



  [image: cover]






  

    

  



  ROBERT LOMAS gained a first class honours degree in electronics before being awarded a PhD for his research into solid-state

  physics. He later worked on electronic weapons systems and emergency services command and control systems. He has established himself as one of the world’s leading authorities on the history

  of science and lectures on Information Systems at Bradford University School of Management, one of the UK’s leading business schools, where he also runs the university’s highly popular

  website of Masonic source material (www.bradford.ac.uk/webofhiram/).




  He is a frequent speaker on the Masonic lecture circuit in West Yorkshire and a regular supporter of the Orkney International Science Festival. He has written a number of bestselling books:

  Turning the Hiram Key, The Invisible College, Freemasonry and the Birth of Modern Science and The Man Who Invented the Twentieth Century; and co-authored The Hiram

  Key, The Second Messiah, Uriel’s Machine and The Book of Hiram.




  



    

  



  [image: ]




  





  Constable & Robinson Ltd


  3 The Lanchesters


  162 Fulham Palace Road


  London W6 9ER


  www.constablerobinson.com




  Copyright © Robert Lomas 2006




  The right of Robert Lomas to be identified as the author of this work has been asserted by him in accordance with the Copyright, Designs and Patents Act 1988.




  All rights reserved. This book is sold subject to the condition that it shall not, by way of trade or otherwise, be lent, re-sold, hired out or otherwise circulated in any

  form of binding or cover other than that in which it is published and without a similar condition including this condition being imposed on the subsequent purchaser.




  A copy of the British Library Cataloguing in Publication Data is available from the British Library




  ISBN-10: 1-84529-312-6


  ISBN-13: 978-1-84529-312-3


  eISBN: 978-1-78033-368-7






  Printed and bound in the EU




  3 5 7 9 10 8 6 4




  





  Dedication




  To Bro. Michael Astell, who proposed me into Freemasonry




  





   Acknowledgments




  Firstly, I would like to thank Colin Wilson for introducing me to Duncan Proudfoot at Constable & Robinson. Colin knew I had a large amount of research material on the

  writers Duncan was interested in – so The Secrets of Freemasonry was born. Then I would like to thank Duncan for his editorial support and encouragement; he shaped the concept and

  encouraged me to have a go at bringing the ideas of Preston, Gould, Ward, Waite and Wilmshurst to a new audience.




  I would also like to thank John Wheelwright for his excellent editing skills, cheerful comments and wry sense of humour, my agent Bill Hamilton and his team at AM Heath for sorting out the

  necessary details, and, finally, John Acaster for reminding me what an important influence the attitude of the United Grand Lodge of England towards free-thinkers has been over the centuries.




  



    

 



  Contents




  Introduction




  The Origins of the Craft




  PART ONE




  William Preston’s Story of the Origins of Freemasonry




  1. Early Masonry




  

    

      William Preston




      The Druids




      The Roman Period


    


  




  2. Early English Masonry




  

    

      Saxon Freemasonry


    


  




  3. William the Conqueror to Bloody Mary




  

    

      Freemasonry Under the Knights Templar




      Masonry Under Three Edwards


    


  




  4. Elizabeth and the Stuarts




  

    

      The Grand Lodge of York




      James VI and I




      Charles I




      Charles II




      The Great Fire




      James II


    


  




  5. Forming A Grand Lodge




  

    

      William and Mary




      The Grand Lodge of London


    


  




  6. Rival Grand Lodges




  

    

      The Grand Lodge at York




      Consolidating the Power of the Grand Lodge at London




      Conclusions to Part One


    


  




  PART TWO




  Robert Freke Gould on Scotland’s Role in Early Freemasonry




  7. The First Scottish Statutes of Freemasonry




  

    

      Robert Freke Gould




      Gould’s Scottish Research




      Schaw Statutes No. 1, of 1598




      Schaw Statutes No. 2, of 1599


    


  




  8. The St Clairs of Roslin




  

    

      The St Clair Charters




      The First Grand Master Mason of Scotland


    


  




  9. The Old Lodges of Scotland




  

    

      Dating the Records




      Mother Kilwinning Lodge, Ayrshire, No. 0




      Lodge of Edinburgh No. 1




      Canongate Kilwinning Lodge, No. 2




      Scoon and Perth Lodge, No. 3




      Lodge of Glasgow St John, No. 3 bis




      Canongate and Leith, Leith and Canongate Lodge, No. 5




      Lodge of Old Kilwinning St John, Inverness, No. 6




      Hamilton Kilwinning Lodge, No. 7




      Lodge of Journeymen, Edinburgh, No. 8




      Lodge of Dunblane, No. 9




      Peebles Kilwinning Lodge, No. 24




      Lodge of Aberdeen, No. 34


    


  




  10. The Legend of Kilwinning




  

    

      The Masonic Knights Templar




      Conclusions to Part Two


    


  




  PART THREE




  J. S. M. Ward on Freemasonry and the Knights Templar




  11. The Higher Degrees of Freemasonry




  

    

      John Sebastian Marlowe Ward




      What are the Higher Degrees?




      Group 1 – Degrees of the Craft




      Group II – The Masonic Degrees of the Cross




      Additional Degrees




      The Cryptic Degrees




      The Allied Degrees




      Rose Croix




      Royal Order of Scotland




      The Masonic Knight Templars


    


  




  12. The Knights Templar




  

    

      Beginnings




      What did the Templars believe?


    


  




  13. Templar Transmission Theories




  

    

      A Choice of Ways


    


  




  14. The English and Scottish Knights Templar




  

    

      Templar Links to Freemasonry


    


  




  15. The Auvergne–Mull Templar Transmission Theory




  

    

      The Grand Master of Auvergne




      Templar Symbolism




      Traces of Templar Ceremonies in Masonic Templar Rituals?


    


  




  16. Other Chivalric Degrees in Freemasonry




  

    

      Legends of the Cross




      The Cross, the Vesica Piscis and Masonic Astrology




      The Tau Cross




      The Latin Cross




      The Crosses of the Craft


    


  




  17. The VESICA PISCIS




  

    

      The Symbol of Woman




      The Vesica Piscis in the Craft




      Conclusions to Part Three


    


  




  PART FOUR




  A. E. Waite on Freemasonry, The Secret Tradition and the Knights Templar




  18. The Secret Wardens




  

    

      Arthur Edward Waite




      The Wardens of the Temple of Sion




      Enter Chevalier Ramsay


    


  




  19. The Influence of Chevalier Ramsay




  

    

      Ramsay’s Oration




      Waite’s Thoughts on Ramsay’s Oration


    


  




  20. The Strict Observance




  

    

      The Unknown Superiors




      The Levitikon




      Rituals of the High Grades


    


  




  21. Mysteries of Dates and Origins




  

    

      The Chapter of Clermont




      Council of Emperors of the East and West




      The Masonic Order of the Temple


    


  




  22. The Legacy of Jacques de Molay




  

    

      The Charter of Larmenius


    


  




  23. The Royal Order of Scotland




  

    

      An Order of Doggerel Verse




      The Motive of Chivalry




      Conclusions to Part Four


    


  




  PART FIVE




  W. L. Wilmshurst on the Origins of Freemasonry




  24. The Meaning of Masonic Origins




  

    

      Walter Leslie Wilmshurst




      The Home of Freemasonry




      Conclusions to Part Five




      Conclusions


    


  




  

    

      Bibliography


    


  




  

    

      Appendix 1: The St Clair Charters in the Original Scots


    


  




  





  Introduction




  The Origins of the Craft




  Forbidden Views




  In 1871 the Daily Telegraph ran a leader about the origins of Freemasonry. This said:




  

    

      That Freemasonry dates from before the Flood; that it is a mere creation of yesterday; that it is only an excuse for conviviality; that it is a soul-destroying, atheistic

      organization; that it is a charitable association, doing good under a silly pretence of secrecy; that it is a political engine of extraordinary potency; that it has no secrets; that its

      disciples possess in secret the grandest knowledge vouchsafed to humanity; that they celebrate their mysterious rites under the auspices and the invocations of Mephistopheles; that their

      proceedings are perfectly innocent, not to say supremely stupid; that they commit all the murders which are not traced to somebody else; and that they exist only for the purpose of promoting

      universal brotherhood and benevolence – these are some of the allegations made by babblers outside the circle of the Free and Accepted brethren.


    


  




  In 1995 I happily used this quotation to open my own first venture into understanding the origins of Freemasonry, a book called The Hiram Key. It went on to say:




  

    

      A great number of well-informed men have set out before us to try and find the origins of Freemasonry, and none of the obvious possibilities have

      been overlooked by them, or indeed by the ranks of the romancers and charlatans who have joined in the hunt. For some the line is simple: Freemasonry is as old as its publicly recorded history

      (the seventeenth century) and everything claimed to predate those records is whimsical nonsense. This ultra-pragmatic attitude is clean and uncomplicated, but it is the easiest of all

      hypotheses to reject for many reasons, not least the fact that there is widespread evidence to show that the Order materialized slowly over more than three hundred years before the

      establishment of the United Grand Lodge of England.




      The fact is, the organization that we now call Freemasonry was a secret society before the mid-seventeenth century, and secret societies, by definition, do not publish official histories.

      From the establishment of the United Grand Lodge of England in 1717 onwards the Order has been open about its existence, and only its methods of recognition have been kept from public gaze. We

      will not spend time on proving that Freemasonry was not a spontaneous arrival because it is a theory that has already been widely discredited.


    


  




  When I first began studying the origins of Freemasonry I found it difficult to uncover real information; there were lots of opinions but few contemporary books to study. Most of the modern

  booklets from the United Grand Lodge of England took the view that Freemasonry started in London in 1717. Apparently it sprang, fully formed, into the minds of a small group of London

  ‘gentlemen’, who were inspired by the ideas of working builders to create a whole system of ritual and mythology that then spread throughout the world. The Masonic idea caught on

  quickly and took a firm hold on the imagination of a large part of humanity. Differences of race and language did not prevent its spread.




  The books I consulted in my early days of studying Freemasonry all took the success of the Masonic idea for granted. They did not seem at all disturbed by the thought that the nobility of Europe

  had been sucked into acting out little plays that involved its members taking on the role of jobbing builders. I was fascinated. So I set out to try and discover the secret of the widespread appeal

  of Freemasonry, which had lasted for over three hundred years.




  The ritual of Freemasonry claims that the Craft is at least three thousand years old. I soon found that not only did the opponents of the Order dismiss this possibility

  but the United Grand Lodge of England (UGLE) didn’t accept it either. Indeed UGLE went out of its way to discourage any idea that there could be a history of Freemasonry that predated its own

  formation in 1717.




  During the late 1980s and early 1990s the permanent officials of United Grand Lodge of England were totally hostile to any attempts to investigate their origins. They allowed their so-called

  ‘lodges of research’ to debate unendingly the limited historical evidence of who drank which toasts to whom at which lodge meeting, but anyone questioning the official viewpoint, as I

  did, was quickly told that they would not get any promotion within the system. Usually this was very effective at stopping ambitious insiders asking the ‘wrong’ questions. But, although

  I was by then a Masonic insider, I had no Masonic ambitions and was highly sceptical of the explanations peddled in the ‘research’ newsletters of lodges such as the highly opinionated

  Quatuor Coronati. I soon found that this lodge, which calls itself the ‘premier’ lodge of ‘authentic’ Masonic research, has a long track record of supporting the UGLE party

  line on the London origins of Freemasonry – which I already knew to be an untenable position.




  The problem of where Freemasonry came from was obviously complex, and I considered a variety of possibilities. Was it just an organization that offered opportunities for social intercourse for

  individuals who chose to split off into a distinctive fraternity? This did not seem a credible motive to justify an organization that was so firmly entrenched and had drawn into its ranks all types

  of high-achieving people. Was it a charitable society, set up simply to further philanthropy? It certainly does that, but I soon realized that Freemasonry is not a high-grade Friendly Society, and

  its charitable activities are not the motive for its existence. Was it a school of morality set up with the aim of promoting peace and goodwill? Perhaps. But who needs to join a secret society, or

  to take obligations of secrecy to learn rudimentary ethics? Was it a device to promote the mutual interests of its members? Was it a cover for political intrigue, or a screen for propagating

  anti-religious ideas, or a scheme for world-domination? One question immediately provoked another.




  But the view I formed of British Masonry today is that it has no such ambitions, and seems to actively discourage them. And the notorious ban on Freemasonry by the Roman Catholic Church turns

  out to be nothing more than a knee-jerk by Church leaders aimed at supporting the political ambitions of Jacobite pretenders to the British Crown in the eighteenth

  century.




  I soon concluded that there is only one sensible explanation for the spread of the Masonic system, and that has to be the content and power of its ceremonial rites. This, I decided, must be part

  of the secret of the vitality and the development of Freemasonry. But I also found that a large majority of Freemasons only dimly recognizes the significance of this heritage. There is, though,

  something veiled, latent and deep in Freemasonry’s rites, which speaks to all who take part in them. As we work the rituals we feel we are in the presence of a mystery that goes to the root

  of our being. But where did it all start?




  As I began to study these questions the names of a small number of writers kept being mentioned.




  ‘Preston wrote a book about Freemasonry in the eighteenth century,’ I was told. But nobody had read it, and it was out of print.




  ‘Gould’s History of Freemasonry has everything you need to know about where we came from,’ somebody else confided. ‘There’s a copy of it in the Lodge

  Library.’ But when I checked it out I found it was not Gould’s original work but a much later version put together by Dudley Wright.




  ‘You should read J. S. M Ward. He had some good ideas,’ another brother told me. But I struggled to locate any editions of Ward’s works in print at that time.




  ‘Waite’s Secret Tradition of Freemasonry has all the answers,’ a well-read brother told me. ‘But,’ he added, ‘he’s a very hard read.’ How

  true this was I discovered when I managed to get hold of a first edition of this work!




  Then a colleague at work introduced me to the writings of W. .L. Wilmshurst. I found his works intriguing but abstruse.




  As I read more widely I realized that, from its very beginnings, the Craft has been mysterious about how it started and what it is about. But the view so rigorously enforced by United Grand

  Lodge of England when I started my studies was not shared by the great Masonic writers of the past – not even by Robert Freke Gould, a founder member of Quatuor Coronati. The picture I got

  from these early writers was far more imaginative and interesting than UGLE’s party line. But the stories they told long predated the foundation of the Grand Lodge of London, on which UGLE

  based its claim to be the ‘premier’ Grand Lodge of the World.




  My reason for writing this book is to revisit the ideas of five giants of the Masonic movement and to retell, in my own words, their ideas on where Freemasonry came

  from. They do not agree with each other, and often I do not agree with them. But their stories were all written in good faith in an attempt to understand the origin of Freemasonry. They wrote in

  the language of their time, which can make them hard work for some modern readers; I have therefore taken their ideas and paraphrased them into simpler words and structures, to try and bring their

  writings to a new generation whilst remaining true to the originals. I hope that this effort will encourage many people to consider anew both the questions they posed and the answers they gave.




  I begin with William Preston.




  





  Part One




  William Preston’s Story 

  of 

  The Origins of Freemasonry




  





  Chapter 1




  Early Masonry




  William Preston




  William Preston was a Scot. He was born in Edinburgh in 1742, and his father, who was a strong Jacobite supporter, died when he was eight. William was sent to board at the

  Royal High School and then trained as printer. There was an active group of Edinburgh-trained printers, most of whom were Freemasons, thriving in London at that time. Their leading members were

  Andrew Millar and William Strachan. At the age of eighteen Preston moved to London to work for Strachan. A few years later, in 1763, this group of Scotsmen applied to the Grand Lodge of Edinburgh

  for a warrant to form a lodge in London. Grand Lodge, feeling it would not be appropriate for it to form a lodge in London, referred them to the Grand Lodge of the Antients. This was a group mainly

  of Scots and Irish who had split from the Grand Lodge of London (which they called the Moderns). The Antients Grand Lodge issued a warrant to form Lodge No. 111, and Preston was initiated into this

  lodge by his Scottish brethren around the time of his twenty-first birthday. Soon afterwards he formed a new lodge, called the Caledonian Lodge on a warrant from the Moderns, and for some time had

  a foot in each camp.




  He became interested in recording and formalizing the instructional lectures, which were a key part of Freemasonry at that time. In due course he published a whole series of lectures, rituals

  and other Masonic material, including his view of the origins of Freemasonry. Preston was Master of a number of lodges during his life, including one of the founder lodges of the Grand Lodge of

  London, now known as the Lodge of Antiquity.




  At one stage he challenged the attempts of the Grand Lodge of London to control the Lodge of Antiquity and took part in a long dispute with the London Grand Lodge,

  which has somewhat tainted his reputation with supporters of UGLE. Typical of their attitude is a comment from a Past Master of Quatuor Coronati lodge, who said of Preston: ‘It is a matter of

  regret that he was, on a number of occasions, guilty of mispresentation’. Perhaps he was, if you look from the rather restricted viewpoint of the United Grand Lodge of England, which became

  the successor to the Moderns Grand Lodge of London.




  However, Preston knew the Scottish background of Freemasonry, from family connections in Edinburgh and drew freely from Scottish Masonic writings to create his famous Illustrations of

  Masonry, which ran through several editions. Preston was a Knight of Heredom, a Masonic grade awarded by the Royal Order of Scotland. He did a vast amount of work in recording and publishing

  the teaching lectures of the Craft, and his Illustrations gives an interesting insight into where he thought Freemasonry came from.




  What follows is paraphrased from his 1795 edition.




  

    The Druids


  




  The early history of Britain is mixed with fable, but, Preston believed, there is evidence that the science of Masonry existed in the British Isles before the invasion of the

  Romans. The principles of Masonry were practised by the order known as the Druids, who used many rituals and practices that are known to Masons today. No written records exist from this remote

  period, but the Druids held their meetings in woods and groves, and kept their principles and opinions a close secret. Because of this secrecy much of their detailed knowledge died with them, but

  what other contemporary writers said about their ways of working survives.




  They were the priests of the Britons, Gauls, and other Celtic nations and were divided into three classes. Those of the first class, poets and musicians, were called Bards. Members of the second

  class were known as Vates and were priests and physiologists. Adherents of the third class, known simply as Druids, studied moral philosophy as well as physiology.




  Many of the Druids’ doctrines were taken from the teachings of Pythagoras. They devoted their lives to study and speculation and held private sessions at which

  they discussed where matter came from, what laws governed its behaviour and the properties of different substances. They developed theories about the size and nature of the universe and made a

  general study of the hidden mysteries of nature and science. Their findings were taught to their candidates in the form of verses, to make their memorizing easier. But before new entrants were

  allowed to learn the ritual verses they had to take an oath never to write them down.




  The Druids created many branches of useful knowledge although they hid their secrets under a veil of mystery. Their order was widely admired and respected and its members were leaders in their

  communities. They were entrusted with educating the young, and from their centres of learning they issued valuable instruction. They acted as judges in matters of religious and civil law, and they

  were tutors of philosophy, astrology, politics, ritual and ceremonial. Their bards celebrated the heroic deeds of great men in songs designed to inspire the next generation.




  The Druids had a similar legend to the Greek story of the death of Dionysos. Preston reports a Druidical temple on Iona, which had a sculptured slab, dating from the time of the Druids, showing

  two figures greeting each other using the Masonic lion grip. The Druids used various signs in their initiation rituals, and they venerated the triangle, the swastika and a symbol showing three

  diverging rays of light. He is not sure if there is any direct connection between the ancient Druids and Freemasonry but says the experienced mason will see how similar the practices of the Druids

  are to the way our Fraternity works today.




  

    The Roman Period


  




  Julius Caesar and several of the Roman generals who succeeded him in the government of Britain were patrons and protectors of the Craft. The Romans encouraged the arts and

  sciences in Britain. As Britain became more civilized so Masonry rose in esteem. The Masonic fraternity were employed in erecting walls, forts, bridges, cities, temples, palaces, courts of justice,

  and other stately works. Because of the secrecy of the Craft nothing was written down about how the lodges were governed or what rituals they carried out, but they held lodges and conventions

  regularly. These meetings were open only to initiated fellows, who were legally restrained from mentioning the private doings of Masonry. The wars between the Romans and

  the native British slowed the progress of Masonry in these islands although there was a positive Roman influence on Freemasonry.




  The Roman collegium provides a link from earlier British sources to the subsequent practice of Masonry. Most Roman trades were controlled guilds or collegia. They were powerful enough for

  various Roman emperors to issue edicts to try to suppress them. But these edicts were never effectively enforced against the Masons because they ‘could prove their great antiquity and that

  they were religious in character’. Many collegia became charitable, religious, or funerary groups, although they kept the knowledge of their Masonic secrets. They held memorial

  services for members who died, marked member’s tombs with the emblems of their trades, and helped support widows and children. Preston describes a Roman builder’s tomb, which showed the

  square, the compasses, and the level used as ‘emblems to mark the grave of a brother’.




  The Roman colleges of architects held privileges and exemptions because of the prestige of the work they did. Their organization was similar to that of a modern Masonic Lodge, and they had

  constitutions and regulations to rule their actions in religious and secular matters. Roman law accepted the modern rule that ‘Three make a College/Lodge’. Each meeting was presided

  over by a master (magister) and two wardens (decuriones). They also had a secretary, a treasurer, a chaplain (sacerdos), and admitted lay members who were known as patrons or

  speculatives. Their lodges had three grades – Apprentices, Fellows and Masters – and they had rituals of initiation that involved death and rebirth, as does the modern Third Degree.

  They used all the Masonic emblems: the square, the compasses, the cube, plumb-rule, circle and level. And they also used an upturned urn as an emblem of death.




  A meeting hall owned by the local Masonic collegium was found when Pompeii was excavated in 1878. It had two columns at its entrance, and its interior was decorated with interlaced

  triangles, which is ‘the constant badge of the masons’. There was a pedestal in the main room that held a tracing-broad in the form of a table of inlaid mosaic. In its centre was a

  skull with square, plumb line and other Masonic designs.




  When Christianity became the official religion of Rome it attracted members of the collegia of Masons, but the Masons retained their links with the ancient

  traditions of the builders. When the Emperor Diocletian set out to destroy Christianity he dealt leniently with the collegia of Architects until some of them refused to make a statue of

  Aesculapius, but, when thus defied, he had four Master Masons and one apprentice tortured to death. Now known as the Four Crowned Martyrs, the four Masters, Claudius, Nicostratus, Symphorian and

  Castorius, are always shown holding the implements of their Mason’s trade. [This legend would later provide the name for the Quatuor Coronati lodge.] They and the apprentice Simplicius became

  the patron saints of Masons throughout Europe. There is a poem about them in the oldest written record of the craft, the Regius MS, which is kept in the British Library.




  A Romano-British emperor named Carausius revived the principles of Masonry. Carausius wanted to make himself and his government more acceptable to the British, so he decided to emulate the good

  works of the Masons, and by this means he earned the love and esteem of what Preston calls ‘the most enlightened part of his subjects’. He supported learning, improved the civil arts,

  and employed the best workmen and artificers from throughout the country. The old Masonic constitutions say that he took on a noble called Albanus to provide his hometown of Verulamium with a wall.

  Not only did Albanus build a strong wall he also built a splendid palace for the emperor. He made such a good job of it all that Carausius made him steward of his household, and chief ruler of the

  realm.




  The masons became Carausius’s favourites, and he was so impressed by their teachings that he made Albanus their Grand Master. Albanus held regular lodges and conventions for the

  Fraternity, and the rituals of masonry thrived. Carausius was so pleased with the Masons that he granted them a charter letting them hold a general council, set up their own government, and correct

  errors among themselves. Albanus turned out to be a good friend to the Craft and assisted at the initiation of many candidates into the mysteries of the Order during the time he presided as Grand

  Master. Under this benign Masonic guidance Britain enjoyed peace and tranquillity. Preston concludes that this proves that Albanus was a celebrated architect, and an encourager of able workmen,

  adding that Freemasonry thrived under this eminent patron.




  Verulamium was the Roman name for the city of St Alban’s in Hertfordshire, and Grand Master Albanus came from one of the leading families of the city. As a young man he had travelled to

  Rome, where he served the Emperor Diocletian for seven years. After leaving Rome he travelled to the town now known as Chester, where he was baptized a Christian by

  Bishop Amphibalus.




  The venerable Bede tells how Albanus died in 303 AD. The Roman governor, told that Albanus was hiding a Christian in his house, sent a party of soldiers to apprehend him. (The Christian was

  Albanus’s friend Amphibalus, the priest who had baptized him.) When the soldiers came Albanus dressed in the monk’s habit of his guest and offered himself to the officers. He was taken

  before a magistrate, where he spoke in support of his friend and brother Christian. This did not please the judge, who, following the edict of Diocletian ordered Albanus to be beheaded for

  professing the Christian faith. Made a saint by the Christian church, he became known in England as St Alban the martyr, and eventually his home town was renamed as a memorial to him.




  When the Roman Empire was destroyed by barbarian invaders the collegia system was destroyed except for one collegium, which took refuge in Comacina, a fortified island in the midst

  of Lake Como.




  Once the Romans had left Britain, Masonry was totally neglected, because of the disruption caused by the raids of the Picts and Scots. These caused so much trouble that the southern British

  called in the Saxons to help repel the invaders. As the Saxons gained increased power the native Britons and their knowledge of Masonry sank into obscurity. Before long the rough, ignorant and

  heathen Saxons ruled southern Britain. They despised everything except war and destroyed what remained of the ancient Masonic learning. The Picts and Scots continued to raid England with

  unrestrained rigour, and it was not until some pious teachers from Wales and Ireland converted some of these savages to Christianity, that the attacks diminished. Only then did Masonic lodges begin

  to meet again.




  





  Chapter 2




  Early English Masonry




  Saxon Freemasonry




  Masonry continued to decline until AD 557, when Bishop Austin [here Preston probably refers to the man now better known as St Augustine, who came to southern England in AD 597]

  brought forty monks skilled in the science of Masonry to England. Austin, sent by Pope Gregory I to baptize Ethelbert king of Kent, went on to become the first archbishop of Canterbury, and he and

  his associates propagated the principles of Christianity among the British so that in little more than sixty years all the kings of southern Britain were converted. Masonry flourished under

  Austin’s patronage, and, Preston says, he popularized the Gothic style of building introduced with his patronage of foreign Masons at this time. Austin encouraged architecture and headed the

  Fraternity which began the building of the old cathedral of Canterbury in AD 600, the cathedral of Rochester in 602, St Paul’s, London, in 604, St Peter’s, Westminster, in 605 and many

  others. He also supervised the building of several palaces and castles as well as fortifications on the borders of the new Christian kingdoms. Because he encouraged building work, the number of

  masons in England increased considerably.




  In 680 Abbot Bennet of Wirral formed a lodge from a number of expert brethren who came from France. Preston says that soon afterwards Kenred, King of Mercia, appointed Bennet Inspector of the

  lodge, and general superintendent of masons. Then, he adds, in the year 856 Masonry received a boost from the patronage of St Swithin, who was employed by Ethelwulf, the Saxon king, to repair some

  pious houses [although Swithin was not a builder/stonemason but Bishop of Winchester in 852–62].




  It continued to improve until the accession in 872 of King Alfred, who, Preston says, was a zealous protector of Masonry. Under his patronage it kept pace with the

  progress of learning. David Hume, in his History of England (1778), says of him:




  

    

      He usually divided his time into three equal portions: One was employed in sleep, and the refection of his body by diet and exercise; another in the dispatch of business; a

      third, in study and devotion. And that he might more exactly measure the hours, he made use of burning tapers of equal length, which he fixed in lanthorns; an expedient suited to that rude age,

      when the [art of making sun-dials] and the mechanism of clocks and watches, were totally unknown. And by such a regular distribution of his time, though he often laboured under great bodily

      infirmities, this martial hero, who fought in person fifty-six battles by sea and land, was able, during a life of no extraordinary length, to acquire more knowledge, and even to compose more

      books, than most studious men, though blest with greater leisure and application, have [done] in more fortunate ages . . .


    


  




  Alfred invited industrious foreigners from all quarters to repopulate his country, which was desolated by the ravages of the Danes. He encouraged inventors and improvers of

  ingenious art. A seventh part of his revenue was set aside to maintain workmen whom he employed in rebuilding his ruined cities, castles, palaces, and monasteries. He founded the university of

  Oxford.




  Alfred died in 900, and his son King Edward the Elder took the throne. Preston tells us that during his reign the Masons continued to hold lodges and enjoyed the patronage of Ethred and

  Ethelward, the King’s brother-in-law and brother. Prince Ethelward was a great scholar and a skilled architect who founded the university of Cambridge. Twenty-four years later King Edward

  died and was succeeded by his son, Athelstane; Prince Edward, brother of the new king, became the new patron of the Masons. Athelstane sold the Masons a Royal Charter; which gave them the right to

  meet every year at York and to rule themselves under a Royal Grand Master. The first Grand Lodge of England was formed at York in 926; Prince Edwin presided over the meeting, and many old Masonic

  writings in Greek, Latin and other languages were studied and their contents incorporated into the constitutions of the English Masonic lodges.




  Preston goes on to quote from a copy of a paper which had once been part of the collection of Elias Ashmole, but which he says was destroyed towards the end of the

  Civil War.




  

    

      Many of the ancient records of the brotherhood in England were destroyed, or lost, in the wars of the Saxons and Danes, yet king Athelstane, (the grandson of king Alfrede

      the Great, a mighty architect), the first anointed king of England, and who translated the Holy Bible into the Saxon tongue (A.D. 930), when he had brought the land into rest and peace, built

      many great works, and encouraged many masons from France, who were appointed overseers thereof, and brought with them the charges and regulations of the lodges, preserved since the Roman times;

      who also prevailed with the king to improve the constitution of the English lodges according to the foreign model, and to increase the wages of working masons.




      That the said king’s brother, prince Edwin, being taught masonry, and taking upon him the charges of a master-mason, for the love he had to the said craft, and the honourable

      principles whereon it is grounded, purchased a free charter of king Athelstane, for the masons having a correction among themselves (as it was anciently expressed), or a freedom and power to

      regulate themselves, to amend what might happen amiss, and to hold a yearly communication and general assembly.




      That accordingly prince Edwin summoned all the masons in the realm to meet him in a congregation at York, who came and composed a general lodge, of which he was Grand Master; and having

      brought with them all the writings and records extant, some in Greek, some in Latin, some in French, and other languages, from the contents thereof that assembly did frame the constitution and

      charges of an English lodge, made a law to preserve and observe the same in all time coming, and ordained good pay for working masons, &c.




      From this era we date the re-establishment of free-masonry in England. There is at present a Grand Lodge of masons in the city of York, who trace their existence from this period. By virtue

      of Edwin’s charter, it is said, all the masons in the realm were convened at a general assembly in that city, where they established a general or grand Lodge for their future government.

      Under the patronage and jurisdiction of this Grand Lodge, it is alleged, the Fraternity considerably increased, and kings, princes, and other eminent persons, who had

      been initiated into masonry, paid due allegiance to that Grand Assembly. But as the events of the times were various and fluctuating, that Assembly was more or less respectable; and in

      proportion as masonry obtained encouragement, its influence was more or less extensive. The appellation of Ancient York Masons is well known in Ireland and Scotland; and the universal tradition

      is that the brethren of that appellation originated at Auldby near York. This carries with it some marks of confirmation, for Auldby was the seat of Edwin.




      There is every reason to believe that York was deemed the original seat of Masonic government in this country; as no other place has pretended to claim it, and as the whole Fraternity have,

      at various times, universally acknowledged allegiance to the authority established there: but whether the present association in that city be entitled to that allegiance, is a subject of

      inquiry which it is not my province to investigate. To that assembly recourse must be had for information. Thus much, however, is certain, that if a General Assembly or Grand Lodge was held

      there (of which there is little doubt if we can rely on our records and constitutions, as it is said to have existed there in Queen Elizabeth’s time), there is no evidence of its regular

      removal to any other place in the kingdom; and, upon that ground, the brethren at York may probably with justice claim to the privilege of associating in that character. A number of respectable

      meetings of the Fraternity appear to have been convened at sundry times in different parts of England, but we cannot find an instance on record, till a very late period, of a general meeting

      (so called) being held in any other place beside York.




      To understand this matter more clearly, it may be necessary to advert to the original institution of that assembly, called a General or Grand Lodge. It was not then restricted,

      as it is now understood to be, to the Masters and Wardens of private lodges, with the Grand Master and his Wardens at their head; it consisted of as many of the Fraternity at large as,

      being within a convenient distance, could attend, once or twice in a year, under the auspices of one general head, elected and installed at one of these meetings, and who, for the time being,

      received homage as the sole governor of the whole body. The idea of confining the privileges of masonry, by a warrant of constitution, to certain individuals,

      convened on certain days at certain places, had no existence. There was but one family among masons, and every mason was a branch of that family. It is true, the privileges of the different

      degrees of the Order always centred in certain members of the Fraternity, who, according to their advancement in the Art, were authorized by the ancient charges to assemble in, hold, and rule

      lodges, at their will and discretion, in such places as best suited their convenience, and when so assembled, to receive pupils and deliver instructions in masonry; but all the tribute from

      these individuals, separately and collectively, rested ultimately in the General Assembly, to which all the Fraternity might repair, and to whose award all were bound to pay submission.




      As the constitutions of the English Lodges are derived from this General Assembly at York; as all masons are bound to observe and preserve those in all time coming; and as

      there is no satisfactory proof that such assembly was every regularly removed by the resolution of its members, but that, on the contrary, the Fraternity still continue to meet in that city

      under this appellation, it may remain a doubt, whether, while these constitutions exist as the standard of Masonic conduct, that assembly may not justly claim the allegiance to which their

      original authority entitled them; and whether any other convention of masons, however great their consequence may be, can, consistent with those constitutions, withdraw their allegiance from

      that assembly, or set aside an authority, to which not only antiquity, but the concurrent approbation of masons for ages, under the most solemn engagements, have repeatedly given a

      sanction.




      It is to be regretted, that the idea of superiority, and a wish to acquire absolute dominion, should occasion a contest among masons. Were the principles of the Order better understood, and

      more generally practised, the intention of the institution would be more fully answered. Every mason would consider his brother as his fellow, and he who, by generous and virtuous actions,

      could best promote the happiness of society, would always be most likely to receive homage and respect.


    


  




  For many years Athelstane held his court at York. He was known as a mild king and a good Masonic brother. His brother Edwin was qualified in every respect, to preside

  over so celebrated a body of men as the Masons. He employed Masons to repair and build many churches and other superb edifices in the city of York, at Beverley, and other places.




  Grand Master Prince Edwin died two years before the king, and Preston reports there was an unfounded rumour that Athelstane murdered him. He goes on to outline the circumstances of Edwin’s

  death:




  

    

      The business of Edwin’s death is a point the most obscure in the story of this king, and, to say the truth, not one even of our best historians hath written clearly,

      or with due attention, concerning it. The fact as commonly received is this: The king, suspecting his younger brother Edwin, of designing to deprive him of his crown, caused him,

      notwithstanding his protestations of innocency, to be put on board a leaky ship, with his armour-bearer and page. The young prince, unable to bear the severity of the weather, and want of food,

      desperately drowned himself. Some time after, the king’s cup-bearer, who had been the chief cause of this act of cruelty, happened, as he was serving the king at table, to trip with one

      foot, but recovering himself with the other, ‘See,’ said he, pleasantly, ‘how brothers afford each other help’; which striking the king with the remembrance of what

      himself had done in taking off Edwin, who might have helped him in his wars, he caused that business to be more thoroughly examined, and, finding his brother had been falsely accused, caused

      his cup-bearer to be put to a cruel death, endured himself seven years sharp penance, and built the two monasteries of Middleton and Michelness, to atone for this base and bloody fact.


    


  




  Preston goes on to say that Simeon of Durham and the Saxon Chronicle say that Edwin was drowned by his brother’s command, in the year 933, but that other sources place the story in either

  the first or the second year of Athelstane’s reign and tell the story of the rotten ship and of the king punishing the cup-bearer. Preston reasons that, if Edwin was drowned in the second

  year of Athelstane’s reign, he could not be alive in the tenth year. And he says that we should take the first date as the more probable, because there was a conspiracy against the king about

  that time (the plan was to dethrone him, and put out his eyes). Yet Athelstane did not put the plotters to death, so Preston thinks it unlikely that he would have ordered

  his brother’s effective drowning upon bare suspicion? Athelstane was unanimously acknowledged as king – his brother being then too young to govern, and hence not old enough to

  conspire.




  Preston argues that if we take the second date (933), the whole story is destroyed; the king could not do seven years penance, for he did not live so long (he died in 939). As for the tale of

  the cup-bearer, and his stumble at the king’s table, the same story is told of Earl Godwin, who murdered the brother of Edward the Confessor. Preston claims that nothing is clearer from

  history than that Athelstane was remarkably kind to his brothers and sisters, for whose sakes he lived single, and therefore his brother had less temptation to conspire against him.




  When Edwin died, King Athelstane personally took over the direction of the lodges and supported the art of Masonry for the rest of his life. When Athelstane died the masons dispersed, and the

  lodges remained in an unsettled state till the accession in 960 of Edgar, who brought the Fraternity together under the mastership of St Dunstan; they were employed to build some religious

  structures, but were not greatly encouraged.




  When Edgar died Masonry declined for almost fifty years, but it revived in 1041 because of the interest in Masonry of King Edward the Confessor. Edward appointed Leofric, Earl of Coventry, who

  was an accomplished architect, as Superintendent of Masons. Under his guidance Westminster Abbey and the Abbey of Coventry were rebuilt.




  





  Chapter 3




  William the Conqueror to 

  Bloody Mary




  Freemasonry Under the Knights Templar




  William the Conqueror, who took the crown of England in 1066, appointed two patrons to oversee the Craft. Preston tells us that these were Gundulf, Bishop of Rochester, and

  Roger de Montgomery, Earl of Shrewsbury – each of whom had expertise in both civil and military architecture. These noble patrons employed the Fraternity to begin building the Tower of

  London. The work was completed during the reign of William Rufus, who then employed the Masons to build the Palace and Hall of Westminster and to rebuild London Bridge.




  When King Henry I came to the throne in 1100 he granted a Charter of Liberties to the Masons and encouraged the lodges to assemble. Stephen, who succeeded Henry in 1135, employed the Fraternity

  to build a Chapel at Westminster, which is now the Chapel of the House of Commons, and appointed Gilbert de Clare, Marquis of Pembroke, to preside over the lodges. After King Henry II came to the

  throne in 1154 he appointed André de Montbard, the Grand Master of the Knights Templar, to act as Superintendent of the Masons, and under a succession of Templar Superintendents the Masons

  were employed to build a Temple for the Order in Fleet Street. This was completed under Grand Master Gérard de Ridefort, who was also the Superintendent of Masons in 1185. A round church, it

  was designed to recall the circular Church of the Holy Sepulchre in Jerusalem, and the patriarch of Jerusalem consecrated it.




  Masonry continued under the patronage of the Knights Templar until 1199, when King John succeeded his brother Richard I. Preston tells us that John removed Gilbert

  Erail, who was then the Templar Grand Superintendent of Masons, and replaced him with Peter de Colechurch, whom he designated Grand Master of Masons. Colechurch began to rebuild London Bridge with

  stone, and it was finished in 1209. Peter de Rupibus succeeded Colechurch as Grand Master, with Geoffrey Fitz-Peter, Chief Surveyor of the King’s Works, acting as his deputy, and under these

  two artists Masonry flourished during the remainder of King John’s reign. [Preston makes no mention of Henry III (1216–72).]




  

    Masonry Under Three Edwards


  




  Edward I came to the throne of England in 1272. To take charge of the Masons he appointed Walter Giffard, Archbishop of York, Gilbert de Clare, Earl of Gloucester, and Ralph,

  Lord of Mount Hermer. These three oversaw the completion of Westminster Abbey, which had been started in 1220.




  Edward II (1307–27) appointed Walter Stapleton, Bishop of Exeter, to be Grand Master. Under his guidance the Fraternity built Exeter and Oriel Colleges at Oxford and Clare Hall at

  Cambridge. Masonry flourished in England under Edward III, who was a patron of science and an encourager of learning. Preston tells us that the king patronized the lodges and appointed five

  deputies to run the day-to-day business of the Fraternity:




  

    

      John de Spoulee, rebuilder of St George’s Chapel, Windsor, where the Order of the Garter was instituted in 1350




      William Wykeham, later Bishop of Winchester, who in 1357 rebuilt Windsor Castle at the head of 400 free-masons




      Robert Barnham, who, with 250 free-masons, finished St George’s Hall in London in 1375




      Henry Yevele (called the King’s free-mason in the old records), who built the Charterhouse in London, King’s Hall in Cambridge and Queensborough Castle, and rebuilt St Stephen’s Chapel, Westminster




      Simon Langham, Abbot of Westminster, who rebuilt the body of that cathedral as it now stands.


    


  




  Edward III also revised and improved the constitutions and ancient charges of the Order and added several regulations to the original laws. During

  his reign lodges were numerous, and the regular communications of the Fraternity were held under the protection of the civil magistrates.




  

    Preston quotes from an old record of the Society, which he says was then in his possession:


  




  

    

      In the glorious reign of King Edward III, when lodges were more frequent, the Right Worshipful the Master and Fellows, with consent of the lords of the realm (for most

      great men were then masons), ordained,




      That for the future, at the making or admission of a brother, the constitution and the ancient charges should be read by the Master or Warden.




      That such as were to be admitted master-masons, or masters of work, should be examined whether they be able of cunning to serve their respective lords, as well the lowest as the highest, to

      the honour and worship of the aforesaid Art, and to the profit of their lords; for they be their lords that employ and pay them for their service and travel.


    


  




  The following particulars, Preston says, were also contained in a very old manuscript, a copy of which was reputedly in the possession of the late George Payne, Esq., Grand Master in 1718:




  

    

      That when the Master and Wardens meet in a lodge, if need be, the Sheriff of the county, or the Mayor of the city, or Alderman of the town, in which the congregation is

      held, should be made fellow and sociate to the Master, in help of him against rebels, and for upbearing the rights of the realm.




      That entered prentices, at their making, were charged not to be thieves or thieves’ maintainers; that they should travel honestly for their pay, and love their fellows as themselves,

      and be true to the king of England, and to the realm, and to the lodge.




      That, at such congregations, it shall be inquired, whether any Master or Fellow has broke any of the articles agreed to; and if the offender, being duly cited to appear, prove rebel, and

      will not attend, then the lodge shall determine against him, that he shall forswear (or renounce) his masonry, and shall no more use this craft; the which if he

      presume for to do, the sheriff of the county shall prison him, and take all his goods into the king’s hands, till his grace be granted him and issued. For this cause principally have

      these congregations been ordained, that as well the lowest as the highest should be well and truly served in this Art aforesaid, throughout all the kingdom of England. Amen, so mote it be.


    


  




  In 1377 Richard II succeeded his grandfather Edward III, and he caused William Wykeham to continue as Grand Master. Grand Master Wykeham rebuilt Westminster Hall and employed the Fraternity to

  build New College, Oxford, and Winchester College. After Richard had been killed and succeeded by Henry IV, Thomas Fitz Allen, Earl of Surrey, replaced Wykeham as Grand Master. Henry founded Battle

  Abbey and Fotheringhay Abbey and built the Guildhall of London. In 1413 Henry V succeeded to the crown, and he put Henry Chichele, Archbishop of Canterbury, in charge of the Fraternity; under his

  guidance the lodges met frequently.




  When Henry VI succeeded to the throne in 1422 he was still a minor, and during his reign an attempt was made by parliament to suppress the lodges and regular meetings of masons. Preston explains

  the circumstances. The Duke of Bedford, who was regent, spent much of his time in France, and so his brother Humphrey, Duke of Gloucester, ruled England and took the title Protector and Guardian of

  the kingdom. Humphrey had received a more learned education than was usual in his age; he founded one of the first public libraries in England and was a great patron of learned men. Preston adds

  that the records of Freemasonry say he was made a Freemason. But the young King Henry was educated by Henry Beaufort, Bishop of Winchester and Humphrey of Gloucester’s uncle, who had

  political ambitions. It was the battle between the Bishop and the Protector that resulted in the hostility of Parliament to Freemasonry.




  The Bishop resolved to destroy Duke Humphrey, as he felt the Duke’s popularity made him dangerous. The Duke had always been a good friend to the public, and had prevented absolute power

  from being vested in the person of the young king, whose education and attitude of mind Beaufort controlled and attempted to subvert to his own purposes. In order to weaken his nephew, the Bishop,

  knowing Gloucester was supported by the Freemasons, called on Parliament to abolish the Society of Masons on the grounds that they held secret meetings.




  In April 1425 Parliament met at Westminster, the servants and followers of the peers all arriving armed to the teeth with clubs and staves (this came to be called the Battle Parliament). Among

  the laws it passed was an act abolishing the Society of Masons by preventing its assemblies and congregations:




  

    

      Masons shall not confederate in Chapters or Congregations




      Whereas, by the yearly congregations and confederacies made by the masons in their general assemblies, the good course and effect of the statutes of labourers be openly violated and broken,

      in subversion of the law, and to the great damage of all the commons; our sovereign Lord the King, willing in this case to provide a remedy, by the advice and consent aforesaid, and at the

      special request of the commons, hath ordained and established that such chapters and congregations shall not be hereafter holden; and if any such be made, they that cause such chapters and

      congregations to be assembled and holden, if they thereof be convict, shall be judged for felons: and that the other masons, that come to such chapters or congregations, be punished by

      imprisonment of their bodies, and make find and ransom at the king’s will.


    


  




  This act never came into force, and the Fraternity was not deterred from assembling under the continuing Grand Mastership of Archbishop Chichele. As Preston explains:




  

    

      The Latin Register of William Molart, prior of Canterbury, in manuscript, pap. 88, entitled Liveratio generalis domini Gulielmi Prioris Ecclesiœ Christi

      Cantuariensis, erga Fastum Natalis Domini 1429, informs us, that in the year 1429, during the minority of Henry VI, a respectable lodge was held at Canterbury under the patronage of

      Henry Chicheley, the Archbishop; at which were present Thomas Stapylton, the Master; John Morris, warden of the lodge of masons; with fifteen fellow-crafts, and three entered apprentices, all

      of whom are particularly named.


    


  




  Despite the edict many lodges were formed in different parts of the kingdom, and the Fraternity prospered.




  The sovereign authority vested in the Duke of Gloucester, as Protector of the Realm, meant that the execution of the laws, and all that related to the civil

  magistracy, centred in him. This was fortunate for the Masons at this critical juncture. The Duke, knowing the Masons to be innocent of the accusations Bishop Beaufort had laid against them, took

  them under his protection, and turned the charge of rebellion, sedition and treason away from them and onto the Bishop and his followers. The Duke asserted that they were the first violators of the

  public peace, and the most rigorous promoters of a civil discord.




  Preston tells us that Beaufort, realizing that his conduct could not be justified by the laws of the land, set out to influence the young king. Beaufort persuaded the king to grant letters of

  pardon for all offences committed by him, contrary to the statute of provisors and other acts of præÊmunire. Then, five years later, he obtained another pardon, under the great seal,

  for all crimes whatever from the creation of the world to 26 July 1437. Notwithstanding the Bishop’s precautions, though, in 1442 the Duke of Gloucester drew up fresh articles of impeachment

  against him, presented them to the king and urged the king to pass judgment on Beaufort for his crimes. The king referred the matter to his council, which was made up mainly of ecclesiastics. They

  favoured the Bishop and made such a slow progress in the business that the duke, weary of the delays and fraudulent evasions, dropped the prosecution.




  The Bishop then accused the Duchess of Gloucester of witchcraft. It was alleged that a wax figure of the king was found in her possession, and that she and two associates, Sir Roger Bolingbroke,

  a priest, and Margery Jordan of Eye, melted it in a magical manner before a slow fire, with the intention of making Henry’s force and vigour waste away in the same manner. This accusation,

  calculated to affect the weak and credulous mind of the king, gain some credence in that credulous age, and the Duchess and her confederates were tried and found guilty. The Duchess was condemned

  to do public penance in London for three days, and to suffer perpetual imprisonment; the others were executed.




  The Duke, provoked by such insults to his Duchess, stoutly resisted these shameful proceedings, but the matter ended in his own destruction. The Bishop and his party hatched a plan to murder

  him. A parliament was summoned to meet at St Edmondsbury [now Bury St Edmunds] in 1447, where they expected he would be entirely at their mercy, and, having appeared on

  the second day of the session, the Duke was accused of treason, and thrown into prison. The next day he was found cruelly murdered. It was pretended that his death was natural. But, though his body

  (which was exposed to public view) bore no marks of outward injury, there was little doubt he was a sacrifice to the vengeance of his enemies. After this dreadful catastrophe, five of his servants

  were tried for aiding him in his treasons and condemned to be hanged, drawn and quartered. They were hanged accordingly, cut down alive, stripped naked and marked with a knife to be quartered, when

  the Marquis of Suffolk produced a pardon, and saved their lives. Preston describes this as ‘the most barbarous kind of mercy that can possibly be imagined!’ [Preston seems to miss the

  point that perhaps the Marquis was a supporter of Beaufort.]




  Preston assures us that the Duke of Gloucester’s death was universally lamented throughout the kingdom. He had long deserved, the sobriquet of ‘the Good’. He was a lover of his

  country, friend of good men, protector of Masons, patron of the learned, and the encourager of every useful art. His persecutor, the hypocritical Bishop, scarcely survived him by two months. After

  a long life spent in falsehood and politics, he sank into oblivion, and ended his days in misery.




  After Beaufort’s death the Masons held their lodges without danger of interruption. Henry VI established various seats of erudition, which he enriched with endowments, and distinguished by

  peculiar immunities. He thus encouraged his subjects to rise above ignorance and barbarism, and reform their turbulent and licentious manners. In 1442 he was initiated into masonry, and, from that

  time, spared no pains to obtain a complete knowledge of the Art. He perused the ancient charges, revised the constitutions and, with the consent of his Council, honoured the Masons with his

  sanction.




  Preston quotes a record from the time of Edward IV:




  

    

      The company of masons, being otherwise termed free-masons, of auntient staunding and good reckoninge, by means of affable and kind meetyngs dyverse tymes, and as a lovinge

      brotherhode use to doe, did frequent this mutual assembly in the tyme of Henry VI in the twelfth yeare of his most gracious reign, A.D. 1434. That the charges and laws of the free-masons have

      been seen and perused by our late soveraign king Henry VI and by the lords of his most honourable council, who have allowed them, and declared, That they be right good and reasonable to be

      holden, as they have been drawn out and collected from the records of auntient tymes.


    


  




  From this it appears that Freemasons were held in high esteem. Preston tells us that, encouraged by the example of the sovereign and drawn by an ambition to excel, many lords

  and gentlemen of the court were initiated into Masonry, and pursued the Art with diligence and assiduity.




  While all this was going on in England, Masons in Scotland were encouraged and protected by King James I, who became a patron of learning and a zealous encourager of Masonry. The Scottish

  records say that he honoured lodges with his royal presence and settled a yearly revenue of four pounds Scots to be paid to every Master Mason in Scotland. He gave the Masons a Grand Master

  approved by the crown, either nobly born or an eminent clergyman, who had his deputies in cities and counties, and every new brother would pay an entrance fee to him. [This is the first mention of

  an initiation fee being paid to support a Grand Master and officers.] This office empowered the Grand Master to regulate the Fraternity, so that there would be no need to resort to law courts. In

  Scotland both mason and lord, the builder and the founder of any proposed structure, when at variance, could appeal to the king, in order to prevent lawsuits. In his absence, they appealed to his

  Warden.




  In England Henry had presided in person over the lodges and nominated as Grand Master William Waynefleet, Bishop of Winchester, who built at his own expense Magdalen College, Oxford, and several

  religious houses. Eton College, near Windsor, and King’s College, Cambridge, were founded in his reign, and finished under the direction of Waynefleet, and Henry also founded Christ’s

  College and Queen’s College (named for his queen, Margaret of Anjou) in Cambridge. In short, during the life of this prince, the arts flourished, and many sagacious statesmen, consummate

  orators, and admired writers, were supported by royal generosity.




  So Masonry flourished until England’s domestic peace was interrupted by the civil wars between the royal houses of York and Lancaster: the Wars of the Roses (1455–85). During this

  period Masonry was neglected, until revived in 1471 under the Grand Mastership of Richard Beauchamp, Bishop of Sarum, an appointee of Edward IV who was given the title of Chancellor of the Garter,

  for his efforts in repairing the castle and chapel of Windsor. Under Edward V and Richard III it again fell into decline until the accession of Henry VII in 1485, when it

  rose in esteem once more. At this time Freemasonry came under the patronage of the Master and Fellows of the Order of Knights of St John of Malta. They held a Grand Lodge in 1500 and chose King

  Henry as their protector. Now under royal favour, the Fraternity revived its assemblies, and Masonry prospered.




  On 24 June 1502 a Lodge of Masters was formed, at which the king presided in person as Grand Master. At this meeting King Henry appointed John Islip, Abbot of Westminster, and Sir Reginald Bray,

  a Knight of the Garter, as his Wardens. The Grand Officers then proceeded in ample form to the east end of Westminster Abbey, where the King laid the foundation stone of the chapel that bears his

  name.




  Henry VII’s Chapel is supported by fourteen Gothic buttresses, all beautifully ornamented, projecting from the building at different angles. It is lighted by two tiers of windows, casting

  a light that both pleases the eye and also affords a kind of solemn gloom. The buttresses extend to the roof, and to strengthen it, are crowned with Gothic arches. The entrance is from the east end

  of the abbey, by a flight of black marble steps, under a royal arch, leading to the body of the chapel. The gates are of brass. The stalls on each side are of oak, as are the seats, and the

  pavement is black and white marble. The ceremony of the capstone for this building was celebrated in 1507. Later in Henry VII’s reign the Palace of Richmond was built under the direction of

  Sir Reginald Bray, and Brasenose College, Oxford, and Jesus and St John’s Colleges, Cambridge, were finished.




  Preston tells us that when Henry VIII succeeded his father in 1509 he appointed Cardinal Wolsey to be Grand Master. Wolsey built Hampton Court, Whitehall and Christ Church College, Oxford. In

  1530 Thomas Cromwell, Earl of Essex, succeeded as Grand Master and employed the Fraternity to build St James’s Palace, Christ’s Hospital and Greenwich Castle. In 1534 the King and

  Parliament threw off allegiance to the Pope of Rome, and the King was declared supreme head of the English church. In the aftermath of the break with Rome no less than 926 religious houses were

  suppressed; many of them later converted into stately mansions for the nobility and gentry. Cromwell was beheaded in 1540, and John Touchet, Lord Audley, succeeded to the office of Grand Master and

  supervised the Fraternity in building Magdalene College, Cambridge.




  Edward VI was a minor when he succeeded to the throne in 1547, and his guardian and regent, Edward Seymour, Duke of Somerset, undertook the management of the masons

  and built Somerset House in the Strand. Seymour was beheaded in 1552. John Poynet, the Bishop of Winchester, then became the patron of the Fraternity, and presided over the lodges till the

  King’s death in 1553. During the nine-day reign of Lady Jane Grey and the five-year rule of Mary I the Masons remained without a patron.




  





  Chapter 4




  Elizabeth and the Stuarts




  The Grand Lodge of York




  When Queen Elizabeth I came to the throne Sir Thomas Sackville became Grand Master. During this period Lodges were held in different parts of England, but the Grand Lodge

  assembled in York, where the Fraternity were numerous and respectable.




  Elizabeth, hearing that the Masons were in possession of secrets that they would not reveal, and being jealous of all secret assemblies, sent an armed force to York to break up their Annual

  Grand Lodge. Her design, however, was happily frustrated by the interposition of Sir Thomas Sackville. He initiated into Masonry the chief officers whom she sent to break up the meeting. They

  joined in communication with the Masons, and made such a favourable report to the Queen on their return, that she countermanded her orders, and never afterwards attempted to disturb the meetings of

  the Fraternity.




  Sir Thomas Sackville remained Grand Master till 1567, when he resigned in favour of Francis Russell, Earl of Bedford and Sir Thomas Gresham, an eminent merchant. The former took on the care of

  the brethren in the northern part of the kingdom, and the latter was in charge of the south, where the society had considerably increased as a result of the favourable report that had been made to

  the Queen.




  In the city of London Sir Thomas Gresham erected, at his own expense, a building for the service of commerce. He bought some houses between Cornhill and Threadneedle Street and demolished them

  to provide the site, and on 7 June 1566 the foundation stone of the new building was laid. The work was finished in November 1567. The building was rectangular and had Sir Thomas’s emblem of

  a grasshopper upon a pedestal at each corner of the roof. That roof was supported by marble pillars – ten on the north and south sides, seven on east and west

  – forming a portico. Under the portico stood 119 shops (each seven-and-a-half feet long, and five feet broad), 25 a side on the east and west, 34 on the north, and 35 on the south, each

  earning Sir Thomas £41 10s. a year in rent.




  When it was first built this edifice was called the Bourse. But on 23 January 1570 the Queen, attended by a great number of her nobles, came from her palace of Somerset House in the Strand, to

  dine with Sir Thomas at his house in Bishopsgate. After dinner Her Majesty returned through Cornhill, entered the Bourse on the south side, and viewed every part of the building. She was

  particularly impressed with the gallery, which extended round the whole structure and was furnished with shops filled with all sorts of the finest wares in the City. She caused the building to be

  proclaimed, in her presence, by a herald and trumpet, the Royal Exchange.




  On this occasion Sir Thomas appeared publicly in the role of Grand Master of Masons. (The original Royal Exchange building stood till the fire of London in 1666, when it perished amidst the

  general havoc, but was later restored to its present magnificence.) Despite the appointment of Sir Thomas as Grand Master for the South, however, the General Assembly continued to meet in the city

  of York. All the records were kept at York, and appeals were made to this assembly on important occasions.




  Elizabeth was now satisfied that the Masonic fraternity was made up of skilful architects, and lovers of the Arts, and that the rules of the Order forbade interference in state affairs. She

  became perfectly reconciled to their assemblies, and Masonry made great progress during her reign. Lodges were held throughout the kingdom, particularly in London, and its environs, where the

  brethren increased considerably. Under the auspices of Sir Thomas Gresham several great works were carried out and the Fraternity received every encouragement. Charles Howard, later the Earl of

  Nottingham, succeeded Sir Thomas as Grand Master and presided over the lodges in the south until 1588, when George Hastings, Earl of Huntingdon, replaced him.




  

    



    James VI and I


  




  When Elizabeth died the crowns of England and Scotland were united under her successor James VI of Scotland, who was proclaimed King of England, Scotland and Ireland on 25 March

  1603, taking the title King James I in England. He had already been made a Mason two years earlier at Scone and had been a noted patron of the Craft in Scotland. Masonry now flourished throughout

  the combined kingdoms, and many lodges were convened directly under his royal patronage.




  Many gentlemen were inspired by the teachings of Masonry to revive the old Roman masonry. They travelled widely and returned full of enthusiasm with fragments of old columns, curious drawings,

  and books of architecture. Foremost among these enthusiasts was Inigo Jones, a Londoner who had been apprenticed to a joiner and had a natural bent for design. He was renowned for his skill in

  landscape painting and was patronized by William Herbert, later Earl of Pembroke. Jones made the tour of Italy at Herbert’s expense, and studied under the best disciples of the famous Andrea

  Palladio. When he returned to England, he became engrossed in the study of architecture; he came to be known as the Vitruvius of Britain and a local rival to Palladio.




  King James appointed this celebrated artist his General Surveyor and later nominated him Grand Master of England and deputized him to preside over the Lodges. Under Inigo Jones the Fraternity

  flourished, several learned men were initiated into it, and Masonry grew in reputation. Ingenious artists were inspired to come to England, and when they did they met with great encouragement.

  Lodges were set up as places of instruction in the sciences and polite arts. The regular communications of the Fraternity were observed, and the annual festivals regularly celebrated.




  Grand Master Inigo Jones was an accomplished architect and many magnificent structures were finished under his direction. He was instructed by King James to plan a new palace at Whitehall that

  would be a worthy residence for the Kings of England. Parliament, however, would not provide sufficient funds, so no more than the present Banqueting House was completed.




  In 1607 the foundation stone of the Banqueting House was laid in full Masonic ceremony by King James, attended by Grand Master Jones and his wardens, William Herbert, Earl of Pembroke, and

  Nicholas Stone, Esq. Many brothers, clothed in proper Masonic form, were also present, along with other eminent persons invited for the occasion. The stone-laying was

  conducted with great pomp and splendour, and afterwards the king laid a purse of pieces of gold upon the stone, so that the Masons might have a feast to celebrate the event.




  When completed in 1622 the Banqueting House, the finest single room of its size since the days of the Roman Emperor Augustus, was intended as a place for receiving ambassadors and for other

  state occasions. It was three storeys high, regular and stately. Externally, the lowest level consisted of a rusticated wall with small square windows. From this plinth rose a wall punctuated with

  Ionic columns and pilasters with, between the columns, well-proportioned windows with alternating segmental and triangular pediments. Over this was an entablature from which rose another tier of

  (Corinthian) columns and pilasters, aligned above those below. From the capitals hung festoons, with masks and other ornaments suspended in the middle. This level, too, was crowned with an

  entablature supporting a balustrade. The relief effect created by the pilasters and engaged columns, rustication and entablatures created a happy diversity of light and shade on the outside of the

  building.




  Inigo Jones remained Grand Master until 1618, when he retired and was succeeded by the Earl of Pembroke, under whom many eminent, wealthy and learned men were initiated, and the mysteries of the

  Order were held in high esteem.




  

    Charles I


  




  King James died in 1625, and his son Charles I succeeded, but the Earl of Pembroke continued as Grand Master until 1630, when he resigned in favour of Henry Danvers, Earl of

  Danby. Danby was succeeded in 1633 by Thomas Howard, Earl of Arundel and later Duke of Norfolk. In 1635 Francis Russell, Earl of Bedford, took over the government of the society, but Past Grand

  Master Inigo Jones having continued to patronize the lodges during his lordship’s administration, was re-elected the following year and continued as Grand Master till his death in 1646.




  Lodges continued to meet regularly at this time, as the diary of the antiquary Elias Ashmole shows:




  

    

      I was made a free-mason at Warrington, Lancashire, with Colonel Henry Mainwaring, of Kerthingham, in Cheshire, by Mr Richard Penket the Warden,

      and the fellow-crafts [all of whom are specified] on 16th October 1646.


    


  




  In another diary entry he says:




  

    

      On March the 10th, 1682, about 5 hor. post merid. I received a summons to appear at a lodge, to be held the next day at Masons’ Hall in London – March 11.

      Accordingly I went, and about noon were admitted into the fellowship of free-masons, Sir William Wilson knt, Capt. Richard Porthwick, Mr William Woodman, Mr William Gray, Mr Samuel Taylour, and

      Mr William Wise. I was the senior fellow among them, it being thirty-five years since I was admitted. There were present, beside myself, the fellows after-named; Mr Thomas Wise, master of the

      masons’ company this present year, Mr Thomas Shorthose, and 7 more old free-masons. We all dined at the Half-moon tavern, Cheapside, at a noble dinner prepared at the charge of the new

      accepted masons.
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