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liroufflit baek the (mtiiij; to the path of virtue, <lric'(| tlu> toarw of

widows iuid orpliaiis, ail I is till! parent of iiiuiiy an institution for

hiMU'Volcnt purposes.

Tiio liistory of I'Voeinasonry— l<»njr vrilcd in mystery interwoven

witli leij;en(ls, purposely distorted hy misrepresentations, lias tlwou^rli

till' profound and eonscieutious resrarclies of some few solitary and
unprejudieed Uretluvn, aetjuired of late years ;i sure foundation upon
seieiitilic principles. I refer more especially to the «>-iiiin of the Fra-

ternity, coneerniiij^ which, even to this day, the most confused

ridiculous and discordant opinions prevail; l)lended hy alvsurd self-

conceit, and an eccentri(! ilesire to prove the >^xiremc anticpiity of the

Institutions. Many Masons have comhated, most strenuously,

the idea that the Fraternity orijrinated in the "Operative Masons;"

or, seeiufj: that the ancient symholieal marks anil ceremonials in our

Lodges bear a very strikinj; resemhiance to those of the "Mysteries of

the Ancients," haveallowed themselves to he deceived and led astray,

iniaginiuf? they can trace hack the history of the "craft" into the

eloudy mists of anti(|uity; they have, in fact, allowed their zeal to

over-ri<le their discretion which not uiifretiuenlly involves entanirle-

iiieiit in unessential particulars anil the main object is lost. The
actual "/'" of Freemasonry is un(|uestionably as old as human
civilizati' n, having its .source in tli<' human heart as language has

its in the spirits, ami therefore it is that we tind the "/'" of Free-

masonry aheady existing in the remotest ages as a sha<iowy presen-

timent. Kev. Jiro. Oliver in his "Antiijuities of Freemasonry," with

iill gravity, places the ori./m of ^hisonry even prior to the Creation,

tracing its germs back to the very honeymoon of I'aradise, and also

informs us that Moses was (traiid Master, and Joshua his Deputy.

Another Masonic writer attributes it to the folhnvers of I'ythagoras,

•mother to the risseiies and tirst Christians; mt ny to the building of

King Solomini's Temi)le. Thomas Tayne ai d others ascribe it < the

Druids, others again to the time of the Crusades, and so on down to

till .x'veiiteeiith Ci'iitury. In compitring the social organization

customs, docti Ines of Freemnsomy with those of the "Me<lia'val

Huilding Associations" we liiid iiiiiiiy indications of a close historical

connection existing between the two institutions—taking the various

surrounding circumstances into consideration, and combining with

them the results of historical investigation already arrived at, it

appears to me to be noM-
l>

our modern Society is the direct ilescendent and succi-ssor, in an
unbroken line, of the Operative Fraternity of Masons of the Middle
Ages; the present form of Constitution which we at present enjoy is

evidently the outcome of the four London Lodges in the year 1717

at which time they bestowed upon the Fraternity of Freemtisons


