he might
otherwise have secured by reason of the informalities we have
noticed. The subsequent action of the Lodge was somewhat pe-
culiar. First, a motion was made and carried that the sentence be
postponed for six months. After remarks by several Brethren, a
reconsideration of this vote was moved and the motion carried.
Then a vote was passed #of to expel the respondent. Subsequently,
a motion was put and carried to suspend him, and by an additional
motion the suspension was made indefinite, at which point the
record closes. However commendable may have been the desire 0.
the Brethren of Star Lodge to rid themselves and the Fraternity ot
an unworthy member, we may well hope that more precision of action
and a better conformity to the Grand Regulations and to the princi-
ples applicable to Masonic trials, may be observed, should they,
unfortunately, be hereafter compelled to subject a member to this
discipline. It is useless, and worse than useless, to prescribe forms
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and to erect safeguards for the protection of the rights of respon-
dents, and through them of the rights and interests of the whole
Fratemity, if a Lodge may be permitted, under claim of a rude and
natural justice, to set such forms and safeguards aside. If the
respondent in the present case had not appeared, and by his plea of
guilty justified the action of the Lodge as substantially sound, it
would have been impossible under this record to have approved its
proceedings.

It is, therefore, by looking at the resu/t, rather than at the means
and methods by which it was reached, that your committee recom-
mend the approval of the action of Star Lodge in the premises.

TracYy P. CHEEVER,

SELWIN Z. BOWMAN,

W. FRaANK MULLIN,
Commitiee.

The report was accepted, and the proceedings of Star Lodge
in indefinitely suspending O. C. Knox from the rights and
privileges of Freemasonry confirmed,

The committee to whom was referred the petition of Con-
stellation Lodge for Charter, made report: —

REPORT ON CHARTER FOR CONSTELLATION LODGE.,

IN GRAND LoODGE, March 13, 1872

The committee to whom was referred the petition of certain
Brethren, praying for a Charter, empowering them to form and hold
a Lodge in Dedham, under the name of Constellation Lodge,
respectfully report : —

That they have examined the Records, while under Dispensation,
and the code of By-Laws presented for approval.

The Records have been fully and correctly kept, and their neat ap-
pearance reflects great credit upon the Secretary.

The By-Laws are in accordance with the requirements of the Grand
Constitutions.
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All dues to the Grand Lodge have been paid, and your committee
would therefore recommend that a Charter be issued as prayed for.
Respectfully submitted,
Ivory H. POPE,
HENRY J. PARKER,

CHARLES H. ATwoOD,
Commiliee.

The report was accepted and Charter granted.
The same committee presented the following report on the
petition of Hampshire Lodge for Charter : —

REPORT ON CHARTER FOR HAMPSHIRE LODGE.

IN GRAND LoDGE, March 13, 1872,

The committee to whom was referred the petition of certain Breth-
ren for a Charter, to form a Lodge in that part of the town of Wil-
liamsburg, called Haydenville, by the name of Hampshire Lodge,
respectfully

REPORT.

That they have examined the Records submitted to them, and find
that they have been neatly, — and with some few exceptions, — prop-
erly kept: They have also carefully examined the code of By-Laws
presented, and have suggested such amendments as in their judg-
ment are required, to make them conform to the Grand Constitu-
tions. R '

All dues to the Grand Lodge have been paid, and its requirements
complied with; your committee would, therefore, recommend that
when the alterations, as suggested, are made in the By-Laws, the
prayer of the petitioners be granted.

Respectfully submitted.

Ivory H. PorE,

HENRY ]J. PARKER,

CuarLes H, Atwoob,
Committee,

The Report was accepted and Charter granted.
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The committee on By-Laws presented the following re-
port:—

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON BY-LAWS.

IN GraND LopGE, March 13, 1872.
The committee to whom was’ referred the matter of By-Laws,
report that they recommend that the By-Laws of the following
Lodges, as presented and amended by the committee, be approved.

Joun HANCOCK. Joun CUTLER.
NorroLK UNION. CORINTHIAN.
ST. MATTHEW’S. ORPHANS HoPr. e
ROSWELL LEE, STAR.
CHICOPEE. '
Respectfully submitted,
C. C. DauE,
D. T. V. HUNTOON,

Commilttee.

The report was accepted and the recommendation of the
- committee adopted.
The following committees were granted further time :
On Olive Branch Lodge »s. Blackstone River Lodge.
On Grand Lodge of Italy.
On Order No. 2, passed September 13, 1871.
On Order No. 3, passed September 13, 1871.
On the Grand Master’'s Annual Repert of December 13,
1871,
Atfive o'clock, P. M., the Grand Lodge was closed in AMPLE
Forwm, with prayer by R. W. Charles H. Titus, as Grand Chap-
lain, .

A true abstract from the Records.

Attest: CHARLES H. TITUS,-
Recording Grand Secretary.
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A QuarTERLY COMMUNICATION OF THE Most WOR-
SHIFFUL GRAND LopGeE OoF THE COMMONWEALTH OF
MassacHuseTTs Was held at the Masonic Temple, in the
city of Boston, on the 12th day of Jume, Anno Lucis

5872, Anno Domini 1872.
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M.W. Szzzxo DwienT NICKERSON
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R.W. Joszrr SroNzy Hows . .
RW.Hzxey P. PxRxINS . . . .
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RW. Wniram J. Sawme, M.D. . .
R.W. Rxv. Taomas E. St. Jomx . .
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RW. Jauxs Urrzxr. . . .
R.W. Apzanax H. Homxm, .Tn
RW.Epwarp AvERY . . . . .
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W. Rev. Avoxzo H. Qumxr, D.D. .
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W.Moszs G.Lyox. . . . . .
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W. Hexgy: C. WiLLSOX }

W. Joserr B. Exox
W.LoveiL Bremwmrr . . . . .

.
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. Grand Treasurer.

. Recording Grand Secretary.
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5.
. i «  District No. 6.
. “ «  District No. 7.
. “ “ District No. 8.

. “ ¢ District No. 10.

. “ “ District No.

7

. o ¢ District No.
. “ ¢ District No. 18.
. “ ¢  District No. 14.

. “ “ District No. 16.
. o ¢ District No. 17.

. Grand Chaplain.

. Grand Marshal.

. Senior Grand Deacon.
Junior Grand Deacon.

Junior Grand Stewards.
Grand Standard-Bearer.
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W. Jorx M. RODOCANACHI . i Pursui
W. Hexey A. Brown } ne- G vants.

W. E. DaxA BANCROFT
W. CEpHAS BRrIGHANM g
W. ALrreDp F. CHAPMAN
Br. Howarp*M. Dow. . . . . . Grand Organist.
Bz. FREDERICK A. PrERcE . . . . Grand Tyler.

. . Grand Lecturers.

PERMANENT MEMBERS.

R.W. WinsLow LEwis . . . . . PastGrand Master.

R.W. WoiLiam D. Coorwoee . . . ¢« €

R.W. WrLriaM PAREMAN . . . . & Y] «
RW.CHArLes C. DAME . . . . . ¢ [

R.W. WirLiaM S. GARDNER. . . . « «“

RW.G W. Wagrex . . .. . . . Past Deputy Grand Master.
- R.W. HEXRY CHICKERING . . . . Past Grand Warden.

RW. WiLiaMm W.Baggr . . . . ¢ “ n

R.W. WrLiaM Surton . . . . . ¢ “ «

R.W. WinLiam F. SatmMon . . . . ¢ « “

R.W. SamueL C. LAWRENCE . . . ¢ «“ “
R.W.DaviD W.CRAFTS . . . . . ¢ « «
R.W.BENJAMIN DEAN . . . . . ¢ €«

R.W. WYzZEMAN MARSHALL . . . . “ [0 e
RW.Ivoey H.Pore . . . . . . ¢ (L «
RW.ELwyoaAE W.Bugr . . . . . “ t“

W. ANpREw G. SMire . . . . . Of the Committee on Charity.
W.RM.FrgLp . . . . . . . . & « “ “ c

The Grand Lodge was opened in AMPLE Form, at two
o’clock p.M., with prayer by the Senior Grand Chaplain,
W. and Rev. A. H. Quint, D.D., and singing the follow-
ing bymn : —

Music,— Sasnt Thomas.

Great Source of Light and Love,
To Thee our songs we raise;

Oh, in Thy temple, Lord above,
Hear and accept our praise!

May this fraternal band
" In Faith and Hope be blessed,
In Charity thrice blessed stand,
In purity be dressed.

L
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May all the Sons of Peace
Their every grace improve,

Till discord through the nations cease,
And all the world be love.

The record of the Quarterly Communication in March
last having been distributed to the members in printed
form, the reading of the same was dispensed with, and the
record approved.

The records of the Speclal Communications at Dedham,
April 2, 1872 ; Millbury, April 25, 1872; South Boston,
May 31, 1872, and at Everett, June 11, 1872, were read
and approved, :

Br. Charles W. Ware was reoogmzed as proxy for
Trinity Lodge, Clinton.

The Master and Wardens of Caleb Butler Lodge were
permitted to sit in Grand Lodge without their jewels, the
tame having been destroyed in the recent fire at Ayer.

The Grand Secretary presented By-Laws and amend-
ments to By-Laws from the following Lodges, for ap-
proval : —

Cuirirs Rrver, West Medway. Wzns'rx;z, Webster.

Mooxr Ourver, Cambridge. Harwony, Northfleld.

Robzer Lasu, Chelsea. OLp Coroxy, Hingham.

Dozic, Hudson. PALESTINE, Evetett.

Jomx ABBoT, Somerville. PryMoutH, Plymouth.

Wniux ParxuaN, Winchester.  GRECIAN, Lawrence.

Jomx WarreN, Hopkinton. PaurL Reverg, North Bridgewater,—

tnd they were referred to R.W. Br. Charles C. Dame, and
W. Brs. Caleb Blodgett, Jr., and D. T. V. Huntoon.

The Grand Secretary submitted the following supple-
mentary report in relation to the Chicago Relief Fund : —
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IN Graxp Lopee, June 12, 1872.
Since the last Quarterly Communication, I have received for
the Chicago Relief Fund, from

Warren Lodge, Amesbury . . . . . . « . . . . . . 850 00
Plymouth Lodge, Plymouth (additional) . . . . . . . . g 28

Sent directly from the Lodges to Chicago, and not pre-
viously reported : —

Amicable Lodge, Cambridgeport . . . . . . . . . . . $200 00
Jordan Lodge, Peabody . . . . . . . . . . . . o« . 100 00
Total, not previously reported . . . . . . . . . . . 8353 28
Previouslyreposted . . . . . . . . . . . . .o . 8,903 53

Total amount tontributed . . . . . . . « . . . 89,256 71
Of this sum, there were sent to Michigan and Wisconsin . . $825 00
ToChicago . . . « . . « . « .« . s e e e e e 8,431 71

The sum of $53.28, received as above, was deposited with
the Grand Treasurer, and the Masonic Relief Committee of
Chicago authorized to draw on him for the same.

Respectfully submitted,

Crarres H. Trrus,
Grand Secredary.

A petition was received from William H. Clemence, of
Lowell, asking to be formally healed, and was referred to
the Committee on Healing.

A similar petition was presented in behalf of Theodore
C. Bates,.of Brookfield, and was referred to the same
committee.

A petition was received from several Brethren, members
of Star Lodge of Athol, asking that the action of said
Lodge in voting to remove from its present location to
Athol Depot, be annulled by the Grand Lodge, accompa-
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nied with a remonstrance against said petition; and both
papers were referred to a committee consisting of R.W.
Br. William S. Gardner, and W. Brs. William F. Hurd
and Salmon W. North. :

The Grand Secretary presented a communication re-
ceived from the Grand Lodge of Saxony, and on motion
it was referred to R.W. Brs. Charles Levi Woodbury,
William S. Gardner and Charles W. Moore.

R.W. Br. William.F. Salmon, in behalf of the com-
mittee, submitted the followmg

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON THE PROCEEDINGS OF HENRY PRICE
LODGE IN THE CASE AOl' SETH WINSLOW.
Bostox, June 12, 1872.
To the M. W. Grand Lodge of Massachusetts: —

At the Quarterly Meeting of the Grand Lodge, held Sept. 183,
1871, the following order was adopted : —

¢ Ordered, That a committee of three be appointed, with full powers to
inquire into the proceedings of Henry Price Lodge, in connection with the
rejection of Seth Winslow, one of its candidates; and the authority and
recommendation on which it consented to receive the petition of said
Winslow; and also by whom the alleged forgery in connection with the
certificate purporting to have been granted by the Master, Senior Warden,
Secretary, and two other members of said Lodge to Carroll Lodge, of New
Hampshire, was perpetrated; and to report such further proceedings for
the action of this Grand Lodge as the facts may warrant.”

The committee appointed under said order herewith submit
their report : —

The principal features of the case have been fully set forth in
previous reports to this Grand Lodge, as appears in the printed
proceedings for 1869, p. 176, 1870, p. 154,and 1871, p. 186. The
points left for us to consider, seem to be the authority of Henry
Price Lodge, for receiving and acting upon a petition from a
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candidate who had been previously rejected, and the quéstion of
forgery in the document emanating from members of Henry
Price Lodge, a copy of which appears on page 176 of the pro-
ceedings of 1869.

For the purpose of of)tnining the requisite information, the
M.W. Grand Master, at the request of the committee, issued
formal summons to such Brethren as were considered in posses-
sion of the material facts, all of whom promptly responded at
the appointed time.

The W. Master of Henry Price Lodge, at the time the irreg-
ularities under consideration took place, having removed from
this jurisdiction to a far distant country, could not be reached.

His evidence would undoubtedly be of great value, but prob-
ably could not materially alter our conclusions.

It appears from the records of Henry Price Lodge that Seth
‘Winslow originally applied to said Lodge, February 26, 1868,
and that on the 26th of March, 1868, the committee reported
¢ That they were unable to agree on a favorable report;” a
ballot being taken, he was declared rejected. This application
has been before your committee, and in it are the following
words: “ I have once before applied for initiation.” There is
nothing upon the records of Henry Price Lodge, or in its files
now, to show that the necessary recommendation from another
Lodge accompanied the petition.

The then Secretary of Henry Price Lodge, Br. Charles A.
Winslow, testified that he never knew or heard of Seth Wins-
low’s application and rejection in another Lodge, until before
this committee, and did not know that any recommendation was
needed when the application was received in Henry Price
Lodge.

Br. S. M. Nesmith, a Past Master of Henry Price Lodge,
who proposed Winslow, knew of his rejection by John Abbot
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Lodge, and thought that a recommendation had been obtained,
though he had no knowledge of it.

The chairman of the committee on investigation testified
that the committee knew of the rejection by John Abbot
Lodge, but could not recall the source from which the knowl-
edge came. He made inquiries of influential brethren in Som-
erville as to the cause of the rejection there; did not see or
hear of any recommendation from the officers or members of
John Abbot Lodge, but supposed that the proper officers had
attended to the necessary formalities.

We have the certificates of the W. Master and S. Warden of
John Abbot Lodge for the years 1867 and 1868, stating that
they were never applied to, and never gave any recommenda-
tion or permission for Seth Winslow to take his degrees in any
Lodge whatever.

. On the 28th of April, 1869, Winslow again applied to Henry
Price Lodge. His petition is on file, and in it he states that
‘“he has before applied for initiation.”

On the 25th of August, 1869, the committee on investiga-
tion (having previously been allowed further time) reported
unfavorably, and he was again rejected.

On the 80th of August, 1869, within one week from the time
of the second rejection, Seth Winslow had a certificate, pur-
porting to be signed by the W. Master, S. Warden, Secretary,
and two other members of Henry Price Lodge, granting per-
mission for Carroll Lodge of Freedom, N. H., to confer the
degrees on said Winslow.

The then Secretary of Henry Price Lodge testified that he
wrote the certificate, and obtained the signatures of the
Brethren, but that when it was signed the name of the Lodge
to which it was to be sent was blank; he also’testified, that
being unable to find one of the Brethren whose name purports
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to be signed to said certificate, and feeling confident, from his
interest in Seth Winslow, that if presented to him he would
willingly sign it, he, the secretary, wrote the name of S. M.
Nesmith himself; he further testified that he was unable to find
the J. Warden in time to obtain his signature.

The then J. Warden, and present W. Master of Henry Price
Lodge, Br. Daniel E. Chase, testified that it was his impres-
sion that the certificate under consideration was presented to
him by the then Secretary (he recalling the place and circum-
stances), but as it did not bear the signatures of the W. Master
and S. Warden, he declined to sign it. It was not again
presented to him.

Br. Hayward, whose name appears last, testified that when
the certificate was presented to him, it bore the name of the W.
Master only; that the Secretary assured him that Br. Chase
(the J. Warden) would sign it.

The original certificate given to Carroll Lodge has been dili-
gently sought by your committee, but the most strenuous
efforts of a prominent member of the M.W. Grand Lodge of
New Hampshire have failed to discover it either among the
archives of that Grand Lodge or of Carroll Lodge ; it was seen
by several members of the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire
about the time that a copy was made for a committee of this
Grand Lodge in 1869 ; but since then it has disappeared, as has
also the certificate of Carlisle and Fowler in the same case.

From the evidence received, however, we are satisfied that
with the exception of the one name before referred to, the sig-

" natures upon said certificate were genuine, and the question of
forgery submitted is proved by the admission of the Secretary.

In this connection we would remark that the first application
of Seth Winslow to Henry Price Lodge apparently bears the
genuine signature of Br. S. M. Nesmith as voucher, while in the
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second application the name of Br. Nesmith was evidently
written by the then Secretary.

Br. Nesmith testified before this committee, that he had no
recollection of signing but one petition for Seth Winslow.

At the time the evidence was taken, the two applications had
not been before your committee, and it was then supposed that
but one could be found in the files of Henry Price Lodge.

Having thus briefly stated the facts, we are now called upon
“to report such further proceedings for the action of this
Grand Lodge as the facts may warrant.”

Part IV., Art. 8, Sect. 2, of our Grand Constitutions, treats
of forms and requirements in connection with rejected candi-
dates, and contains the following language : —

“And if any Mason knowingly assist or recommend for initiation o any
Lodge whatever, any candidate rejected as aforesaid, who may not have
obtained & recommendation as before provided, such Mason shall be ex-
pelled from the Institution, or subjected to such other penalty as the
Grand Lodge may see cause to impose.”

In Part IOI., Art. 4, Section 1, we find the following lan-
guage: —

“Whenever a member of a Lodge, or a Brother under this jurisdiction,
shall be accused of any offence, which, if proved, would subject-him to
suspension or expulsion, the proceedings in the premises shall be con-
ducted agreeably to the following rules.”

These rules, for the trial of offending Mas{)ns, are too well
understood to need quoting here, but all apply to the trial and
fixing of the penalty by the subordinate Lodge first, and ap-
proval by the Grand Lodge afterward.

The language of the Section last quoted is ¢ any offence,” and
that would seem to cover any violations of the Grand Consti-
totions, yet the language of the section previously quoted,
seems to vest the matter of punishment for violation of a cer-
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tain rule directly with the Grand Lodge, without the interven-
tion of the regular specified action of the subordinate Lédge.
We will not attempt to discuss what the Grand Lodge can or
cannot do, neither attempt to reconcile this apparent conflict
between different Sections of our Grand Constitutions, leaving
that for those better versed in Masonic jurisprudence than our-
selves. A

‘We would simply say that we hope the day is far distant
when this M.W. Grand Lodge shall feel compelled to deal pri-
marily with an individual member of one of its subordinates,
and equally distant when any subordinate, after due informa-
tion, shall so far forget its duty to the parent body in dealing
with an offending member, as to give cause for the interference
of the Grand Lodge.

Our conclusion, therefore, will be drawn with reference to
this idea, and that provision of the Constitutions which we be-
lieve has been generally, aye, universally accepted and acknowl-
edged in this jurisdiction, as governing in the treatment of
cases for violation of Masonic law or obligations.

The committee of 1871, page 148 of the printed Proceedings,
set forth fully the difference between the  recommendations”
required by the Grand Constitutions and the ¢ permission ”
given by the Brethren of Henry Price Lodge, and we fully
agree with them in condemning the latter as in violation'of our
Constitutions. The Brother who wrote the certificate says that
the form is eimilar to what has been, and is now, in use in
Lodges in his vicinity, and your committee are satisfied from
what they know by personal observation outside the case before
them, that too often a simple permission or waiving of jurisdic-
tion is given and accepted as a recommendation, within the
meaning of our Constitutions.

Most of the Brethren who testified before us were not aware
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of the language of the Constitutions, making a recommendation
necessary. .

The committee of 1871, after quoting certain language of the
Constitutions say : *‘The logical sequence in this case would
seem to be that if the Lodge might not lawfully initiate the
candidate, then it could not lawfully or rightfully entertain and
act upon the petition for initiation.” We concur in their view
of the meaning of the clause, but it is not so explicit in its
reading as to be clear to every one, and we feel confident that
many cases have occurred within the last few years where peti-
tions have been received and acted upon, and the necessary
recommendations filed just before the initiation, and that seems
tobe all that is actually required. We believe that a slight
change of the phraseology, requiring the recommendation to
accompany the petition, will be beneficial.

The difficulties in this case, which has been so long before the
Grand Lodge, seem to have grown, mainly, from a lack of
knowledge, on the part of the Lodge officials, of the provisions
of the Grand Constitutions, and should serve as a warning to
Masters, Wardens and Secretaries in the future, and we trust
offer some inducements for them to carefully study and digest
the Proceedings and Constitutions, which are regularly furnished
to every Lodge each year.

Our conclusions are as folows : —

First, That Henry Price Lodge, throug . :. e ignorance, care-
lessness or fraud of some of its officers, rec:ived the petition of
Seth Winslow, and wrongfully acted upon it, without the recom-
mendation of any Lodge whatever, notwithstanding said Wins-
low stated in his petition that he had once before applied for

initiation.

Second, That certain members of Henry Price Lodge, after
Seth Winslow had been twice rejected, signed a document, in-
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tending to favor his receiving the degrees in amother Lodge,
which document was in violation of the clearly-intended provis-
ions of our Grand Constitutions.

Third, That Br. Charles A. Winslow, Secretary of Henry
Price Lodge at the time Seth Winslow applied for his degrees,
seems to have been instrumental in misleading the Lodge, and
some of the members thereof, into committing the wrongs be-
fore mentioned.

Fourth, That the Grand Lodge ought not to deal severely
with an erring subordinate, provided it is willing to take the
proper measures to correct its errors.

Fifth, We recommend that Henry Price Lodge be requested
to review the doings of some of its former officers in the case
of Seth Winslow, and particularly the conduct of its former
Secretary, Br. Chas. A. Winslow, charged with forgery in two
instances, and other seeming unmasonic conduct, and to certify
its action, whatever it may be, to this Grand Lodge, at its next
QUARTERLY COMMUNICATION.

Sixth, We also recommend that Part IV., Art. 3, Sect. 2, of
the Grand Constitutions be amended by striking out the word
¢ initiated,” in the second line, and inserting instead thereof,
the word ¢ proposed,” the object being to require the recom-
mendation to accompany the application of & person, to any
" Lodge other than the one to which he first applied, and thus
have the language of the Constitutions conform more closely
to what is believed to be their intent.

We cannot close this report without briefly referring to a
matter that has incidentally been brought to our notice, viz. :
The language of the Copstitutions requiring a ¢ recommenda-
tion” from the Master, Wardens and three members of a Lodge,
for a rejected applicant to go elsewhere, and the custom of sub-
stituting a ¢ permission ” instead. It is possible that the Con-
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stitutions intend a recommendation in the full and complete sense
of the word, including a knowledge, on the part of the Brethren
signing, of the character and qualifications of the applicant,
sufficient to make them his vouchers as in every way worthy to
be made a Mason, notwithstanding the objection by some other
Brethren of their Lodge ; or the intention may be (as we think
it is generally construed), to simply waive the right or claim to
farther trial of the applicant, and give him an opportunity to
try his chances elsewhere, without actually vouching for him.

Again, it is essential that the recommendation, or permis-
sion, should be in writing, though under the present form of
the Constitutions a verbal recommendation may be, and we
think sometimes has been, used.

Also the matter of trial between applications in different )
Lodges seems worthy of consideration, for there can no benefit
accrue to our Inmstitution, through forcing members into it,
against the well-known and often-expressed objections of wor-
thy Brethren.

As this power of recommending is vested not in the Lodges,
but the individual members thereof, we think it important that
there should be a full and clear understanding of just what is
meant by our Constitutions, and therefore recommend that the
subject be referred to a committee with instruction to report
what changes, if any, are needed in our Constitutions, to make
them more complete and explicit on this point, or more in ac-

‘cordance with generally prevailing ideas and customs.

Respectfully submitted,
W. F. SaLmox,
Percivar L. Evererr,
Ivory H. Porg,
Comm'me.‘
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The report was accepted and its recommendations
adopted. So much as proposes an amendment to the
Grand Constitutions, and recommends the appointment of
a committee to consider certain subject-matter discussed
in conclusion sixth of the report, was referred to R.W.
Br. Ivory H. Pope, and W. Brs. Wooster B. Mayhew
and David L. Davol.

The proceedings of Solomon’s Temple Lodge, Uxbridge,
in the trial of Willis M. Wheeler; were submitted for
examination and approval of the Grand Lodge, and were
referred to the Committee on Trials.

A petition for Charter was received from Williams
Lodge, u.p., of Williamstown, and was referred to R.W.
Br. Henry Chickering, and W. Brs. Obed C. Turner and
Frederick D. Ely.

The Charter of Lafayette Lodge, Boston Highlands,
which locates the Lodge in Roxbury, was presented for
such endorsement thereon as the annexation of Roxbury to
Boston should require, and the matter was referred to R.W.
Br. Benjamin Dean, and W. Brs. A. H. W. Garpenter and
Henry S. Bunton. o

The roll of the Lodges was called, and the following
were found to be represented : —

AMITY. CaLEB BUTLER. ELrusis.

ANCIENT YORK. Cuarces C. DaMe. EUREKA.

ANCIENT LaNpMARK. CHARLES W. MOORE. EzekIEL BaTEs.
ARTISAN. * CHICOPER. FELLOWSHIP.
ATHELSTANE. CONSTELLATION. GATE OF THE TEMPLE.
BELMONT. CORINTHIAN. GERMANIA.
BETH-HORON. CoRNER STONE. GoLDEN FLEECE.
BuLue Hiui. DavLBOUSIR. GOOD SAMARITAN.

BrisToL. DEeLTA. GRECIAN.
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Haxrpex. Mouxt HorzB (West SAINT ANDREW’S.
Harpxx. Harwich). SAINT MATTHEW'S.
Hexry Price. NorrorLx Umoxn. Saint Paur’s (South
Horx. OLIvE BRANCEH. Boston).

Hrpz Pairk. OraxgE. SiLoan.

JosxpH WARREN. OxroRD. " Sociar Hamumony.
Enwnoowe. PALESTINE. SorLouox’s TexrLE.
Eme Soroxox. PauL Drax. STAR 1IN THE EAST.
Lizxrry. ‘PAauL REVERE. Starr KiNG.
Mirnexnrs. Pr@ENICIAN. TrurLE.
MASSACHUSETTS. PLYMOUTH. TRrINITY.
Mzrrouack. PURITAN. Uxion (Dorchester).
Moxrror. QUINSIGAMORD. UNITED BRETHREN.
Morxive STaR. Rising Stax. WEBSTER.
Moxracure. RoswewL Lze. WixsLow LEwis.
Moxrcouzry. RoRAL. Wmriau NoRTH.
Mosarc. SAGGAHEW. WiLLiaM PARKMAN.
Mounr CarMEL. SAINT ALBANS. WiLiax Surron.
Mouxt HermMoON.

R.W. Tracy P. Cheever, in behalf of the committce,
submitted the following

REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON THE ACTION OF THE M.W. GRAND
LODGE OF NEW HAMPSHIRE IN THE CASE OF S8ETH WINSLOW.

In GraND Lopa® OF MABSACHUSETTS.
QuUARTERLY COMMUNICATION, June 12, 1872.

The committee to whom at the Quarterly Communication of

the Grand Lodge, held on September 13, 1871, were referred
certain recommendations embodied in a report presented at that
Quarterly Cotomunication, by a committee consisting of R.W.
Charles W. Moore, R.W. Lucius R. Page, and R.W. Charles C.
Dame, the subject-matter of which report related to the confer-
ring of the degrees in Masonry, by Carroll Lodge of Freedom,
N.H., upon one Seth Winslow, a candidate who had previously
been thrice rejected in Lodges within this jurisdiction, and to
the action of the M.W. Grand Lodge of N. H., upon the com-
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plaint of M.W. William Sewall Gardner, then Grand Master of
this Commonwealth, for an alleged violation of the jurisdictional
rights of this Grand Lodge in that behalf, have examined, with
such care and attention as they could command, the several
subjects entrusted to them and respectfully report : —

It may not be either needless or inconsiderate, even at
this period in the history of our Fraternity, now appar-
ently so firm in its strength and solidity, and so marked by
the always attractive features of growth and outward prosperity,
that to the unpractised eye and the unreasoning mind, decay
and decadence seem to be either impossible or postponed to a
distant future, to reflect nevertheless upon the instability of
whatever belongs to the sphere of mortality. The life of an
institution, like the life of a man, is hedged by limitations
certain or uncertain. Although the life of an association may
often be far more flexible, far less rigorous in the bounds of its
duration, being sometimes without absolute limits, and set in
no fixed term, it can yet bear no pledge or assurance of con-
tinued existence, and, least of all, a warrant to stand in per-
petuity. Our own cherished Institution has indeed survived
many distracting changes of dynasties, many national and so-
cial revolutions, passing through almost the wrack of earth, but
its human character proclaims, at least, the capability of disso-
lution. A day will perhaps come (let us fondly anticipate it)
bright with the best glow of hope and fortune for mankind,
when this Fraternity will have wrought such a beneficent work
in the education and exaltation of the race, that it may fold its
arms and sink into a profound and peaceful slumber, from which
the exigencies of humanity will have no cause to waken it. But
that day, if it shall ever arrive, will be a distant one, with the
concerns of which it may not be profitable for this generation to
busy itself. Our particular and practical concern is with our

.
.
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own day and with this Institution in this day. We are to take
the Institution as we have received it from our predecessors,
wisely enlarge its scope and functions, improve its aims,
broaden its organization and energies, expand and height.én its
charities, preserve and secure its rituals and forms, and thus
transmit it to our successors purer and better than we found it.
If each generation of Masons shall accomplish a work like this,
all care and anxiety as to the future life of ‘the Institution may

. be thrown aside, for it will surely live as long as the affections, the

bopes, the faith and the charity of man shall live, to demand,
receive and spread its beneficence.

If observations like these may seem, at the first glance, to bear
the burden of a ponderous and unnecessary sentiment, a second
view may perhaps justify them as prefatory to a consideration
of the questions involved in the subject of this report. So far as
the structure and organization of Freemasonry are concerned,
nothing is perhaps more striking, as indeed nothing asserts
more clearly the wisdom and sagacity of our predecessors, than
the methods by which, at least in recent years, the outside world
of the profane is held aloef from and admitted to our ranks.
Although Masonry may be found in every quarter of the globe, .
and all civilized 1ands behold and rejoice in its rites, its symbols
and its worship, it is by no means open to men, however good
and true, at any point, or under any sky, whenever and
wherever they may seek admission. Our regulations have, as
we apprehend, with consummate wisdom, restricted within the
closest bounds the modes of applicatioh and admission to the
benefits of our society. According to the weight of authority,
the good citizen of North Americe, while he remains such good
citizen, may not lawfully seek and find in India an entrance
into Masonry, unless by the dispensation of a carefully defined
and Jegal permission.



.
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The resident of Texas cannot, without a like dispensation, be
admitted to the fold in New Jersey, nor can he of our own
Commonwealth, whose domicile is in Berkshire, glide down to the -
sea-coast and legitimately find the degrees in Suffolk. Our the-
ory of admission, which has been crystallized into law, is simply
this, that whosoever secks a union with us shall be judged
wholly by his neighbors; that as to him the vicinage shall
open or shut the doors; that the Lodge within the limits of
his residence shall take the sole responsibility of deciding be-
tween the candidate and the entire Fraternity. Moreover the
Lodge which has once acted upon his proposition, and nega-
tived it, shall retain its hold upon him, so that no other Lodge
in the Commonwealth may presome to admit him, or even to act
upon the question of his admission, without the direct recommend-
ation of the former Lodge, whereby the whole Fraternity shall
thus be guarded against the invader by the strong arm of the
Lodge which has first dealt with him. But these provisions of
our regulations reach also beyond the bounds of our Common-
wealth, and beneficently guard the Brethren of other States and
of foreign lands from the infilux of those whom we have judged
unworthy. No citizen of ours, who has been rejected here, may
lawfully receive the degrees in another State, or in a foreign
jurisdiction, without the consent of our own Grand Master;
nor are we permitted in our Lodges to receive a citizen of any
State which contains a Grand Lodge, without the permission of
the Grand Master of such State. By virtue of these regula-
tions, the locality which proposes a member to the whole Fra-
ternity rightfully holds the power to control not only his pres-
ent admission or rejection, but to determine it for the future, —
a power which, when wisely and Masonically administered, is
doubtless of far more significant benefit to the Fraternity at
large than to the particular Lodge which exercises the power.
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Hence a careful and strict observance of the divisions and sub-
divisons of State and town lines of jurisdiction bears function-
ally and vitally upon the welfare and even the existemce of
our Institution, and hence the general prevalence of this theory
of jurisdiction, which is now, for many reasons, justly regarded
a8 vital to Masonry in this country. Each State and each

' Lodge must keep within the appointed bounds. There must be

no poaching upon another’s manor. The lines which separate
a State or a Lodge from its neighbor must be held sacred and
free from invasion. No pretexts or pretences can avail to jus-
tify the least encroachment upon that special and exclusive au-
thority which hedges and should guard our border lines,— an
aathority which 18 in itself a sanctity, since it keeps and pre-
serves so much that is sacred. To guard therefore with a vigi-
lance which shall never tire, and with a jealousy which may
not be foiled, the lines which determine the jurisdiction of its
Lodges, is not only the clear right, but the high duty of every
Grand Lodge.

In 1869, one Seth Winslow, a resident of Charlestown in this
Commonwealth, who had previously made application for the
degrees in Masonry to John Abbot Lodge of Somerville, and
to Henry Price Lodge of Charlestown, and had been rejected by
each of them, applied to Carroll Lodge, located at Freedom, in
the State of New Hampshire, and within the jurisdiction of the
Grand . Lodge of that State, was there admitted, and received
the three degrees in one evening, by virtue of a dispensation
issued by R.W. J. W. Dearborn, Deputy Grand Master of the
District in which Carroll Lodge is situated. It seems, however,
that Winslow or his friends were not able to secure the degrees
at the hands of Carroll Lodge without some show of form, some
apparent compliance with the laws which regulate and govern
the case of rejected candidates. A paper, signed by certain
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officers of Henry Price Lodge, was procured, as well as a cer-
tificate of two persons purporting to contain or to indicate the
permission of the Grand Master of Massachusetts, with which
documents the candidate was armed, and by means of which
the doors of Carroll Lodge were apparently readily opened.
These documents will be specifically referred to hereinafter, and
all the material facts attending the reception of the degrees by
Winslow, so far as they are not dlready known, will sufficiently
appear in the correspondence hereto annexed. Soon after
Winslow had thus received the degrees, he attempted to visit
Lodges in this Commonwealth, from one of which, viz., Faith
Lodge, Charlestown, he was at once excluded, by W. Brother
‘Wm. H. Kent, then its Master. Upon a representation of the
facts to the M.W. Grand Master, he committed the subject to
the chairman of your committee, who was then Deputy Grand
Master of the Second District, for investigation. A report was
made, in which the conclusion was reached that Winslow was
illegally made, and was, under our regulations, & clandestine
Mason, who could not be received or recognized in this juris-
diction without a formal bealing. This report was committed
to another committee, of which R.W. Brother Charles R.
Train was chairman. This latter committee concurred in the
view of the former one, as to the illegal status of Winslow, but
recommended, nevertheless, his formal healing by this Grand
Lodge. The Grand Lodge, however, declined to heal Wins-
low, and referred the subject to the Grand Master with fall
powers to act in the premises, according to his discretion.
Meanwhile the Grand Master had communicated to the Grand
Master of New Hampshire, the facts attending the conferring
of the degrees upon Winslow by Carroll Lodge, and the formal
complaint of this Grand Lodge for the clear violation of its
jurisdiction involved in the conduct of the New Hampshire
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subordinate. This complaint was subsequently referred to a
committee of the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire, of which
RW. Brother John J. Bell was chairman, whose report
declared that ¢ the proceedings of the Lodge [Carroll], and the
action of the District Deputy Grand Master, were in violation of
the provisions of the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire.” The
report further stated that ¢ although adopted, the Constitution
of this Grand Lodge was not then printed, and the Lodge were
ignorant of its provisions.” And in conclusion, the committee
say, *“ We have authentic information that that Grand Lodge,
[i. e., the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts] have voted to heal
the individaal thus irregularly made a Mason.”

This action of the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire, which
accepted the report of its committee, did not, to the apprehen-
sion of M.W. Grand Master Gardner, seem wholly worthy of
the dignity and gravity of the complaint from which it sprung,
nor of the historic friendship which had characterized the
Grand Lodges of the respective States. There was about it an
air of apparens indifference as to the jurisdictional question, as
well as a serious misapprehension of grave and important facts,
the result of which was a conclusion deemed lame and impotent.

The Grand Master, therefore, did not hesitate to commit the
entire subject-matter of the Winslow case, including necessarily
our complaint upon the question of jurisdiction, to a com-
mittee of which R.W. Brother Charles W. Moore was the
learned and accomplished head.

The report of that committee to this Grand Lodge, was
marked by the characteristic clearness and thoroughness of its
author, and was at once adopted. Among the recommenda-
tions of the report are the following statements and declara-
tions, which define and prescribe the duties of your present
committee : —
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“The certificate purporting to be signed by John Carlisle and Cyrus
Fowler was a fraud and a libel on the Grand Master of this Grand Lodgé,
and a wilful and intentional violation, for frandulent purposes, of Article
8, Section 2, Part IV., of its Constitutions; and your committee recom-
mend that the subject be referred to a special committee, with full powers
to institute, if the offenders be residents within this jurisdiction, such pro-
ceedings in the case as they may deem necessary, in vindication of the
dignity and authority of this Grand Lodge; and if it shall appear that said
Carlisle and Fowler are not residents within this jurisdiction, then to lay
the subject of the complaint before the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire.
And said committee is further instructed to correspond with the proper
authorities of the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire; and to ascertain, for
the information of this Grand Lodge, the character of and the authority *
for the ¢authentic informaiton,’ on the strength of which their com-
mittee having the matter in charge did, in their report before the Grand
Lodge of New Hampshire, on the 18th of May last, ill-advisedly, and as
your committee think, without due consideration, dismiss the just com-
plaint of the Grand Master of this Grand Lodge against Carroll Lodge,
one of its subqrdinates, for a violation of the jurisdiction of this Grand
Lodge.”

The first duty of your committee, therefore, relates to the
conduct of Carlisle and Fowler, who signed a certificate which
was taken by Carroll Lodge as and for the consent of the Grand
Master of this Commonwealth, to the conferring of the degrees
upon Winslow. It is difficult to deterinine the legal quality or
character of this document. It is nota forgery, since there is
no doubt of the genuineness of the names of its signers. It is
a gross fraud in fact, and consequently in morals, for although,
whether purposely or otherwise, it does not designate the real
name of the Grand Master, it yet declares seriously and sol-
emnly that the Grand Master of Massachusetts gave his con-
sent. It was intended as a fraud, and operated as such, for the
Lodge at Freedom acted upon it as embodying the consent of
the Grand Master. It was utterly fulse in fact, and without
even the semblance of truth to rest upon. It was, indeed, no
certificate of the Grand Master, and does not even purport to
be. It was only a false statement of its own signers. The
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mischief it wrought was, that the lies of Carlisle and Fowler
were taken by Carroll Lodge, as the truth of the Grand Master.
It was doubtless conceived, written, and used for the sole pur-
pose of enabling' Winslow to procure the degrees in Carroll
Lodge, at the lowest possible expenditure both of truth and of
jurigdictional regard. One of the signers, Fowler, is a Past
Master of this very Carroll Lodge, and so far as your com-
mittee can learn, has no affiliation here. Carlisle is not affili-
sted in this jurisdiction or elsewhere within our knowledge.
If these persons should be tried in a Lodge within our jurisdic-
tion, they must be tried as sojourners only. But your com-
mittee, after careful consideration, have reached the conclusion
that it wonld not be wholly wise under the existing circum-
stances to try these offenders in such a manner. Although they
fully deserve the extreme punishment of a disgraceful expulsion
from the Fraternity, such a course is not necessary to the vindi-
cation of the honor and dignity of our Past Grand Master, or of
this Grand Lodge. Indeed, it may probably be wiser to suffer
the brazen effrontery and mendacity which could devise such a
certificate, to remain undisturbed and fester in its own rotten-
ness, than to soil the hands of the Grand Lodge or its subordi-
nates by bringing the corruption fully to light. “Inasmuch,
however, as these unaffiliated persons have committed so
heinous an offence against the jurisdictional authority of this
Grand Lodge, your committee can no more doubt the right
than the expediency of its exercise, of this Grand Lodge to
issue an order throngh the Grand Secretary, forbidding the
sdmission of these individuals hereafter to any Lodge within
our jurisdiction. Such an edict of exclusion, applied to unaffil-
istes or sojourners guilty of an offence against our regula-
tions, can surely need no previous trial or conviction as its
basis, It is an inherent and obvious right of the Grand Lodge
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"as an incident of its sovereignty, and your committee recom-
mend the exercise of this right in the cases of Carlisle and
Fowler.

The second part of the duty of your committee relates
strictly to the infringement of our right of jurisdiction by Carroll
Lodge, and to the subsequent action thereon by the Grand
Lodge of New Hampshire. The course we have deemed it nec-
essary to pursue may be fully seen i)y the following correspond-
ence which has passed between your committee and the proper
Masonic authorities of the neighboring State, the whole of
which correspondence is subjoined as a part of this report.

The following letter, setting forth at considerable length the
facts and circumstances involved in our complaint, was
addressed to M.W.John R. Holbrook; Grand Master of Masons
in New Hampshire. .

[Letter of T. P. Cheever, Chairman of Committee, to M.W. John R.
Holbrook. September 80, 1871.]

Bosron, Sept. 80, 1871.
To M.W. Joux R. HoLBROOK, Grand Master of Masons ‘in New

Hampshsre : — .

M.W. Sz AND BROTHER: — At the Quarterly Communica-
tion of the M.W. Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, held on Sep-
tember 18th instant, & committeg, consisting of R.W. Brothers
Charles W. Moore, Lucius R. Paige, and Charles C. Dame, to
whom had been referred at the previous Quarterly Communica-
tion the subject of the complaint of the M.W. Grand Master of
this Commonwealth against Carroll Lodge, Freedom, N.H.,
and indirectly against the District Deputy Grand Master of
the District in which that Lodge is situated, in the matter of
Seth Winslow, a resident within the jurisdiction of the M.W.
Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, together with the action of the
M.W. Grand Lodge of New Hampshire at its Annual Communica-
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tion in May last, upon said complaint, made a report, which was

adopted ; which report, among other things, recommended the

appointment of a special committee, who should be ¢ instructed
to correspond with the proper authorities of the Grand Lodge of
New Hampshire, and to ascertain for the information of this

Grand Lodge, the -character of, and the authority for, the

awthentic information, on the strength of which their committee
having the matter in tharge, did, in their report before the

Grand Lodge of New Hampshire, on the 18th day of May last, ill-
advisedly, and a8 your committee think, without due consider-
ation, dismiss the just complaint of the Grand Master of this
Grand Lodge against Carroll Lodge, one of its subordinates,
for a violation of the jurisdiction of this Grand Lodge.” A
certified copy of this vote, and of the appointment of the com-
mittee in accordance with it is hereto annexed.

In behalf of the committee thus appointed, I have the honor
M.W. Sir, to open with you directly such correspondence as
seems to be essential to a just understanding of the facts and
circuamstances of this unfortunate case, and the relation of the
Grand Lodges of New Hampshire and of Massachusetts, in
respect to the question involved. Let me, then, as briefly as
possible, recite the history of the case.

In August, 1869, Seth Winslow, a resident of Charlestown,
in this Commonwealth, who had, upon his applications for the
degrees in Masonry, been thrice rejected, — once in Johmn
Abbot Lodge, Somerville, and twice in Henry Price Lodge,
Charlestown, — obtained the degrees in Carroll Lodge, Freedom,
New Hampshire. Winslow presented to Carroll Lodge a doc-
ument purporting to be signed by the W.M., S.W., Sec., and
two members of Henry Price Lodge, of which the following is a
copy : — :
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¢ Permission is hereby granted to Carroll Lodge, of Freedom, N.H., to
confer the first three degrees in Masonry upon Seth Winslow, he being
found worthy.”

Carroll Lodge therefore applied to the Deputy Grand Master
of the District in which the Lodge is situated, for a dispensa-
tion to confer the degrees at one Communication, presenting to
that official & document of which the following is a copy : —

¢ We hereby certify, on our honor as Masons, that S. C. Gardner, of
Newton, Massachusetts, Grand Master of Masons in that jurisdiction, gave
his consent for Seth Winslow, of Charlestown, to take the three first
degrees of Masonry in Carroll Lodge, Freedom, N.H.

¢ (Signed),
“Jouw CARLISLE,

Cyrus FOWLER.”

Upon the presentation of this eertificate, the District Deputy
Grand Master issued a dispensation to Carroll Lodge, to confer
the degrees upon Winslow, and they were accordingly conferred.
Having thus received the degrees, Winslow attempted shortly
afterwards to visit Faith Lodge, in this jurisdiction, but was
refused admission by the W.M. of the Lodge, who immediately
informed the M.W. Grand Master of the Commonwealth of his
action, The M.W. Grand Master then instituted inquiries to
ascertain the facts attending the reception of the degrees by
‘Winslow, by which it appeared that his status as a Mason
under our Constitutions was illegal and clandestine. A com-
plaint was made to the M.W. Grand Master of New Hampshire,
for a violation of the jurisdictional rights of this Grand Lodge.
This complaint was referred to a committee of the Grand
Lodge of New Hampshire, who reported at the last Annual
Communication as follows : —

¢ The proceedings of the Lodge and the action of the District Deputy

Grand Master in this case were in violation of the provisions of the Con-
stitution. In explanation, it is said (with truth) that although adopted, the
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Constitation was not then printed, and the Lodge were ignorant of its pro-
visions. The Lodge undoubtedly supposed that they had the consent of
the authorities in Massachusetts, and as we have authentic information that
that Grand Lodge have voted to heal the individual thus irregularly made a
Mason (and with whom the deception, if any, rests), with full knowledge
of the circumstances, we deem no further action necessary.
' Respectfully submitted, -
“Jomxn J. BrLy,
‘¢ For the Commstice.”

I have thus briefly, M.W. Sir, recalled to your attention the
substantial facts necessary to a fair understanding of the case
of Winslow and to the treatment of what I conceive to be the
just complaint of the M.W. Grand Master of this Grand Lodge,
against Carroll Lodge, and the District Deputy Grand Master,
for their action respectively in the case.

Here was a distinct, open and most palpable violation of the
jurisdictional authority of the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts,
aggravated by the fact, which is conceded by the committee
of the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire, that the proceed-
ings both of the Lodge and the District Deputy Grand Master
‘‘ were in.violation of the provisions of the Constitution of their
own Grand Lodge.” And yet the Grand Lodge of New Hamp-
shire dismisses the subject as though the offence were of so
venial and trifling a character as scarcely to deserve notice.
It offers no rebuke to the Deputy Grand Master, who had
officially violated the. very Constitution under which he under-
took to discharge his duties, and which Constitution he, at
least, must be presumed to have known and understood. It
has no word of reproof for its offending subordinate, but appar-
ently offers the supposed ignorance of that subordinate con-
cerning the Constitution of its jurisdiction, as one excuse for its
illegal action, and the fact that the Lodge supposed that they
had consent of the authorities in Massachusetts as another.
And lastly, it offers no reparation for the injury done to the
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jurisdictional rights of Massachusetts upon the complaint of its
Grand Master, because authentic information has been received
that the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts has voted to heal the
" person thus irregularly made a Mason, with full knowledge of
the circumstances.

Of this report of the committee of the Grand Lodge of New
Hampshire, and the action of that Grand Lodge in the accept-
ance and adoption of this report, the Grand Lodge of Massa-
chusetts hereby most fraternally and respectfully complains, as
doing neither justice to the simple question of jurisdictional
right involved in tLis particular case, nor to the fraternal spirit
and comity which have pervaded, for a century past, the rela-
tions of the respective Grand Lodges of these contiguous States.

The opinion,of our M.W. Grand Master, that the ¢ report
adopted by the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire can be con-
strued in no other sense than an encouragement and an
endorsement of the doings of Carroll Lodge and of its members,
in wilfully and wantonly encroaching upon the exclusive juris-
diction of this Grand Lodge,” is fully concurred in by the
Grand Lodge over which he presides. Indeed, it would seem
from this report that no assurance can be had that a similar
violation of our territorial rights by Carroll Lodge, or any other
Lodge within your jurisdiction, will not receive similar treat-
ment and a like toleration, and that thereby the boundary lines
of the two jurisdictions may be in effect swept away.

This question is of so grave a nature, M.W. Sir and Brother,
in the estimation of the committee in whose behalf I ad-
dress you, that I trust you will indulge me still further, in a
somewhat fuller and perhaps more exact statement of the
grievances of which we complain, and in respect to which the
laws of your own jurisdiction have, to my apprehension, been
quite as much infringed upon as those of this Grand Lodge.
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When, in August, 1869, Carroll Lodge received the applica-
tion of Seth Winslow for the degrees, the fact of his previous re-
jections in Massachusetts was apparent in the application itself,
and was, of course, known to the Lodge. The Lodge did not
in fact, undertake to confer the degrees upon the candidate
without some recommendation, or rather permission from some
source. The document which I have previously noticed as «
permission purporting to come frem the W.M., S.W., Sec. and
two members of Henry Price Lodge, was taken for that purpose.
It bas been ascertained that one of the names appended to that
document was forged; but of that forgery probably Carroll
Lodge was ignorant, and doubtless supposed all the names
aflixed to it to be genuine.

But, allowing the genuineness of signatures, let us see how
the document itself bears the tests of the provisions, both of the
Grand Lodge of Massachusetts and of the Grand Lodge of
New Hampshire, applicable to such cases.

By the Constitutions of the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts,
Part IV, Article 8, Section 2, it is provided that ¢ No candi-
date, whose application may be rejected by a Lodge, shall be
initiated in any Lodge under this jurisdiction, other than the
one to which he first applied, without a recommendation from
six members of the said Lodge, of whom the Master and the
Wardens shall be three; and if any Mason, knowingly assist
or recommend for initiation, to ary Lodge whatever, any candi-
date rejected as aforesaid, who may not have obtained a recom-
mendation as before provided, such Mason shall be expelled
from the Institation, or subjected to such other penalty as the
Grand Lodge may see cause to impose.”

Under this provision, no rejected candidate can lawfully re-
ceive the degrees in this jurisdiction, without such a recommen-
dation as is prescribed. No recommendation, which does not
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contain the six names required, and no mere consent or permis-
sion, however signed, can avail; and the status of any candi-
date who has been rejected and afterwards admitted, under any
other conditions than those prescribed in the foregoing Section,
is illegal and clandestine, in this jurisdiction. Winslow’s initia-
tion, therefore, without the recommendation required by our
Constitutions, was illegal, and his status was that of a clandes-
tine Mason, so far as this jurisdiction is concerned, and by a
somewhat similar regulation, it was such in New Hampshire.
Baut the Constitutions and General Regulations of New Hamp-
shire (Part III., Article 14, Section 112) contain the following
regulations : —

“If any person wishes for initiation in any Lodge, who resides without
the State, he shall first obtain the consent of the Lodge within whose
jurisdiction he resides, by unanimous vote at a Stated Communication,
and the permission, in writing, of the Grand Master within whose jurisdic-
tion he resides, which consent and permission shall be annexed to his
application.”

This Section of the Grand Constitutions of New Hampshire
thus plainly requires in the case of a candidate residing out of
the State, the consent of the Lodge having jurisdiction over
him, to be evidenced by a unanimous vote of the Lodge, at a
Stated Communication, and to be annexed to his application.
How plain and palpable a violation of the Constitutions of the
Grand Lodge of New Hampshire, this action of Carroll Lodge
in receiving Winslow, with the simple permission of five mem-
bers of Henry Price Lodge, and no vote of the Lodge at all
thereon, was, I need not further attempt to set forth.

But, in addition to the unanimous vote required by Section
112, above cited, *“ The permission in writing of the Grand
Master within whose jurisdiction he [the candidate] resides,”
is to be obtained by, or in behalf of, such candidate, and this
permission is likewise to be annexed to his application.
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Did Carroll Lodge, or any other Lodge, or person, receive the
permission in writing of the Grand Master of this Common-
wealth, to confer the degrees upon Seth Winslow? M.W.
William Sewall Gardner, then and now Grand Master of Masons
in this jurisdiction, officially declares that he never gave any
such permission.

The document which Carroll Lodge received and acted upon,
was not & permission in writing, was not even a document
signed by the Grand Master, or authorized in amy manner by
him, but was a certificate of two wholly irresponsible persons,
stating ¢ that S. C. Gardner, of Newton, Mass., Grand Master
of Masons in that jurisdiction, gave his consent for Seth
Winslow of Charlestown, to take the three first degrees of
Masonry, in Carroll Lodge, Freedom, N. H.” This paper was
not only, in reslity, fraudulent and false in its terms and sub-
stance, but bears upon its face the marks of falsehood and
frad. Even if it were true that the Grand Master of Massa-
chusetts expressed verbally a willingness or consent that Carroll
Lodge should confer the degrees upon Winslow in the presence
of the persons who subscribed this scandalous certificate, it
would have furnished no warrant ‘to that Lodge for the purpose
intended. It is no more * a permission in writing of the Grand
Master,” than a certificate of two persons that the Grand Mas-
ter agreed to pay a sum of money would be his promissory note
therefor. That a person of ordinary discretion and intelligence,
such as by lawful Masonic presumption should be always fourd
in the person of a Master of a Lodge and of a Deputy Grand
Master of a Masonic District, could regard such a certificate
a8 the permission in writing of the Grand Master of Masons in
Massachusetts, simply passes comprehension.

Nevertheless, the Deputy Grand Master, whose duty it was
to supervise the doings of Carroll Lodge in this matter, and
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who undertook to supervise them, acting officially upon the two
documents before referred to, whose virtue, or want of it, he
was in a position fully to know and understand, actually issued
a dispensation to Carroll Lodge, to confer the degrees upon
Winslow at one sitting. What emergency existed for such
haste is of course known to that functionary. I am unable to
discover any authority in the Constitutions -of New Hampshire
for the granting of dispensations by District Deputy Grand
Masters in any case, however emergent. The power to grant
dispenaatioﬁs seems to be expressly limited thercin to the
Grand Master. At the annual Communication in 1870, M.W.
Alexander M. Winn, then Grand Master, states it as his belief
that ¢ No such authority is granted to District Deputy Grand
Masters by the Constitution of this Grand Lodge.” The same
doctrine is unreservedly held by other members of the Grand
Lodge of New Hampshire. And the very able committee
on foreign correspondence, in speaking of this case, do not hes-
itate to say that ¢ at that time (August 80, 1869), and ever
since, the D.D.G.M. have had no power to grant such dispensa-
tions.” So that the exact truth seems to be that the District
Deputy Grand Master, without authority, granted a dispensation
to confer the degrees in & case where the Lodge itself had no
authority to confer them, either with or without such dispensa-
tion.

Such were the acts, M.W. Grand Master, of which the Grand
Master of this Commonwealth made complaint to your prede-
cessor in office. Let us examine the answer of the committee,
which answer the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire accepts and
adopts as an adequate and sufficient reply to that complaint.
This answer, fully admitting that ¢ the proceedings of the
Lodge and the action of the District Deputy Grand Master
were in violation of the provisions of the Constitutions,” i. e., of
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New Hampshire, sets forth in explanation: First, ¢ That al-
thongh adopted, the Constitution was not then printed, and the
Lodge were ignorant of its provisions.” Second, ¢ The Lodge
undoubtedly supposed that they had tire consent of the author-
ities in Massachusetts.” Third, *“ That we have authentic in-
formation that that Grand Lodge [meaning the Grand Lodge of
Massachusetts] have voted to heal the individual thus irregu-
larly made a Mason (and with whom the deception, if any,
rests), with full knowledge of the circumstances.”

As to the first point, it would seem that Carroll Lodge could
scarcely have been ignorant of the provision of the Constitu-
tion of its own Grand Lodge, since it actually required consent
of some sort, from the Lodge in Massachusetts, by whom the
candidate had been rejected, and also consent of the Grand
Master of Massachusetts. Moreover, is it not true, that a pro-
vision, either in terms or in substance, corresponding with Sec-
tion 112, Art. 14, page 81, of the printed edition of the Consti-
tutions of the Grand Lodge of N. H., has existed for a long
period, if not from the earliest days of its history, and that such
provision has been reported to the Lodges of that State? Can
it be possible that the law of jurisdictional lines, which is so far
acknowledged and has been so long acted upon in the United
States as to have attained the dignity of a fandamental law in
Masonry, was never known in New Hampshire until the
printed edition of the Constitutions of 1869 was issued? If
there was really no such provision or law in New Hampshire
Masonry prior to this last-mentioned date, then, however we
may wonder, it may be conceded that Carroll Lodge was guilt-
less. But the committee of the Grand Lodge of N. H. make
no such claim:

In respect to the second point of the committee’s answer,
it is, perhaps, sufficient to say, that Carroll Lodge, in attempt-

[y
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ing to confer the degrees on a rejected candidate from another
State, under the given circumstances, is not to be excused, in
my judgment, upon a mere supposition as to the consent of the
authorities in Massachusetts. It was the business of that Lodge
to have known, by the use of special scrutiny, the existence
of such consent. Whether those authorities had or had mnot
consented, was strictly a matter of fact, to be determined by
evidence, and not & matter of opinion or conjecture. Under the
somewhat remarkable circumstances attending the application
of the candidate, it would seem that the Lodge should have ex-
ercised unusual vigilance, or more than ordinary caution. A
simple glance at the strange certificate of Carlisle and Fowler
should have excited a suspicion, if not an entire distrust, as to
the good faith of Winslow and his anxious and not over-scrupu-
lous friends. But Carroll Lodge, instead of the exercise of
even ordinary care and caution as to its proceedings, seems to
have trusted entirely to the D.D.G. Master’s dispensation, to
be used as a shelter against any storm that might thereafter
arise. .

It should be distinctly observed, that as to the conduct of the
D.D.G.M. in that behalf, the committee of the Grand Lodge
offer neither of the excuses which are presented in mitigation
of the conduct of Carroll Lodge. For kim, they tender nothing
in the way of exculpation, mitigation, or explanation.

The third and concluding portion of the committee’s answer
presents an aspect of this otherwise quite anomalous case, which,
to say the least, is embarrassing. If it were true that the Grand
Lodge of Massachusetts, with full knowledge of the circum-
stances, including all the attending deceptions, under which he
received the degrees, had voted to heal Winslow, this circum-
stance, although it would not have entirely relieved the illegal-
ities and irregularities of Carroll Lodge and the D.D.G. Mas-
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ter, would have gone far to show that this Grand Lodge had,
in greater or less degree, condoned these irregularities, and
thereby and thereafter its Grand Master’s complaint against
either the acts or the persons thus condoned would have been
reduced to & matter of mere form. -

Bat, in truth, neither the Grund Master of this Common-
wealth, nor the Grand Lodge, occupies such a position in re-
spect to this case. The Grand Lodge have not voted to heal
Winslow, nor has the Grand Master made a complaint, which
has a merely technical foundation.

Yet, nevertheless, the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire
and its committee, according to their report, have ‘¢ authentic
information that the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts has
voted to heal” Winslow. The votes of this Grand Lodge
are matters of record, and are evidenced alone by the
record, or properly certified copy. No vote to heal this
individual was ever passed by that Body, and, consequently,
no such vote has been recorded. How, then, can the commit-
tee or the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire have ¢ authentic
information ” of the passage of such a vote? This is a question
which we are earnestly desirous to have answered. We seek
the name of the person by whom this information, deemed
by the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire ¢ authentic,” was im-
parted. Itis by no means the least of the misfortunes attend-
ing this wholly unfortunate case, that the two Grand Lodges
interested should have been alike imposed upon through infor-
mation which, while it has in it no element of truth, is yet de-
clared to be authentic. Indeed, it is matter of rather curious
interest to discover the kind of evidence of such ¢ authentic in-
formation” which the committee of the New Hampshire Grand
Lodge required or obtained. Did they ask for a copy of the
vote, or, if not, what method did they adopt to satisfy them-
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selves of the authenticity of the information imparted? If the
communication was made by any person amenable to the juris-
diction of this Grand Lodge, we desire his name, in order that
he may be immediately and summarily dealt with, for a clear
and wilful frand against two Grand Lodges. If he resides
under the jurisdiction of another Grand Lodge, we wish to
present him to that Grand Body, for trial according to its
rules.

I have thus, M.W. Sir, rehearsed the facts and circumstances,
together with what seems to me the just and necessary conclu-
sions arising from them, which are patent in the case of Seth
Winslow, and in the action of your own Grand Lodge in refer-
ence thereto. ’ .

Let me recall to your remembrance a similar case, in which
the jurisdictional rights of your own Grand Lodge were once
unhappily invaded, and the action of the Grand Lodge of this
Commonwealth thereon. -

In 1852, Rising Sun Lodge, Nashua, N. H., made & complaint
to the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts against St. Paul’s Lodge,
Groton, Massachusetts, for having conferred the degrees in
Masonry on a candidate who was known to be a resident of the
State of N. H., without a written permission from the Grand
Master of the Grand Lodge of said State. Upon this com-
plaint, the facts presented therein having sufficiently appeared,
the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, by solemn vote, censured
St. Paul’s Lodge, and threatened to take away its Charter, in
case of a repetition of the offence.

In that case, the only claim to be made for the Grand Lodge
of Massachusetts is, that it simply discharged its duty.

In the case now under controversy, the Grand Lodge of Mas-
sachusetts, with a sorrow and regret which it is difficult ade-
quately to measure or express, complains that its sister Grand
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Lodge of New Hampshire, with which Grand Body relations of
abounding fraternity and comity have existed through more than
three generations, has suffered to pass without rebuke, a course
of conduet on the part of its subordinate, which not only vio-
lates the vested and conceded rights of this Grand Lodge, but
touches the feelings and sensibilities of the entire Fraternity in
this Commonwealth, It surely cannot be believed that the
Grand Lodge of New Hampshire would wilfully or designedly do
or suffer anything which might break the chain of an interjurisdic-
tional friendship which has been preserved in sacredness so long.
On the contrary, it is our firm belief that the distinguished circle
of Brethren over whom you have the honor to preside, would
never, unless from want of due consideration, in some unfortu-
nate moment, give any sanction to, or spread any gloss over
a violation of the Masonic rights of this jurisdiction. And, in
bebalf of the Grand Lodge which I have the honor, at this
moment and for this cause, imperfectly to represent, I may be
permifted, with great comparative pleasure and relief, to ex-
press the opinion that the action of the Grand Lodge of New
Hampshire, upon the complaint in this case, was simply with-
out due consideration. Let me, then, hastily submit to your can-
did judgment, that a careful preservation of the lines of juris-
diction is essential to the prosperity and even the existence of
our Fraternity. .As in the case of contiguous towns and cities,
80 on the larger area of States, the strict observance of these
limitations of the exercise of authority furnishes to the Craft one
of its strongest and most important safeguards against fraud,
and thus effectually tiles its doors against the entrance of the
unworthy. The present is not the time, as I apprehend, when
such a safeguard can be relinquished, but is rather the time
when the Fraternity should be encircled by the firmest walls of
protection.
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Having thus, M.W. Sir and Brother, at a somewhat tedious
length, rehearsed the complaint of the Grand Lodge of Mas-
sachusetts, doubtless at the expense of your time and patience,
for which I can only plead the importance of the subject-matter,
X commit the subject to the candor, and, I trust, to the re-consid-
eration of the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire, with but a slight
suggestion as to the manner which it may see fit to adopt to
relieve the difficulties of our present relations, and to restore the
harmonies of the past.

If however, a new committee of your Grand Lodge, or the
Grand Master himself, should carefully re-examine the questions
_ involved, and the relations of the two Grand Lodges respectively
thereon, I am persuaded that that justice which alone we seek
will be rendered in the final determination of our complaint.

With the highest respect,

I remain, in behalf of the committee,
Truly and fraternally yours,

Tracy P. CHEEVER.
5 TrEMONT ST., BoATON.

To the foregoing letter the following answer was returned : —

[Answer of M.W. John R. Holbrook, Oct. 10, 1871.]

 OFFICE OF GRAND MaSTER OoF Masoxs ix Nsw HaupsHIRE.
PorrsxourH, October 10th, 1871.

W. Br. CHEEVER: Dear Sir and Br.:—1 regret exceed-
ingly to receive such a complaint through you from the M.W.
Grand Lodge of Massachusetts. I was not aware the case
was such an aggravated onme, as I knew nothing of the
circumstances ; but I know that the committee to whom the
matter was referred, had made no investigation, and were not
ready to report at the Annual Communication, as they should
bave been; at which time a prominent past officer of the
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M.W. Grand Lodge of M'a.ssachusetts, with Mr. Winslow, came
to the ante-room of the hall and had an interview with the
committee, the result of which was their report. I cannot
think the committee knew any of the facts in the case, or
they would never have made the report they did, although they
had been informed that the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts had
voted to heal Mr. Winslow ; neither would the members of the
Grand Lodge of New Hampshire have voted to accept the re-
port of the committee had they known the circumstances. I
shall immediately appoint a committee on your complaint, and
will give you the name of the past officer of your Grand Lodge,
and what he informed them, as sogn as I can hear from the
committee. And rest assured I shall do all in my power to
make the matter satisfactory, and bring about that reciprocity
and good feeling that should exist between Grand Lodges.
Truly and fraternally yours,

JorN R. HoLBROOK,
Grand Master of Masons in New Hampshire.

P.S. Absence from home has prevented my acknowledging
the receipt of yours before. J. R.H.

On the 4th of Oct., 1871, your committee addressed to R.W.
Br. John J. Bell, Chairman of the Committee of the Grand
Lodge of New Hampshire to whom the complaint of M.W,
William Sewall Gardner, had been referred, a note of which
the following is a copy : —

[Letter of T. P. Cheever to R.W. John J. Bell, Oct. 4, 1871.]
BosTox, October 4th, 1871.
R.W. Jon~x J. Beir: Dear Sir and R.W. Brother:—
At the last Quarterly Communication of the M.W. Grand
Lodge of this Commonwealth, a committee was appointed
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to correspond with the proper authorities of the M.W. Grand
Lodge of New Hampshire, in reference to the complaint of
M.W. William Sewall Gardner, 'Grand Master of the Grand
Lodge of Massachusetts, against Carroll Lodge, Freedom,
N.H., for a violation of the jurisdictional rights of this Grand
Lodge, in the case of Seth Winslow, and concerning the action
of the M.W. Grand Lodge of New Hampshire upon the
subject-matter of that complaint. In behalf of the committee
thus appointed, I have recently addressed a commaunication
to M.W. Jobhn R. Holbrook, Grand Master of Masons in
N. H., who, as I presume, will, at the proper time, lay the
same before the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire, for such
action as they may deem necessary. In the mean time, 1
dgsire, on behalf of the committee, which I represent, if
possible, to learn from you, as chairman of the committee
Ireporting upon the subject, the facts as to the concluding
statement of the report made on the 18th day of May last,

which is as follows : —

¢ We have authentic information that that Grand Lodge [meaning
the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts] have voted to heal the individual
thus irregularly made a Mason (and with whom the deception, if any,
rests), with full knowledge of the circumstances.”

The Grand Lodge of Massachusetts has not voted to heal
Winslow. It therefore becomes a matter of interest and
importance, to know what the information, which you deemed
authentic, was, and how, when, and by whom it was
communicated. If any person made a positive statement
that the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts had passed such a

' vote, such statement was not only false, but made wilfully and

with intent to deceive. Even if it were true, it could hardly
be considered ¢ authentic information,” and I know of nothing
short of a certified copy of the vote which would be so far
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aathentic as to justify official action by'a Grand Lodge upon
so grave and important a question. But inasmuch as by any

information, authentic or otherwise, which was communicated,

the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts was misrepresented, and

the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire must have been imposed
upon, we are exceedingly anxious to discover the nature
of that information, and the name of the person who gave it.
Pardon me, then, R.W. Sir and Brother, for subjecting you to
the tronble of answering these inquiries.

Truly and fraternally yours,

Tracy P. CHEEVER,

For the commasites.
P. 0. Address, 5 Tremont St.

The answer of R.W. Br. Bell, which follows, discloses the
manner in which the information which was deemed ¢¢ authentic”
was communicated, and the person by whom it was communi-
cated.

[Letter of John J. Bell to T. P. Cheever, Oct. 11, 1871.]
Exerer, N. H., Oct. 11, 1871.

Dear Sir and Brother :— Yours of the 4th inst. is before me.
At the meeting of our Grand Lodge in 1870, I was appointed
on the committee upon the matter of Seth Winslow. For
reasons personal to myself, and having no connection with
that matter, I personally took no action upon that committee
till the day of the meeting of the Grand Lodge in May last.
I had then only remaining the indefinite recollection of papers
which I saw a year before, and the impression they left
that Winslow and his friends had imposed upon Carroll Lodge,
which, aside from the provisions of the Grand Constitution,
might fairly have plead that they had reason td suppose the
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consent of the authorities in Massachusetts had been given.
That they did so believe I think trune. If so, the chief guilt lay
upon parties within the jurisdiction of the Grand Lodge of
Massachusetts. Understand me, what I mean to say is
that the above is the indefinite recollection left upon my mind
a year after hearing the story and seeing the papers.

In the hurry just preceding the opening of the Grand Lodge
in May last, I was called into one of the adjoining rooms and
introduced to two gentlemen as Seth Winslow and Solon
Thornton, who, though not known to me personally, I had
known to be Grand Secretary of the Grand Lodge of Massa-
chusetts. They stated to me that they wished to see me as
chairman of the committee on Winslow’s case. I told them
that, so far as I knew, nothing had been dome about it.
Thornton then said that the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts
had voted to heal Winslow, but that the G.M. (Gardner)
declined to do so while the matter was pending in our Grand
Lodge ; that all that was wanted was to dispose of the matter
here, and the whole thing would be finished. I did not at the
time know of Thornton’s resignation, nor of any reason why
I should not regard the statement of the Grand Secretary as
authentic information of the action of the Grand Lodge. The
Proceedings of the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts were then
in my hands as chairman of Committee on Foreign Corre-
spondence, but I had not examined them, or I should have
known what the action of your Grand Lodge really was.
Acting upon the information thus received, it seemed to me if
the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts was prepared to condone
the action of parties there, and against whom no action had
ever to my knowledge been taken, and upon whom by far the
greater part of the guilt (the whole of that for the deception
practised) lay, there was no reason for our Grand Lodge
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pursuing an inquiry which could not but be barren of usefal
results. I therefore made the report of which you are
informed. Very soon after the close of the Grand Lodge, I
learned from the Proceedings that the action of the Grand
Lodge of Massachusetts had not been correctly stated to me.

The Grand Lodge of New Hampshire do not mean that any
particular Lodge in this jurisdiction shall encroach upon the
jurisdiction of other Grand Lodges, and I have no doubt that
the Grand Lodge will endeavor to have exact justice done in
the present matter. In justice to the Grand Lodge I ought to
state that the delay in the matter is chargeable to me person-
ally, and not to the Grand Lodge, and so far as I was
concerned my disinclination to act was not caused by any-
thing connected with this case or involved in it, or by anything
relating to the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, but to matters
belonging to my personal position in the Grand Lodge of New
Hampshire, and my then determination to retire finally there-
from. I have thought better of that, but at the time I did not
intend or expect to act farther in that body. I make thjs
statement, which may seem gratuitous, that you may under-
stand that the case is as yet not prejudged, and that you may
expect a fraternal answer from our Grand Lodge.

Yours fraternally,
Jonx J. BELL.

R.W. Tracy P. CuxEver, 6 Tremont St., Boston, Mass.

Shortly after the receipt of this last letter, the M.W. Grand
Master of New Hampshire officially referred the subject-matter
of the complaint which had been presented to him by your com-
mittee, to the same committee to whom the subject had been
previously entrusted, as will appear by the following : —
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[Letter from John J. Bell to T. P. Cheever, Oct. 21, 1871.]

ExEeTER, N. H., Oct. 21, 1871.

R.W. Sir aNp BroruER: — The M.W. Grand Master of Ma-
sons in New Hampshire has been pleased to refer the complaint
made by you on behalf of the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts,
on the 30th of September last, in the matter of Seth Winslow
and Carroll Lodge at Freedom, to the same committee to whom
that subject had been previously committed, and has placed in
my hands the papers which he had relating thereto.

It is unnecessary for me to repeat to you that the committee
in their report acted upon.the belief that the Grand Lodge of
Massachusetts had condoned the offence, and practically aban-
doned the complaint. That belief, not being justified by the
facts, as soon as I can communicate with the other members of
the committee we will endeavor to learn all the facts bearing
upon the case, and make such report as will be fitting to the
ancient friendship of the two Grand Lodges, which we sincerely
hope may never be broken; and to that comity and regard
for jurisdictional rights which the Grand Lodge of New Hamp-
shire certainly regards as the well-established law of Masonry.

If we should deem it necessary to go to Freedom or Effing-
ham, the residence of the District Deputy Grand Master
implicated, to make any investigation, would you desire to be
present or be represented ?

Yours fraternally,
JonN J. BELL,
Chasrman of the Committes.

R.W. Traox P. CEBERVER, Chatrman, et.,
No. 5 Tremont street, Boston, Mass.

In reply to this, the following communication was sent to
R.W. Br. Bell: —
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[Letter of T. P. Cheever to John J. Bell, Oct. 24, 1871.]

BosTton, Oct. 24, 1871.

B.W. Jokn J. Bell, Chairman of Committee of the Grand Lodge of New
Hampshvre.

Dear S Axp BrorHER: — Your favor of the 21st inst.
came duly to hand, and in reply permit me to say, on behalf of
the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, that I am glad that the
M.W. Grand Master of New Hampshire has thus early com-
mitted to your hands the jurisdictional question involved in our
complaint, inasmuch as promise is thereby afforded of a speedy
and, I trust, satisfactory solution of the present difficulties and
embarrassments. I cannot doubt that your committee, upon a
re-investigation of the case, will present such a report to the
Grand Lodge of New Hampshire as will place the two Grand
Lodges upon the plane of friendly relation which they have held
%0 long. But permit me, looking to such a result, and in an-
swer to your friendly communication, to make, in the briefest
manner, one or two suggestions, which seem to me to bear
strongly upon the snbject-matter of this difficulty, and which
will doubtless occur to your committee in considering the ques-
tion. A Lodge which undertakes to confer the degrees of Ma-
sonry upon & candidate outside of its jurisdiction, as, for
example, upon a resident of another State, should be held,
first, to know the laws and regulations of its own jurisdiction
applicable to the subject, and, second, to understand the corre-
sponding laws and regulations of the State in which such a can-
didate resides. Inasmuch as the conferring of the degrees upon
such a candidate is an unusual proceeding, and one outside of
the ordinary and regular work of the Lodge, it does not seem
unreasonable that so much shounld be required. As to the first
requirement, the Lodge must be presumed to know the laws and
regulations of its own jurisdiction, especially concerning mat-
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ters of familiar knowledge and practice. In regard to the sec-
ond, it seems to me that the Lodge which assumes the responsi-
bility of giving the degrees to such a candidate should carefally
inform itself as to the provisions of the laws of the candidate’s
jurisdiction ; one main purpose of such information being the
prevention of any conflict or jar between the Grand Lodges of
the respective States. A neglect to comply with these two re-
quirements must almost inevitably lead to trouble and inter-
State complication in the matter of the lines of jurisdiction. I
have little doubt that Seth Winslow, either personally or
through his friends, attempted to deceive Carroll Lodge, and
perhaps its Deputy Grand Master. He probably made to them
some deceptive representations, or some friends, claiming to be
and perhaps really Masons, made false and frandulent state-
ments to some officers of the Lodge to induce them to give
him the degrees. Unhappily, it is not an uncommon practice
for rejected candidates thus, by fraud and imposition, to obtain
the degrees at the hands of some either lawless or careless Lodge.
But Winslow, being an irregular Mason, under our Regulations,
and in legal effect no Mason at all, cannot be directly dealt with
by the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts for such frauds, although
his friends, if members of the Fraternity, may be thus dealt
with for such acts as were in violation of our Constitutions or
those of New Hampshire. Indeed, steps have already been
taken to bring to trial and punishment Carlisle and Fowler, the
authors of the scandalous certificate in respect to the consent
of the Grand Master of Massachusetts. But it seems to me
that neither Carroll Lodge nor the Deputy Grand Master of the
District is entitled to plead these deceptions or attempts at de-
oeption of Winslow or his friends as an excuse for the action
taken. Both the Constitutions of New Hampshire and Massa-
chusetts, if followed, would have rendered all such attempts
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nugatory. Had the officers of the Lodge, or the Deputy Grand
Master, simply looked into the one or the other of these funda-
mental provisions regulating the admission of candidates under
such circumstances, the certificate of Fowler and Carlisle could
only have been treated as a most worthless piece of paper,
which by no torture of construction could be taken as the per-
mission in writing of the Grand Master of Massachusetts.
But I will follow this no farther, as our grievance has already
been stated. In regard to the investigation that you pro-
pose to make at Freedom and Effingham, I do not see that any
value can attach to our presence or representation there. 'The
substantial facts are now of record, but if any new matter of
fact should arise to change the present legal aspect of the ques-
tions involved, I should certainly be anxious for information
concerning it. But I am entirely willing to leave all such in- °
quiries as involve the production of new'matters of fact to the
candid investigation of your committee. If this were a mere
question of Seth Winslow’s reception or unlawfal procurement -
of the degrees, the importance of his personality is not sufficient
to warrant the time which the case has already occupied. Un-
fortunately, or perhaps I should say in contemplation of a happy
wlution of the difficulty, fortunately, it has assumed the pro-
portion of a great jurisdictional question between the two
sister States.
Fraternally yours,
' TracY P. CHEEVER,
Chavrman of Commsiiee.

This letter from your committee concludes the correspond-
ence preliminary to the second official dealing with this subject
by the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire. It has already ap-
peared by the letter of R.W. Br. Bell, of Oct. 11th, 1871, that
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prior to the first report of his committee, but upon the day on
which it was presented, he, as chairman of the committee, was
called, just prior to the opening of the Grand Lodge, into an
adjoining room, where he saw two persons, one of whom was
Seth Winslow, and the other the late Recording Grand Secre-
tary of this Grand Lodge, the latter of whom informed him
that the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts ‘had voted to heal
Winslow, but the Grand Master (Gardner) declined to do so
while the matter was pe nding in our Grand Lodge ; that all that
was wanted was to dispose of the matter here and the whole
thing could be finished.” R.W. Br. Bell adds, that he did
not, at the time, know of Thornton’s resignation, nor of
any reason why he should not regard the statement of the
Grand Secretary as authentic information of the action of this
Grand Lodge. Your committee have, therefore, in pursuance
of this part of their duty, ascertained the character of and the
authority for the ¢ authentic information ”” received by the Grand
Lodge of New Hampshire, and as no further duty in that direc-
tion remains for us, we dismiss this part of the subject.

At the Annual Communication of the Grand Lodge of New
Hampshire, held May 15th, 1872, the following report of the
committee to whom the questions involved in the Seth Wins-
low case had been a second time referred, was submitted and
adopted, and is to be taken as the final action of the Grand
Lodge upon the subject.

[Second report of Committee of Grand Lodge of New Hampshire, May
15, 1872.]

In GraxD Lopae or New HaupsHIRE,
CoNoorp, May 15, 1872,
In the year 1869-70, the Grand Master of Masons in Massa-
chusetts complained to the Grand Master of Masons in New
Hampshire against Carroll Lodge at Freedom, for initiating
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Seth Winslow of Charlestown, Massachusetts, who had been
previously rejected there. This complaint was submitted by
the Grand Master to the Grand Lodge at the Annual Communi-
cationin May, 1870, and was referred to a special committee
to sit during the recess. Just before the opening of the Annual
Communication in May, 1871, the chairman of the committee
was introduced in one of the ante-rooms to R.W. Solon Thorn-
ton, who had been elected and installed Recording Grand Sec-
retary of the Grand Lodge of Maesachusetts, and who was sup-
posed by the chairman of the committee to be still acting in
that ofiee. Thornton, assuming to speak as Grand Secretary,
informed him that the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts had voted
to heal Winslow, and that the Grand Master waited only the
action of the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire, from courtesy to
the latter Body ; and certainly left upon the committee the im-
pression that the Grand Master of Massachusetts would be
pleased to have the complaint dismissed. The committee
therefore reported, recommending the dismissal of the com-
plaint.

Unfortunately in point of fact, Thornton had shortly before
resigned the office of Grand Secretary, of which fact, we feel
assured, no member of the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire had
any knowledge. Further, the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts
had not voted to heal Winslow, but on the contrary had refused
80 to do. .

Subsequently, the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, feeling
aggrieved by the disposition of the matter in the Grand Lodge
of New Hampshire, appointed a committee to farther prosecute
the complaint, who presented to the present Grand Master a
lengthy and vigorous complaint and argument upon the case,
which the Grand Master was pleased to refer to the committee
before appointed. We have not seen the Proceedings of the
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Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, or the Address of the Grand
Master, or the Report of the committee of that Grand Body,
but from some things that have come to our knowledge, we infer
they contained language more forcible than flattering to the
Grand Lodge of New Hampshire. To this we can only say
that it would not have been discourteous on the part of the
Grand Master of Massachusetts to have assumed that the
Grand Lodge of New Hampshire, at least, acted in good faith
upon what was believed to be sufficient information. That we
should have been misled by the false statement of one whom
we had some reason to trust, and none to distrust, is deeply re-
gretted by the committee, dnd, we doubt not, by every member
of the Grand Lodge.

The committee have endeavored to ascertain the facts in the
case, and so far as we have learned they are these. Seth Wins-
low, who resided in Charlestown, Massachusetts, had, prior to -
August, 1869, been once rejected in John Abbott Lodge,
Somerville, and twice in Henry Price Lodge, Charlestown.
Some time in the summer of 1869, John Carlisle, who is under-
stood to be a member of Henry Price Lodge, wrote to the
Master of Carroll Lodge, asking if his Lodge would confer
the degrees upon Winslow, whom he represented to be a good
man, who had been rejected by a rival in business, from that
rivalry and jealousy only. The Master replied that if the peti-
tion was properly recommended, and consent given, he would
lay it before his Lodge. Soon after the Master of Carroll Lodge
received the petition of Winslow, recommended by Cyrus
Fowler and John B. Lord, two members of this Lodge residing
in Charlestown, and accompanied with the consent of the W.M.,
S.W., Secretary, and two other members of Henry Price Lodge,
and as the Master thinks, of the J.W. also, which is denied by
the Massachusetts committee. The original recommendation
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we have not seen. The Master then consulted the D.D.G.M.,
to ascertain if a dispensation could be obtained, and was in-
formed that it could if the consent of the Grand Master of
Massachusetts was also obtained. The Master then, as he
says, informally laid the matter before his Lodge at the stated
Commaunication, October 14, when, as he says, the informal vote
was favorable. The record of the Lodge says nothing of infor-
mal, but is, ¢ 6th. Voted to confer the E. Apprentice, Fellow-
Craft and Master Mason on Seth Winslow.” The Master then
informed Fowler that the matter all lay with them, that if they
obtained the consent of the Grand Master of Massachusetts, the
D.D.G.M. would grant a dispensation, and the Lodge confer
the degrees. On the eighteenth of October, Winslow, with
Fowler and Carlisle, came to Effingham, and saw the D.D.G.M.
They had not the consent in writing of the Grand Master of
Massachusetts, but Carlisle and Fowler made a certificate, of
which the following is said to be a copy : —

““We hereby certify, on our honor as Masons, that 8. C. Gardner, of
Newton, Mass., Grand Master of Masons in that jurisdiction, gave his con-
tent for Seth Winslow, of Charlestown, to take the three first Degreel of

Masonry in Carroll Lodge, Freedom, N.H.

(Signed), }
“JorN CARLISLE,
¢ Cyrus FowLEr.”

Upon which the D.D.G.M. granted a dispensation and ac-
companied them to Freedom, when the degrees were conferred,
without, as far as appears from the record, any other election
than that of October 14.

These are the facts as we believe ; the only discrepancies be-
ing upon the question, whether the J.W. of Henry Price Lodge
gsigned the consent for Winslow to go to Freedom? We think
he did not, and that the Master is mistaken. We have not been
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able to see that paper, which we understand to be in the hands
of some committee of the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts.
The nature of the vote of October 14, upon Winslow’s petition,
by ‘we think must be determined by the record, and the infor-
mal character denied; otherwise Winslow was made a Mason
without election.
N The questions which arise upon these facts are of two classes
. — first, the wrong done the jurisdictional rights of Massachu-
setts ; and, second, the violation of our own laws, with which,
of course, Massachusetts has nothing to do.

Originally, what is now known as Lodge jurisdiction over
candidates had no place in the Masonic system ; but for more
than three quarters of a century the effort has been made in
this country to require candidates to apply at home, where they
were presumably best known, and since the cdntroversy between
the Grand Lodge of Maine and that of England, some fifteen
or more years ago, in which, we believe, every Grand Lodge in
this country decided in favor of the Grand Lodge of Maine, the
settled law of Masonry hereis that no candidate residing in one

e e

:If State can receive the degrees in another, without the consent
‘ of the Grand Lodge, Grand Master, or particular Lodge having
jurisdiction. The question of doubt is, who shall give the con-
sent, and on this thé usage has not been uniform, having some-
times been given by the Grand Master, and sometimes by the
~ particular Lodge. A few yearssince a Lodge in Massachusetts,

acted under a sort of roving permit from the last Master of a
particular Lodge in New Hampshire, which had been for many
years dormant, and when complaint was made about that, was
understood to have furnished the means to revive the Lodge, so
as to oust the jurisdiction of the objecting Lodge in New Hamp-
' shire, on the condition that the revived Lodge should always
! consent to their receiving candidates from certain localities.
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Our Constitution now requires the consent of both, and that
they shall be procured by the candidate, and attached to his
petition when presented. Aside from our legislation, it should
seem that a Lodge acting in good faith, under the consent
of either the Grand Master or the particular Lodge having
jurisdiction, would be justified. In this case the consent was
that of the principal officers only, and the Master and Brethren
of Carroll Lodge seem to have relied upon the recommendation
of Gideon Haynes, the Master of Henry Price Lodge, whom
they knew,- and of whose accuracy they seem to have enter-
tained no doubt, together with the certificate of Carlisle and
Fowler, which the Grand Master of Massachusetts pronounces
false, but of the truth of which the D.D.G.M. evidently had no
doubt.

We feel satisfied that, so far as the question of territorial
jurisdiction is concerned, the D.D.G.M. and the Lodge acted in
good faith, and honestly supposed that the jurisdictional rights
of Massachusetts were waived.

From an early time it was a law of Masonry that “ No Mas-
ter should supplant another in his work ;” that a candidate
having applied to a Lodge, no other Lodge should interfere,
without the consent, originally, of the Master, — more lately, of
the Master and other principal members. In some States the
consent of the Lodge is required. Before the adoption of our
present Constitution there was no written law upon the subject,
and probably the consent of the Master would have been suffi-
cient, as in ancient times. ‘

We are constrained, therefore, to the conclusion that, how-
ever blameworthy Carlisle, Fowler, Haynes, Winslow, or others
may have been, Carroll Lodge and the D.D.G.M. are innocent
of any intention to interfere with the jurisdictional rights
of the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, or of its particular
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Lodges ; but were rather the victims of unscrupulous Brethren,
all of whom are under the jurisdiction of the Grand Lodge of
Massachusetts, and suhject to discipline by her. One of the
guilty persons, Cyrus Fowler, is a member of Carroll Lodge,
but has for some years resided in Charlestown, and under the
jurisdiction of the Lodge there, as a sojourner, and the offence
is ome against that jurisdiction.

Several papers in the course of the investigation have
passed from their proper custody: The consent of the Master
of Henry Price Lodge ; the certificate of Carlisle and Fowler ;
and the correspondence between Grand Masters Gardner and
Winn. '

Some of these, if not all, are said to be in the possession of
some of the committees or members of the Grand Lodge of
Massachusetts. We would recommend that a fraternal request
be made to that Grand Lodge, if any of these papers are within
their control, to return them, that our records and files may be
kept whole.

When we turn from the jurisdictional question, & number of
serious irregularities appear in the proceedings both of Carroll
Lodge and of the D.D.G.M. The latter officer had no power
to grant a dispensation to confer degrees in any case whatever.
The Lodge should not have received the petition of Winslow
without the consent of the Grand Master of Massachusetts in
writing, and the unanimous consent of Henry Price Lodge, by
vote of that Lodge at a Stated Communication, both of which
should have been annexed to the petition. In answer to this, '
both the D.D.G.M. and the Lodge truly say, that the Constitu-
tion, although then in force, had not been printed and distribu-
ted to the Lodges. The muxim of the civil law, ‘“Ignorantia
legis neminem excusat,” can with justice only apply where the ac-
cused might know the law., It may, therefore, secm unjust to
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punish these parties for the violation of a law whose exact pro- '
visions were not furnished them. The Grand Lodge, however,
sometime before had voted to request the D.D.G.M’s. to grant no
dispensations pending the consideration of the new Constitution,
which it was then known would contain a provision taking the
right to grant dispensations from the D.D.G.M’s., and they
should therefore have been put upon inquiry as to what were
the provisions of that Instrument. We cannot, therefore, hold
them entirely guiltless. The Lodge, as it appears from its rec-
ords, received and balloted upon the application of Winslow the”
same evening, without dispensation. There are other inac-
caracies in the records, and ways of doing business, to which
the Lodge should turn its attention.

We recommend the adoption of the appended Resolutions.

All which is x"espect.ively submitted.

(Signed) Jonx J. Brrt,
J. W. FELLOWS,
Commiitee.

Resoleed, That the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire deeply regrets that
any occasion for complaint should have existed to mar the ancient friend-
ship between her and the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts.

Resolred, That it is the intention of this Grand Lodge, as manifested in
ber Constitution, to prevent any possible cause of offence on the ground of
Jjurisdiction, and that any violation of her known regulations will meet with
appropriate punishment.

Resolved, That the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts be fraternally requested,
2 500n as the occasion for their use has passed, to return to this Grand
Lodge any original papers belonging to this Grand Lodge or its particular -
Lodges, if any such are within her control.

Resolved, That this Grand Lodge views with disapprobation the action of
the D.D.G.M. of the Sixth District and of Carroll Lodge, in the matter of
Seth Winslow.

Resolved, That the D.D.G.M. in charge of said Lodge the coming year be
instructed to carefully examine the proceedings and records of Carroll
Lodge, and give them proper instruction in regard to their duties, and
make special report thereof to the Grand Master within six months.
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I hereby certify that the foregoing is a correct copy of the
Report and Resolutions submitted by the special committee on
the controversy pending between the M.W. Grand Lodge of
Massachusetts, and the M.W. Grand Lodge of New Hampshire,
in the matter of Seth Winslow, at the Annual Communication
of the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire, held at Concord, on
Wednesday, May 15, A. D. 1872, A. L. 5872. And that by vote
of the Grand Lodge the Report was accepted and the accom-
Panying Resolutions adopted.

In testimony whereof I hereunto affix my official signature
and the seal of the Grand Lodge, at Concord, this twenty-eighth
day of May, A. D. 1872, A. D. 5872.

Attest:
[r. s.] ABeL Hurcarxs,
Grand Secretary.

It cannot fail to be observed that the narration of facts given
by R.W. Br. Bell, Chairman of the Committee of the Grand
Lodge of New Hampshire, and rehearsing the circumstances at-
tending the initiation of Winslow, not only confirms, but adds
new emphasis to the position assumed by your committee.
The author of this report, one of the ablest members of the
Grand Lodge of New Hampshire, and the Chairman of its Com-
mittee on Foreign Correspondence, having thus amply sustained
our complaint so far as it may be said to rest upon the facts
alleged, your committee turn for a single moment, and with
great reluctance, to some of his conclusions and inferences,
which seem to us not wholly sound in their foundation.

The first inference is, that the address of the Grand Master
and the report of the former committee of this Grand Lodge,
which the R.W. chairman admits that he has never seen, ¢ con-
tained language more forcible than flattering to the Grand
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Lodge of New Hampshire,” and that ¢ it would not have been
discourteous on the part of the Grand Master of Massachu-
setts, to have assumed that the Grand Lodge of New Hamp-
shire, at least, acted in good faith upon what was believed to
be sufficient information.” To this inference of the learned
chairman, we feel bound to reply that the archives of this
Grand Lodge will be searched in vain to find in any address of
its Grand Master, or in any report of its committees, the slight-
est imputation upon the ¢ good faith ” of the Grand Lodge of
New Hampshire. On the contrary, the only claim made by
any person entitled officially to represent this Grand Lodge, in
this behalf, has been that the action of the Grand Lodge of
New Hampshire was simply * ill-advised and without due con-
sideration.” ‘That the plain logic of facts has drawn into
question the ¢ good faith ” of Carroll Lodge and the District
Deputy Grand Master, is, indeed, a source of regret, but by no
means of reproach, to us.

The next inference that claims our attention is, ¢ that so far
a3 the question of territorial jurisdiction is concerned, the
District Deputy Grand Master and the Lodge acted in good
faith, and honestly supposed that the jurisdictional rights of
Massachusetts were waived.” ‘Such right,” says the R.W. chair-
man, * would be waived aside from the legislation of the Grand
Lodge of New Hampshire upon that subject, by the consent of
either the Grand Master, or  the particular Lodge, having juris-
diction.” In this case, the Lodge and the District Deputy
Grand Master had neither. How, then, could they ‘¢ honestly
suppose ” that there had been such a waiver? -

But it is claimed, that although the Constitution of New
Hampshire is now so clear upon this subject that, if followed
by the Lodges of that State, the rights of its neighbors could
ot by possibility be infringed, yet at the time Winslow re-
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ceived his degrees in Carroll ,Lodge, to wit, in the summer of
1869, that Constitution had not been printed, and its provisions
were unknown to the Lodges. The report of the committee,
who prepared the revised Constitution of New Hampshire, was
submitted in print at the Annual Convention of the Grand
Lodge in June, 1868, and copies thereof distributed to the mem-
bers present. This was more than a year prior to the action of
Carroll Lodge in the case of Winslow. Had neither the District
Deputy nor Carroll Lodge in all that time seen a copy of the
Constitution which was formally adopted in June following?
It is by no means without significance that the chairman of the
committee, who apparently seizes with avidity upon every cir-
cumstance of extenuation, declines to set up in his defence, and
as a fact, that the doctrine of jurisdictional lines was practically
unknown to Lodges and District Deputies in New Hampshire,
prior to the printing of the present Constitution ; even if they
had no written law on the subject. Another inference of the New
Hampshire committee, which is drawn with apparently less
confidence, seems to be that Carroll Lodge and the D.D.G.
Master cannot be considered as far out of the way in their ac-
tions, because they were imposed upon by unscrupulous men from
this jurisdiction. We fail to be impressed by the logic of this
inference, the naked statement of which is only this, that ¢ we
are not guilty because others are guilty.” Nor can we regard
the numerous sins against the laws of their own jurisdiction,
committed throughout this entire transaction by Carroll Lodge
and the D.D.G. Master, as furnishing any palliation for the
wrongs done to another jurisdiction. An infringement of the ju-
risdictional rights of Massachusetts, by a Lodge in New Hamp-
shire, mnay not be excused, we respectfully submit, because the
infringement was accompanied by, and included, the violation of
the laws of its own State. If a Massachsetts burglar should break
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into 8 New Hampshire bank, the Executive of this Commonwealth
would scarcely be justified in refusing the requisition from New
‘Hampshire for the criminal, upon the ground that he had stolen
the implements of his burglary in Massachusetts.

In spite, however, of the inferences drawn by the committee
in their report, to some of which we have stated some obvious
objections, it is not without satisfaction that your committee
pass to its concluding resolutions, which doubtless embody the
best opinions of the committee by whom they were reported,
and which are the final action of the Grand Lodge of New
Hampshire. That Grand Lodge, holding firmly to the memories
of the past, expresses a deep regret that any occasion for com-
plaint should have existed to mar the ancient friendship between
her and the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts. She intends (and
ber present Constitution furnishes the strongest proof of such
intent) to prevent any possible cause of offence on the ground
of jurisdiction. She views with disapprobation the action of the
D.D.G.M. of the Sixth District, and of Carroll Lodge, in the
matter of Seth Winslow, and, lastly, she enjoins the D.D.G.M.
now in charge of the said Lodge, to carefully examine the pro-
ceedings and records of Carroll Lodge, and give them proper
instruction in regard to their duties. However contrary to all
the phenomena, to all the apparent facts of the case, may seem
the deduction of ignorance, as applied to the Lodge and the Dep-
uty for their action respectively, if the Grand Lodge of New
Hampshire has nevertheless, declared its belief in the existence of
that ignorance tn fact, we are bound, in view of the high char-
acter of that Body, upon the principles of comity, and by the
ties of our ancient friendship, to accept the declaration, to ac-
knowledge cheerfully the good faith of our neighbors, and to
grant to the ignorance of their subordinate the maximum mit-
igation of charity. Any sapprehension as to future jurisdic-



104 ABSTRACT OF PROCEEDINGS OF [June 12,

tional infringements of a similar character may perhaps be
avoided by the practical measures which have just been institu-
. ‘ted by the Grand Lodge of New Hampshire to dispel the dense’
ignorance of her offending Lodge. That these measures may
meet with a high degree of success will be the fervent desire
of every Brother in this Commonwealth, a desire not wholly
evoked by a regard to the Constitutional Regulations of our
neighboring State.

Your committee greatly regret that in the limited time af-
forded for the preparation of this report, they have not been
able to reduce its compass. As is already apparent, we do not
. concur with some of the- views contained in the report of our
Brethren of New Hampshire. Nevertheless, as the final action
of their Grand Lodge evinces a true fraternal spirit not unwor-
thy of that distinguished Body, and is, at least, approximately
just to this jurisdiction, perhaps the subject may here and now
be appropriately laid to rest.

TracY P. CHEEVER,

CrARLES EpDWARD POWERS,

WiLLiaM T. GRAMMER.
Committes.

R.W. Charles W. Moore, with words of strong commen-
dation of the report, moved that it be adopted and spread
upo;x the Records, and the motion prevailed by unanimous
vote.

The committee appointed to consider the appeal and
remonstrance from Brethren of Star Lodge, Athol, made
report as follows : —
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In Graxp LopgE, June 12, 5872.

The committee to whom was referred the Appeal of the W.
‘Master and thirty-two other Brethren of Star Ldge, Athol, from.
the action of said Lodge, in voting to move its Lodge-room from
the Central Village of Athol to the Depot Village in that town,
and also the remonstrance of the Junior Warden of said Lodge
and thirty-four other members against any action of the Grand
Lodge in the premises, respectfully report : —

Among the powers and duties given by the Constitutions to
Lodges under this jurisdiction, is the right to convene as Free
ln'dAecepted Masons, agreeably to their Charters. The Charter
of Star Lodge grants to its members ¢ full power and authority
to convene Masons within the town of Athol.” Over the mu-
nicipality of Athol, Star Lodge has exclusive jurisdiction. The
Sth Section of Article I, Part IV., of our Constitutions is as fol-
lows: —

“No petition for the removal of a Lodge from the place where it is
located shall be sustained in Grand Lodge, unless said petition is sanc-
tioned by the District Deputy Grand Master where said Lodge is situated,
and has the approbation of the Lodge nearest the place where the said
Lodge is intended to be held; the same to be signified in writing to the
Grand Lodge. Nor shall any Lodge hold meetings, unless authorized by
the Grand Master, in any place other than the one designated in their
Charter, under the penalty of a forfeiture thereof.”

What construction shall be placed upon the word  place ” in
this Section of the Constitutions? To say that it means the
identical locality where the Lodge holds its meetings would be
extremely narrow and limited. The Statutes of Massachusetts,
Gen. Stats., Chap. 8, Sec. 7, clause 18, provide that in their con-
struction the word ‘¢ place” may mean city or town, unless
some other meaning is implied by the context. In the Section
of the Constitutions above referred to, Lodges are prohibited
from meeting ¢ in any place other than the one designated in
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their Charter.” By reference to the Charter of Star Lodge,
Athol is the only place designated. Where shall the Lodge
meet in Athol? The Charter is silent upon this point. The
members of the Lodge are to determine where the Lodge shall
meet. It cannot meet beyond the limits of the town of Athol,
but within those limits, at any point where the Lodge may de-
cide by a proper vote, it undoubtedly has the right to meet ac-
cording to the terms of its Charter.

The Grand Lodge has the right to determine in the Charter
in what part of a town or city a Lodge may meet. Several of
the Boston Lodges are limited to East Boston, and several to
South Boston. St. Matthew’s Lodge was located by its Charter at
Andover, South Parish. Dalhousie was placed by its Charter
at Newtonville, a village in Newton. Eliot was chartered at
Jamaica Plain. These Lodges could not remove to any other
part of the city or town in which they are respectively located,
without permission. But other Lodges placed by their Charters
in towns and cities, without limitation, have the right to deter-
mine what portion of the town or city in which they are respec-
tively located, is the best suited to the convenience of the mem-
bors, and the interest of the Craft. In the olden time it was
different. The first Lodge in Boston was located at the Bunch
of Grapes, in King street. A few years afterwards the Brethren
desired to remove the Lodge to the Royal Exchange, upon the
opposite side of the street, and before doing so they applied to
the Provincial Grand Master for permission, which was granted.
But since the Independent Grand Lodge of Massachusetts was
established, in 1777, no precedent has been found for asking
permission of the Grand Master or Grand Lodge to change the
place of meeting of a Lodge, when the new location was author-
ized by the terms of the Charter. The practice has been inva-
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riably the other way. Few Lodges chartered fity years
have remained in the precise spot where they were constituted.
Railroads have so changed the towns that new and thriving vil-
lages and even cities have grown up in waste places, and there
the Lodges have been removed from their former sites. The
‘Lodges have considered the matter, and if the new place was
within the limits of the city or town named in their Charters as
the place where they might convene, nothing but the vote of
the members determined the question. The history of some of
our Lodges shows that they have moved from village to village
within their towns, remaining for a few years at one point, and
then removing to the opposite side of the town, where they re-
mained until the stronger party again prevailed.

Occasionally the quiet of the Lodge may be temporarily dis-
tarbed by contentions among the members as to where the
meetings shall be held. But these usually subside after the
matter is settled, and the rule that the wishes of the majority
shall govern is generally acquiesced in.

Your committee believe that the Grand Lodge should leave
to the subordinate Lodges the management of their affairs, so
far a3 can be done consistently with the general interests of the
Craft tiroughout the State. Especially so far as such manage-
ment relates to the locality within the town or city where the
Lodge should meet, the members should have the right to de-
termine. They are the best judges of what is convenient and
proper, and if all the members cannot meet conveniently in any
one locality, the majority should have the right to select the
Place most convenient to them. The minority should acquiesce
in such decision.

The petition signed by the Master and thirty-two other mem-
bers of Star Lodge appeals from the action of their Lodge, and
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prays the Grand Lodge, in view of the interests of the Crafy, to
reverse the decision of Star Lodge in voting to remove.

The Grand Lodge, as ‘‘ the supreme Masonic authority in
this Commonwealth,” has * the inherent power of investigating,
regulating, and deciding all matters relative to the Craft, or to
particular Lodges, or to individual Brothers.” This power is
recognized by the Constitutions, and is inherent in our Masonic
system. Our Grand Lodge, however, has only exercised this
power of revising the acts and doings of its subordinate Lodges
when the interest and welfare of the entire Craft demanded it.
In a matter purely within the power of a subordinate Lodge to
determine by majority vote, relating exclusively to its own af-
fairs, and upon which the members have acted, after due notice,
understandingly, the Grand Lodge has not been inclined to in-
terfere. Matters purely legislative, upon which the mem-
bers of the Lodges have the right to decide, have been consid-
ered by the Grand Lodge as among the proper duties of the

Lodges to determine. .
In the case' presented to your committee, it would appear

that a majority of the members of Star Lodge are in favor of
removing the Lodge to the village near the railroad depot in
the town of Athol. The petitioners are interested in retaining
it in the village where it was originally established. Strong
feeling has grown up in the Lodge, and two parties are in con-
tention. Your committee, however, cannot lose sight of the
great principle which underlies our system, that, in matters of
legislation within the power of the members of a Lodge, the
majority have the right to govern, and that it is the duty of
the minority to yield. Your committee do not find that the
petitioners have made out such a state of affairs in Star Lodge
* as would authorize the Grand Lodge to exercise its supreme
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power in annulling the vote of the members of the Lodge to re-
move its Lodge-room.
Your committee recommend that the appeal be dismissed.
Respectfully submitted,
" WiLiaM S. GARDNER, -
Wu. F. Huorp,
S. W. NortH,
Committee.

The report was accepted and the recommendation
adopted.

The committee appointed to consider the jurisdictional
limits of Lafayette Lodge, Boston Highlands (formerly
Roxbury), and other Lodges similarly situated, made
report. '

GrAND LODGE OoF MASSACHUSETTS,

Masoxic TexrLE, BosTON, June 12, 1872,

The committee appointed upon the questions of the jurisdic-
tion of Union Lodge of Dorchester, and Lafayette Lodge of
Roxbury, respectfully report: That this Grand Lodge, at its
June Communication, in the year 1868, passed the following
vote: —

‘““Voted, That by the annexation of the city of Roxbury to Boston, the
Lodges located in the former place have become Lodges located in Boston,
and a3 such are entitled to all the immunities and privileges incident to
that relation; and the provisions of Section 5, Article I11., Part IV., of the
Constitutions of the Grand Lodge, as to persons residing in one town or
city where there is a Lodge being initiated in a Lodge of another town or
city under the jurisdiction of the Grand Lodge, no longer apply to the
relations between the Boston and former Roxbury Lodges.”

The above vote, though applied directly to the Lodges situ-
ated in Roxbury, and therefore in term only relates to Lafayette
and Washington Lodges, applies with equal force to Union Lodg e
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of Dorchester. It settled the question of the application of the
Section referred to, when applied to a city whose municipal ju-
risdiction has been extended to cover places in which Lodges
are located. The provision of the Constitutions is thereby held
to apply to all Lodges within the municipal limits, to the same
extent as if they had always been within those municipal limits.
The committee, therefore, consider the question settled, and
that no further action of the Grand Lodge is required.
Whether it is as well for the Fraternity, and as well for the

several Lodges, that there should be no other limits to the juris-
diction of the Lodges in the city of Boston, is a question of
considerable interest. As it is, old lines of jurisdiction are
swept away, and Lodges scattered over a considerable territory
—and in some instances in somewhat isolated locations —
have a jurisdiction covering a very large population. This ques-
tion, however, is one for the consideration of the Grand Lodge.
The committee have no further considered it than to call its
importance in this manner to the attention of the Grand Lodge.

BeNJ. DEAN,

A. H. W. CARPENTER,

Hexry S. Buxrox,

Commsites.

The report was adopted.

The committee to whom were referred certain petitions
relating to systematic charity, presented to the Grand
Lodge at the Quarterly Communication in March last,
submitted the following report : —

INn GraNp LoDGE, June 12, 1872.
The committee to whom were referred the several petitions of
Doric, Harmony, North Star, Blackstone River, and Alfred
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Baylies Lodges, have attended to that duty, and respectfully
report : —

Your committee find the petitions to be all alike, and each
memorializing the Most Worshipful Grand Lodge to establish
some system whereby the families of deceased Brethren within
the jurisdiction of this Grand Lodge shall receive some fixed
sum of money, or some equal sum from every member; said
moneys to be raised by assessment levied by the M.W. Grand
Lodge upon all the members in the jurisdiction. We have
carefully considered the said petitions, and have had an inter-
view with several of the petitioners of Doric Lodge, none
of whom were prepared to submit any plan of action; nor has
any feasible plan suggested itself to either of your committee.
But from the great inequalities existing in the moneyed condition
of the several Lodges, and the labor and difficulty to be anticipa-
ted in the collection of so frequent assessments as must una-
voidably be made, we are unanimous in our opinion that it is in-
expedient for the M.W. Grand Lodge to legislate on this subject.

We therefore respectfully recommend that the petitioners have
leave to withdraw.

WiLLIAM PARKMAN,
Nersox R. Scorr,

Geo. T. HoMER,
Commattee.

The report was accepted and the recommendation
adopted.

The Committee on By-Laws made report, which was
accepted, and the recommendations adopted.
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IN GrAND LobpgGEe, June 12th, 1872.

The committee to whom were referred the By-Laws of the fol-
lowing Lodges, viz.: —

CrarRLES River, West Medway. ‘WEBSTER, Webster.

Mount OLiver, Cambridge. Haruoxy, Northfleld.

RoBerT LasH, Chelsea. Orp Covroxny, Hingham.

Doric, Hudson. PALESTINE, Everett.

Jorx ABBOT, Somerville. PrruovuTH, Plymouth.

WiLLiax ParkmaN, Winchester.  GrEeciAx, Lawrence.

Jorx WargeN, Hopkinton. PauL REVERE, North Bridgewater —

have examined the same, and respectfully report that t\hey
severally be approved, with such amendments as have been
made by the committee.
Cuas. C. Damg,
D. T. V. Hoxroox,
Committce.

The committee to whom was referred the petition of
Williams Lodge, for Charter, submitted the following
.report, which was adopted, and the Dispensation con-
tinued till the Quarterly Communication in September
next.

IN Graxnp Lopae, June 12, 1872.

Your committee, to whom was referred the Dispensation
granted to certain Brethren at Williamstown, Mass., to work
under the name of Williams Lodge, together with their records,
returns and petition for Charter, report : —

That they find only four of the ten Brethren to whom the Dis-
pensation was granted have signed the petition for Charter,
while eighteen who have been made Masons under their Dis-
pensation, have signed the same.
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It has not been customary for this Grand Lodge to issue
Charters to Brethren made in the Lodge while under Dispénsation
or to include such names in the Charter, unless for special rea-
sons. In this case there is no explanation of the absence from
the petition of the signatures of the other Brethren, to whom
the Dispensation was originally granted, or of the addition of
those made under Dispensation, and no one here to represent
the petitioners ; and, in the absence of any information upon
the subject, your committee would recommend that the Dispen-
sation be continued till the next Quarterly Communication of
the Grand Lodge, that the petitioners may have opportunity to
amend their petition or report the reasons for the facts stated.

Hexry CHICKERING,

O. C. TurNeg,

FreDpERICK D. ELY,
Committee.

R.W. William W. Baker, in bebalf of the committee
to whom were referred certain communications relating to
New Grand Lodges, presented the following report, which
was accepted, and the recommendations adopted.

In Granp LoDGE, BosToN, June 12, 1872,

The committee to whom were referred the several petitions
from newly formed Grand Lodges in Utah, British Columbia and
Brazil, have attended to that duty, and beg leave to report : —

The Grand Lodge of Utah is located in Salt Lake City and
was constituted January, A.L. 5872, by her three subordinates,
hailing respectively from Montana, Kansas and Colorado. The
proceedings on the occasion appear to be in conformity with the
usages of Masonry in such cases, and your committee see no
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reason why it should not be recognized as prayed for, and re-
ceived into the fellowship of our Grand Lodge.

On general principles your committee doubt the wisdom in all
cases, of three Lodges only, and those small and inexperienced,
uniting to form, perhaps a weak Grand Lodge, and whether it
tehds to the best interests of the Craft. There seems fo be,
however, no discretion in the premises; in fact, we have very
many precedents in the formation of our sister Grand Lodges.
The contrast, however, between many of them appears singular
and striking. Colorado, for example, with three Lodges and
an aggregate of sixty members all told, is received on an equal-
ity and acknowledged as a peer of Ohio, or New York, or Penn-
sylvania, with their hundreds of Lodges each and tens of thou-
sands of members. But it may with propriety be urged in
behalf of our extreme western and south-western Grand Lodges
that they are composed of vigorous and progressive material,
and situated in enterprising and rapidly developing communi-
ties.

The total membership of the subordinates of the Grand
Lodge of Utah, in Salt Lake City, is one hundred and forty-
two. She has a Lodge under Dispenéation at Provo, the second
town in Utah, and a healthy prospect for more in the different
mining districts in the Territory.

It might be inferred from the location of this Grand Body,
that the Institution may be under Mormon influence and con-
trolled by parties inimical to our government and laws ; but it
is not so, and it may be mentioned as evidence of their
truth and sincerity, that its first Grand Master occupies the po-
sition of Judge under the United States Government.

The Grand Lodge of British Columbia is established at Viec-
toria, British Columbia. It was organized or constituted Octo-
ber 21, A.L. 5871, by the Masters and Wardens of eight subor-
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dinate Lodges, with an aggregate membership of two hundred
and ninety-five, holding respectively from the Grand Lodge of
England and the Grand Lodge of Scotland, and under the im-
mediate supervision of the Deputy Grand Masters of the Grand
Bodies named, who assented to and assisted in the accom-
plishment of the measure.

From the printed report of the convention in question, which
your committee has examined, there appears to have been no
serious difference in the wishes of the Brethren. It is, of
course, a declaration on the part of the constituent Lodges of
their independence of the Grand Lodges, from which they derived
their existence ; but it was such a declaration and separation
as those Grand Lodges have recognized in the formation of the
Grand Lodges of Canada, New Brunswick and Nova Scotia.

The Grand Lodge of England through its Grand Secretary,
in correspondence with Brethren in Victoria, signifies its readi-
ness to approve their desires, reserving intact the rights and
privileges of any Lodge or Lodges adhering to the mother Grand
Lodge as in former cases.

In the matter of the Grand Orient of Brazil, and Valley of
Lavradio, the sources of information are more limited.

This body was regularly constituted in or about 1828, by au-
thority from the then Supreme Grand Council of the Northern
Jurisdiction of the United States, granted in 1826, and has con-
tinued to work regularly to the present time. In 1861, in con-
sequence of internal quarrels, a portion of the body seceded.
They styled themselves Benedictines, and enjoyed a precarious
existence for a few years, but they are gradually dying out. In
fact, a union of the two wings is now in progress, and promises
tobeentirely successful.

During the last three years the long-existing conservative
element of this body has given way to the party of progress,
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and since the present administration has come into power, are
conforming more to American Masonry, and endeavoring to ex-
tend their relation with the regular Grand Masonic powers of
the world.

The Grand Orient governs only and exclusively the three
symbolic degrees, but works in conjunction with the Superior
Council of the A. and A. Scottish Rite.

Thus far your committee learn that twelve recognitions from
Grand Lodges in this country have been forwarded, and no doubt
is entertained that the request will be universally conceded.

In conclusion, your committee would respectfully recommend
that the recognition of the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts be
extended to the three Grand Lodges praying for the same, to-
gether with a cordial and fraternal God-speed in their new
Masonic relations.

WoLiam W. BAKER,

Wxn. F. Horp,

Jonx Haicn,
Commstice.

By the adoption of the recommendation in the fore-
going report, the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts recog-
nizes, as duly organized, THE GrRaND LoDGE oF UrTamg,
TrE GranD LopGe ofF BrrrisE CorumBia, and THE
GRrAND ORIENT OF BRrAzIL, VALLEY OF LAVRADIO, and ex-
tends to these new Grand Lodges in our GREAT BROTHER-
noop the right hand of fellowship.

Br. Joseph Winsor, in behalf of the committee to whom
was referred a proposed amendment to the Grand Consti-
tutions, submitted the following report : —
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_ In Granp LopeE, June 12, 5872.

The committee to whom was referred the amendment of Sec-
tion 1, Article IIL., Part L., of the Constitutions, respectfully re-
port: — .

That the proposed amendment ought to pass. They therefore
recommend that Part I, Article III., Sect. 2, be amended by strik-
ing out the words ‘ 6 o’clock in the evening,” and inserting
instead thereof the words, ‘4 o’clock p.M., or at such earlier
hour as the Grand Master may direct,” so that the sentence
when amended shall read as follows :

“There shall also be a Communication held annually, on the 27th of
December, commencing at four o’clock p.M., or at such earlier hour as the
Grand Master may direct, for the installation of the Grand Officers and the
celebration of the Anniversary of Saint John the Evangelist.”

Respectfully submitted,
WiLLiAM S.. GARDNER,
Jonx HaicH,

J. WINSOR,
Committee.

The report was accepted.

The Grand Master then submitted the question : ¢¢Shall
the proposed amendment be adopted ?”’

The vote being counted, the Grand Marshal reported
that ninety had voted in'the affirmative, and none in the
negutive.

The Grand Master declared the amendment adopted.

R.W. John McClellan moved that so much of the report
presented this day by R.W. Tracy P. Cheever, as relates
to improper representations made -by a former Grand
Officer in relation t<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>