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in this court was the large brazen
altar, "con which the burnt offeringa
ana the appointed parte of other sacri-
faces were burned;" while between it
and the Sanctaary was the brazen
laver for the ablutions cf the priests.

This tabernacle was constructed at
enormous expense, but with great
magnificence, that it nxight be re-
gardedt as more suitable for the mani-
festation cf God's presence, and better
irepresent, the value cf those eternal
blessings cf whicli it was designed
"'as a type or emblem."

The period cf ite construction, as
well as the tabernacle itsif, has bail
its influence amcng Masons. In the
lodge, attenticu Î. directed te, the
tabernacle; an attempt, at least, is
Muade te give a representation cf it in
the chapter, but it iii net s0 generally
known that there was a time when
the ara of Royal Arch Masonry was
fixed'as cf aven date with the arec.
tion cf the "Tabernacle of the Con-
gregation."

In 1793, how mnch before we are
nble*tô show, it was the customa of

Royal Arch Masoris te add 1500 te
the vulgar ara te flud the yaar cf tlie
Rite-and this in the year A.D. 1793,
'wculd give the year cf Royal Arch
Masonry as 3298. This jpeastablish-
ed by tha angraved plate from, which
the original Book cf Marks was
]printed for Bt Andrew's Ohapter,
and by the recorde which show that
the dates therein 'enterea are given
correctly. i

As te the manner in which this
date was found the records are silant,
and it wae not without much inquiry
and study that the true reason was
detectad.
. In 1822, the Grand Chapfer cf

Maseachasatts apppinted a commit-
tee te, ascertain the true date, but
the écolusion was, that se, much
èbsourity ourrounda the question,
that it would be botter to, use, on
t~he diplomae, the sàme date as that
tised by the Grand Lodge, and this
ttactice atili prevaile ini this jgris-

It appearei from this,. that the'
brethren of 1820 were not qnl--
satisfied with the date adopted ti
or more years, bekire, neither ail th
care te inquire into the correctnese of
the earlier chroftology. One autbor-
ity eays, Moses was born abdnt 1600
years before Christ; another, that he
was born A. M. 2483, and traaitiong
côncerning thie varied. It seeme,
however, to be very wall settled that
ho was eighty years, old when lýe ledl
the march to Binai. In ail this there
ie a degree of uncortainty as te
exactness, but we may inquire further.

It appeare that six whole months
were exhausted in preparing the
tabernacle, and that it was set up on
"the lirst day of the firat month," the
first day of Nisan A. M. 9,514, or,
according to usher, .&pril 2lst. it
was fllled with the glory of the Lord,
and on the fourteeuth day thereAfer,
the Ieraelites celebrated the second
paseover from *their ccming out of
Egypt.

Froin whatever sources the breth-
ren of 1798 derived their informa-
tion, it je apparent that they did not
ad 1500f to the 'vulgar era ont of

mere caprice. If they plaried the
birth of Moses at 1600 B. O. ana de-
ducted hie age (80) and 80 mach cf a
year as wàs coneumea before the,
tabernacle was erected, they wouldl
flnd 1519 B.0. as the'date, or, if they
followed, the date of A.M. 2514 as the
time of its erection, then the terni
would be 1486 years B. 0., ana in
either case a enficient 'justification,
on the score of 'convenience, for
adding 1500 to the vulgar era, as
already stated, and using that as the
date of the beginning of Royal Arclk
Maeoury.

Why the bretbren of 1798 associat-
eil the erectiôn of the tabernacle with
Royal Arch masonry, would eztenê
this article to an inconvenient lengýh.

Briefly, the Ark of the Covenant
wae constructed by Moses At GQd's,
coimand (Bicadù xxv.)j an it' w
placedl the goldenù pd filed .wiýh
rnannà, Atbron'a rxod, and the tables
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