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PRYGICAL QUALITICARIONS OF
OANDIDATES,

Fo the Editor of THE CANADIAY CRAFTSIAN,

I am zsjoiced to sse end recd your
erticle entitled < Stasd by the Ancient
Landmarks,” It ma: be, and doubt-
loss is, en unpopult view just novw
in America generally, as respeots our
Mesonic legislators, but never mingd,
your view, ond our view, s to the
subject will yet prevail. I em really
astonished that so much valuable
time is wested by so meny intclligent
end zezlous Grand Masters in the
United States, espacielly in discussing
the physical quelificstions of candi-
dates. To come to the point, how
meny of them are “perfectly sound?”
You speek of one having ruled, that
if o man had & cataract in the eye he
could not be cdmitted.” Well, that
is the most aheurd decision 1 have
yet met with, but if men ard to be
wholly physically sound, as candidates
for initiation, then, of cot-ie, he was
right and we are wrong. I have
meny times had & few words to say
ogainst such an ebsurd interpratation
of what aracalled the “Ancient Land-
merks,” end I think now of adding
glightly to the dissussion, by support-
ing your opinion thot “The whole
thing is & farce, 2nd an errant hum-
bug, and a remnznt of the dark ages.”
Teet us enquire how it originated end
izt possible justificction con ba
urged for the “paysical guelification”
leaislation of Ameriosn Grand Liodges.
Thoe only cuthorily for thece physioal
tests is to b found in the «“Chaorges
of o Freemason,” vhicl precede the
#Qeneral Reoulations” of the Book
of Constitution, of 1723, and subse-
guent cditions. I meke bold to say
that they were never intonded to ap-
ply precticaily to the modern Craft,
bubt cre simply presented in each
Pook of Constitntion of the Graund

os extrasts from “Tho cnoient zecords

of Lodges bayeand e2e, and of thosein
Englend, Seotlend, cnd Irclond, for
tho weo of the Lodres in London. To
bo read ot the making of now bratk-
ren, or when the Mastur shell order
it.,” Notwithstending all the numer-
ous clterations in our lows they re-
main precticclly the some in 1884 g
in 1728, end thers is not o Grond
Lodge under the sun, thet could
adopt them o3 their Rules aud Regu-
lations ot the presont time. Some
epply to the present, s of old, be-
eauss, meinly, to do with the conduch
of bre_.uren; but others refer us moro
to the:Craft now, then they did in
1728, having only to do with tho
brotherhood in ansient times, whenm
Masonry wes o monopoly, end chief-
ly, if not exclusively operative. These
“Charges” cre an abridgement, with
sdditions and elterations by Dr.
Anderson in 1728, of the ¢Old
Charges,” of which we have now
obout fiffy copies, ronging from the
fourteenth down to the last century.
A number of thess I had printed in
my *Old Chcrges of British Fres-
masons,” in 1872, Take one of the
oldest o3 o somple of the others, viz:
The York MS., of A. D, 1600: *Such
spprentice, sufficiently cble of body
and sound of limbs, and also of gesd
birth, frea bora, nos slizn, &e,” Now,
it would be unfair to toke ont this
rale frora tho contast and ignors the
others, such as: 1. “Trus to yo Holy
Church,” (probably Romen Catholis
then.) 2. “True clleginnes o ye
King of England.” 8. “¥Nos Meosom
shall bs o common pleyer att cords
or dice,” %e., &e., & I want to
know why the physical quelifieztion
regaletion should barctzined, and tho
others possed out. But, say some, wo
hava to do with the extracts of 1728.
Now let us see whet they soy:—“No
Mester should tche an Appremtics,
uualess he has suffcicnt employment
for him, cnd ualess ho ba o perfcce
youth, hoving nom=im or deleet in kia
Lady that may rexder him imezpeble

Tiodge of Englond from 1723 o 1884, | of learning tle ort, of serving his




