° REPORT ' -

OF THE COMMITTEE APPOINTED BY TMR GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF TS

STATE OF RHODE-ISLAND AND PROVIDENCE PLANTATIONS,

TO INVESTIGATE THE CHARGES IN CIRCULATION AGAINST

FREEMASONRY AND MASQNS

IN SAID STATE:
TOGETHER WITH ALL THE
OFFICIAL DOCUMENTS AND TESTIMONY

RELATING TO THE SUBJECT.

PROVIDENCE :
Pablished by order of the General Assembly, superintended by the Committes.
WILLIAM MARSHALL, STATE PRINTER.

1832.



e g&b—l"\sl [/.,
v m:uo ‘CoLcEGE LIBRARY
4, N3LOW LEWIS TRACTS -
GIFY OF THE
NEW ERGLAND
YISTORIC, GEMEALOG [ : < 01
.. MOVEMBER 26, 5.

Entered, according to act of Congress, in the year 1833, by William Marshall,
in the Clerk’s Office of the District Court of Rbode-Island. .



State of Rhode-Island and Providence Planiations—in
General Assembly, October Session, A. D, 1831.

Whereas the crimes and enormities within a few years
commited in a neighboring State, by certain Freemasons,
avowedly in the cause of masonry, have excited universal
indignation and abhorrend, and have awakened jealousies
and suspicions very unfavorable to.all masonic institutions,
and under the weight of which the whole masonic fraterni-
ty,—the good and the virtuous as well as the vicious, must
unavoidably suffer. Therefore, in the hope of allaying the
great and increasing excitement thus occasioned, and that
the innocent may be distinguished from the guilty, if in this
State there are any who can justly be charged with advo-
cating the criminal doctrines imputed to freemasonry,—

. Resolved, That Messrs. Hazard, W. Sprague, Jr. Sim-
mons, Haile, and E. R. Potter, with such others as the
Hon. Senate may think proper to add, be and they are
hereby appointed a committee fully to investigate and in-
quire into the causes, grounds, and extent of the charges
and accusations brought against freemasonry, and masons
in this State; and that said committee, so far as may be
necessary to enable them to perform this duty, be empow-
ered to administer oaths, to examine witnesses, and to call

_ for books and papers.

In the Senate read the same day and concurred, with the
addition of Mr. Cornell, _

. True Copy:. Witness,
-HENRY BOWEN, Sec'’ry.



:

” i



REPORT, &c.

e

The Commiitee appointed to inquire inlo the causes, grounds and extent of
the charges and accusations now in circulation against Freemasonry and
Masons in this State, Report,

That from the moment of their appointment they were fully sen-
sible of the peculiar nature of the investigation they were to engage
in. The charges to beinquired into were, most of them, ofa general,
indefinite, irresponsible character: yet, in their scope and tendency,
imputing motives, designs, principles and practices; adverse to religion
and morality, subversive oF civil government and incompatible with all
the social and civil virtues and duties; imputing these to a large portion
of the community in which we live; a portion connected and amalga-
mated with the rest throughout the state by all those ties of common
interests, pursuits, sympathies and feelings, of daily intercourse, of
friendghips and of kindred, by which society itself is bound and held
together.

?\ll these high charges were also to be gathered from various print-
ed addresses, memorials, reports of meetings and committees, from
numerous pamphlets and newspapers; and, when collected, were to
be put into some tangible shape and order for examination. And,
while taking- this preparatory survey of the task before them,
the committee courd not but be aware that, as the whole of these
charges, in their application to masonry and inasons in this state, had
been framed or propagated by anassociation which had for some time
been organized among us, and had lately declared oravowed itself to
be a political antimasonic party; it was probable that that party, or
rather the more active and zeal)t':us leaders of it, might consider them-
selves as having a particular interest in those charges ; and as being
entitled to take a managing part in the investigation before the com-
mittes. Sucha claim, In fact, had adready been advanced even be-
fore the General Assembly, in the instance of the antimasonic memo-
rial, which had been ‘presented by the same association, and which
association had, at a meeting held by them a few weeks before, in-
structed a committee ¢ to attend to the memorial before the Gen-
eral Assembly, and to employ counsel for that purpose!” And as the

"charges in that memorial, as far as they went, were the same char-
ges which the committee were to inquire into; it was more than
probable that those memorialists, or their committee, (and perbaps
counsel,) would expect to be recognized by the committee as a par-
ty concerned; and, should they be so recognized, would of cou
expect also to be received in the same capacity before the Ge
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Assembly, whenever that body should again have that subject under
consideration.

It became very necessary therefore that the members of the com-
mittee should make up their minds decidedly upon the course it would
be proper for them to adopt, should such an appearance be made be-
fore them. Upon this point the commiitee were already apprised of
the sentiments of one branch of the legislature. The house of repre-
sentatives had, unanimously, or without a dissenting voice, decided
virtually and in effect, that, the signers to that memorial, in present-
ing it, had done all that they had to do, and had no further business be-

“fore the housé ; and it was the opinion of those of the committee who
conversed together upon the subject, that the senate could not well
come to any different conclusion.

The memorial indeed, could only be considered as a paper profes-
sing to communicate facts and information touching matters of general
concernand interest, and in which the informants could have no more
interest than'any other portion of the community. If the communi-
cation contained any thing deserving of attention, the General Assem-
bly would no doubt avail themselves of it, in their legislative capaci-
ty, without requiring the aid of individuals or parties.

That those who signed the paper called themselves memorialists
wasa circumstance of no signigcance. So might any other set of in-
dividuals take it into their heads to memorialize the legislature upon
the subject of the criminal code of laws, or the statute of descents,
or the organization of the courts ; and might call themselves memori-
alists and claim to be heard in the discussion of those weighty subjects.
But the General Assembly would exhibit a strange spectacle should
they allow their time thus to be occupied. And into what a state
would society itself be thrown were particular parties, or associations
of men, religious or political, to be allowed not only to present their
memorials to the General Assembly, charsing other societies, con-
gregations, churches or parties with doctrines-and practices inimical
to the interests of religion and subversive of civil government, but to
call the accused before the legislature to stand upon their defence,
they, the accusers, claiming the right of conducting the prosecution!
The fact that the memorialists in the present case, had recently resol-
ved themselves to be a political party, if it altered the case, certainly
did not better it. For if they felt a particular political party inter-
est, in pressing the charges, it could only be a selfish, sinister inter-
est, adverse to the common interest. An interest, in fact, which
could not with decency be avowed by themselves, nor with proprie-
ty recognized by the General Assemb{y or by their committee. Thus
the political antimasonic party could not possibly have any fair, sep-
arate interest in the charges contained in the memorial, or inany oth-
er publications of the party. On thecontrary,as far as the interests of
religion and morality were concerned in those charges, it would seem
that such intercsts might be better cared for and looked to by relig-
ious men or societies than by a political party which had its own party
purposes to serve. And if the regular operations of government and
the impartial administration of justice were obstrueted or in jeopardy
(as they were said to be,) perhaps the Attorney General might be the
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proper organ to be consulted, if necessary. And, whether, or not,
the general welfare and common interests of the community were in
danger of being undermined and prostrated, the General Assembly,
by itself, or its committees, were competent to make all necessary
inquiries.

t was to this end that it was made the duty of Jhis committee to
examine thoroughly and strictly into the charges which had been put
in circulation; in order that the public, being in possession of all the
facts and evidence, might judge for themselves whether and how far
those charges were founded in truth: or whether and how far they
bad been fabricated, aggravated or misrepresented by persons inter-
ested in propagating them as was declared to be the fact by masons;
who, of course, had an equal right with their adversaries to make
charges. To this object of their appointment the committee have
devoted their best exertions. :

- They gave early notice in several\of the Newport and Providence
. newspapers of the time, placeand object of their meeting: And there-
in mentioned that they would notify, personally, those persons whom
they might think proper to examine: and added, that they would also
readily receive and attend to all information, facts, circumstances and
suggestions in writing, which any individuals might have to communi-
cate to them, and which might aid them in making the thoroughinves-
tigation which would be expected of them. Agreeably to this notice
the committee met at the State house in Providence orrthe sixth of
December last, two only of their number being absent, viz. Mr. Pot-
ter and Mr. Cornell, the latter of whom afterwards joined them. And
considering it necessary that they should adopt some rules, in con-
formity to which the examination should be conducted, they agreed,
in the first place, to pursue the course indicated in their public no-
tice; and, furthermore, that all persons interesting themselves in the
examination should be supplied with summons’ or written requests
to all such witnesses as they might name, and should be permitted
to hand in questions in writing, to be put to the witnesses by the
committee, if proper. It was also thought advisable that a set of
standing interrogatories should be framed for the purpose of drawing
out from the witnesses of every description, masons, seceding masons
and others, all the facts and information in their knowledge; a copy
of which interrogatives as finally completed, accompanies this report.

The committee were aware that the masonic witnesses would prob-
ably have scruples about disclosing their masonic secrets, which they
had promised not to disclose. And upon this head they resolved
unanimously, that they would require the masons to communicate to
them fully, without reserve, their masonic oaths or obligations, and
to answer all questions which should be asked respecting them—
those obligations not being considered as part of their secrets.
And as to their signs, and tokens, and words, contrived to enable
masons, and none others, 1o enter lodges and to distinguish one an-
other from those not masons, a majority of the committee believed
that. the public would have no curiosity about them, and that it
would not-be a profituble or creditable employment for the commit-
tee to endeavor to pry into-them. One member said that -he cared



nothing about them himself, being already satisfied respecting them,
but he suggested that some of the signs might have a reference to
the obligations, and thus lead to explain them. °

Others of the the committee observed that as those signs &c. would
undoubtedly be fully disclosed by seceding masons, and indeed al-
ready had been; iy, could not be necessary to press masons with ques.
tions which, they thought, they could not conscientiously answer;
and which, if they did answer, could bring out nothing whic{ was not
already- fully known; and nothing, (as apfeared by the antimasonic
books themselyes,) which could be of the least importance or signifi-
cance; or with which the community at large could have the slightest
concern. It was understood that the masons themselves did not de-
ny that what was called their secrets had been fullg disclosed in the
publications of the d;'llz. With regard to their obligations the case
was quite different. They denied explieitly that they ever took any
such oaths as were contained in the antimasonic books. They were
therefore bound to show what were the oaths they did take; for the
public had a right to knew whether their masonic obligations were or
were not, incompatible with their civil obligations. It was consider-
ed that there wasa marked difference in the situation of masons and
seceding masons, as witnesses. A seceder who believed that the
masonic oaths he had taken were criminal and of course void: that
the institution itselfand all its ceremonies were criminal;—such a man,
(if sincere,) could, with a clear conscience, expose every thing he .
knew relating to masonry. But, on the contrary, a mason who sin-
cerely believed that masonry was merely a charitable,and therefore
a meritorious and useful institution; that the masonic obligations, in-
stead of conflicting with, inculcated the religious, moral, civil and
social duties and virtues; and that their secrets, as they were called,
consisted merely of certain signs, &c. necessary to masonic inter-
course, but having no manner of bearing upecn the rest of the com-
munity:—a mason, who sincerely believed this, and felt himself
bound by the promise he had interchanged with his brethren, not
to divulge those signs &c.:—such a man, should he, notwitbstanding,
disclose those signs, tokens, words &c. would unquestionably forfeit
his word and his honor. .

This it was not thought proper he should be asked to do, espe-
cially for the mere gratification of insulting or wounding the feelings
of the witness. This being the case, it was plain that if the same
rule of examination should be applied to_masons and seceding ma-
sons, it would in its operation be glaringly unequal and unjust. For
these, and other reasons, a majority of the committee were decidedly
of opinion that questions having such an object or tendency as above
mentioned ought not to be put to masonic witnesses. And as no ob-
jection, other than what has been before stated, was made by any
member, they did at the time suppose that the course of proceeding
agreed upon by them was unanimously approved of, or at least unan-
‘imously acquiesced in. It was communicated to the committee that
some gentlemen of the masonic fraternity, considering themselves to
be placed in a delicate situation, were anxioys to be informed what
would be expected of them by the committes.  The committee



thought it right that this request should be complied with, and re-
quested their chairman to inform them of the course of proceeding
with respect to the examination of masonic witnesses which the com-
mittee had agreed upon. This was accordingly done, and the com-
mittee were so informed by the chairman. With these arrangements
the committee commenced the examinations on Wednesday, Dec..
7th, and soon found that there was little probability of their being
left without business. '

A number of the principal masons, who had been summoned, at-
tended punctually : And on the other hand, although the antimasonic
association (having rightly understood the public notice in which
individuals had been invited to communicate in writing whatever in-
formation they might be possessed of,) did not, as they had once be-
fore the General Assembr , present themselves as a prosecuting par-
ty, or as a party concerned or interested: Yet a considerable number
of the leading and most active members of the party—most, if not all,
of whom were signers of the memorial before mentioned; and were
thnse who composed what was called ¢the State Committee,” which
was a(rpointed by the antimasonic convention in September last; (the
president of the convention being one of the committee;) and was
then clothed with power to make arrangements for an antimasonic

rox in the spring—these, or most of them, in their individual capac-
1ty constantly attended the examinations and took partin them. Sev-
eral of them were stationed at the table, and were freely supplied
with stationary by order of the committee. They were likewise
supplied with summons’ or written requests to all such persons as
they expressed a'wish to bring before the committee; and, with the
aid of their friends around them, they were busily employed in bring-
ing forward witnesses, in taking notes of the proceedings, and in pre-
paring and handing in questions to the committee. In all which they
were encouragediy the committee, and every facility and indulgence
was afforded to them. The same attentions were shown to those of
the masons who took part in the examinations.  _

The examinations in Providence occupied the committee more
than ten hours of each day, on an average, for the term of ten days.
They adjourned on Saturday night, the 17th Dec. to meet again at
Newport on the Wednesday following. It was not expected howev-
er that more than two of the committee would be able to attend there.
Nor was it thought necessary that any number of members should
be present at the taking of depositions: the proceedings were all
public, and the depositions taken and signed by the witnesses them-
selves, would all be before the committee when they should meet to
agree upon their report. : .

The examinations in Newport occupied eleven days; and during
the same time a number of further depositions were taken in Provi-
dence and in Warren by other members of the committee. The ex-
amination of the first masonic witness in"Newport occupied one en-
tire day. A great deal of time was necessarily consumed in reading
over the long and numerous manuscript {orms of masonic obligations
in the various degrees, and in questioning bim minutely respecting
their several parts and the differences between them and other differ-



ent forms which were produced for the purpose of being compared
with them. Full answers were also taken to all the standing interro-
gatories, and to a number of other questions handed in by autimasons.

In order to avoid the continual repetition of the same forms of
proceeding upon the examination of every subsequent witness, which
cou}d only be productive of a great deal of unnecessary labor and
loss of time, the deposition first completed, together with all the in-
terrogatories, the forms of the masonic obligations and a sheet of va-
riations collected from the different forms contained in antimasonic
books, were put into the hands of a respectable mason, (the same
whose deposition had just been taken) who was requested to have
together a number of the principal masons, who would be expected
to give their depositions; and to have all those papers read over to
them deliberately once for all. 'Fhis was done solely for the accom-
modation of the committee, and to save unnecessary trouble and
waste of time. The committee are assured that no other deposition
taken by them or any individual member has been at any time out of
their hands. Although there could be no more impropriety in per-
mitting a respectable witness, in whose integrity entire confidence
could be placed, to have the perusal, at home or elsewhere, of any
deposition previously taken, than in allowing him to be present when
that and all the other depositions were taken; and, if he pleased, to
take down in writing the whole of the testimony given.

. The proceedings of the committee were unavoidably laborious and
tedious; but were not rendered more so by any attempt, in their
presence, to embarrass or impede them. All those who appeared,
whether as witnesses, or to take part in the examinations, conduct-
ed themselves, (with one exception, which will be presently noticed}
while before the committee, with strict propriety. And, what was
of still more importance, all the'members of the committce acted to-
gether in perfect harmony. And throughout the whole examinations
nothing occurred in the slightest degree unpleasant, exeept in a_ sin-
gle instance, and that of litile importance.

In the evening of the seventh day of the examinations in Provi-
dence, when a long deposition of one of the masonic witnesses was
about being closed, a question was handed in involving a call upon
the witness to acknowledge some masonic sign or simbol referred to
in the question. This question was immediately rejected as ani-
festing a disregard to the rule of the committee which had been re-
peatedly announced, and acted upon invariably up to that time; and
in pursuance of which rule the present witness before he was engag-
€d, was informed, (as the masonic witnesses gencrally had been) that
he would not be required to answer any question about the masonic
signs, &c. &c.  One of the committee (the chairman) observed in
substance, that the rule in question had been unanimously agreed
upon by the committee, or that he had heard no member dissent
when the committee had finally adopted it. They bad maturely eon-
sidered the subject, and had no idle curiosity to gratify by prying in-
to the frivolities of 1nasonry, and endeavoring to find out how the
masons shook hands, or what motions they made with their thumbs
or fingers.  And he was confident that the public would fecl no such
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curiosity, nor countenance it in others. The person who had pre-
seuted the improper question knew wdgt the rule of the committee
was: they knew also that the witness (with his impressions upon the
subject) could not answer sucha question without forfeiting his word
and his honor; and they had heard the committee assure him that he
would not be required to answer any such question. To press such
a question, notwithstanding all this, was indecorous bothto the com-
mittee and the witness, and could have no other object than to insult
a respectable witness because he was a mason. Such conduct was
the more reprehensible considering the ‘extreme indulgence which
had been shown by the committee to all those employed in framing
and handing in questions—the whole of which, unless clearly infring-
ing the rule, bad been readily received and put to the witnesses to
whom they were addressed, however unimportant and even frivolous
many of them might appear. =

After the committee had adjourned that evgping, one of the mem-
bers (Mr. Sprague) mentioned to the ehairmaa‘that he had been mis-
taken in stating that the committee had unanimously agreed upon the
rule alladed to; that he never had so agreedy and in proof of this,
he repeated the remark he had made respecting the probable con-
nection there was between some of the masonic signs and the obliga-
tion, as has already been mentioned. This stand was very unex-
pected to the rest of the committee, who had until then, supposed
that the committee was proceeding in the performance of their duty
with perfect unanimity. They now concluded that it'would be best
not to proceed further with the mesenic witnesses but to confine

_themselves to the examination of other witnesses until the whole of
the committee, (one of them being absent on account of sickness*)
could get together and endeavor, again, to come to a good under-
standing. They knew well that there were certain persons who
stood ready to'take-advantage of the slightest misunderstanding
among the comnittee and, to seize upon every occasion and make ev-
ery exertion to defeat the object (which was to allay the existing ex-
citements) which the General Assembly had in view in instituting this
investigation. They reminded their friend and colleague, (Mr.
Sprague) of this palpable fact; and of the necesssity there was that
there should be no disagreemecnt in the committee ; and they assured
him that if he could not coincide in opinion with the rest of the com-
mittee they would certainly subinit to his opinion.

Itsoon appeared that the committee were under no mistake in sup-
yosing that attempts would be made to frustrate the object of the in-
vestigation. The next morning it was publicly announced that in
consequence of the expressions made use of the evening before,
those of the antimasonic party who had theretofore attended the
examination would probably take no further partin them, or some-
thing to that effect. It was also intimated that the committee were
partial to the masons and did not examine them so strictly, nor in
the same manner as they bad the seceding masons}; and it was ru-

*Mr. Simmons.

1The witnesses were sworn in-the usual manner, Ose ot twq of them,
whe were called merely to answer some personal charges made against them



18

sred that a part of the committee bad bargained with the masons'
pout the manner in which they should be examined. Assoon as
he committee were all together, (except Mr. Potter who was still
bsent,) the difficulty which bed arisen was mentioned, and Mr.
jprague having again stated that he never had agreed to the rule in
|uestion; it was said to him by others of the comumittee, that, of
:ourse, as he now asserted it, there could be no doubt of the fact he
tated : But they assured bim that the rest of the committee had
eally, all along, believed, that there was no difference in opinion
imong them, and that he had acquiesced with themin the rule adopt-
:d; and, as an apology for the mistake which it now seemed they had
seen under, they mentioned a number of circumstances which very
raturally led to such a mistake.” They reminded him that when the
rommittee had decided upon the mode in which they would proceed,
hey, all of them, (himself equally with the rest) requested, or au-
‘horized, the chairmgn, to inform the masonic witnesses (who had
‘equested 1o be so infbrmed) what would be expected of them by the
rommittee. That the chairman afterwards reported to them all, that
1e had informed some of the principal masons of the rule adopted by
:he committee with regard to their examination, viz.: that they would
se required to disclose fully, and without reserve, all their masonic
s>aths or obligations; but that the committee cared nothing about
:heir signs or ceremonies, words or tokens, and should ask no ques-
iions about them. And it was here remarked that this communica-
tion to the masons so properly given and sanctioned by the whole of
:he committee present—by Mr. Sprague as much as by any of them
—had been made the foundation of a false charge, that part of the com-
nitlee had bargained with the masons. They further reminded Mr.’
Sprague that the rule.in question had been repeatedly and publicly
stated at the sittings of the committee, and had been acted upon up
‘o,that time without any appearance of objection to it from any
juarter. But, since it appeared that the committee had been under
2 mistake, it was necessary that they should now come to a further
anderstanding. And in order to meet the suggestion of Mr. Sprague
respecting the probable connection between some of the masonic
signs and the obligations, the following question was framed, viz.:—
““Does not a mason, upon entering or leaving a lodge, chapter or en-
eampment, make-a sign recognizing, or having allusion to, or indicat-
ing the penalty of the oath taken in his particular degree and appro-
priate to the occasion and to the lodge or masonic body he enters
or leaves?”’ Mr. Sprague expressed himself satisfied with this and
merely suggested further that, perbaps, it would be as well to put

by preceding witnesses, were sworn to answer such questions as should be put
‘0 them. The manner of swearing them was no restriction upon their exam-
nation ; all questions handed in were put to them. Probably this would
1ave been the most proper way to have engaged all the witnesses on such
tnomalous examinations. Mr. A. Wilkinson himself mentioned that he should
wefer giving his testimony by answering questions. Mr. Williama Horris af-
er narrating for some time said he did not know how far the committee would

'xpect of him to go or how much they would expect of him or some express-
on to that effect.
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one question to each of the masonic witnesses for the purpose of as-
certaining whether he would or would not decline answering quest-
ions respecting the masonic signs, &c. and that if he declined, no fur-
ther such questions need be put to him. The rest of the committee
cheerfully acquiesced in this. And it was also expressed to be the
understanding of them all, thut every member was at full liberty, and
had a right to put any question he might think proper, without feel-
ing any restraint from the opinions of other members. And thus this
conference ended, as all such conferences ought to end, in the per-
fect reunion and harmony of all the members of the commitiee
throughout the subsequent examinations, and no further attempts
were openly made tor embarrass their proceediugs.

When charges of such a character as necessarily to call into com-
flict the bitterest passions of those who make them and those against
whom they are made, are inquired into, it is certain that jeal-
ousies will arise and complaints be made from one quarter or
another. And the stronger and more conclusive the testimony shall
be, in support of the charges, or in refutation of them, the more
certainly will the convicted party impeach the tribunal and complain
of partiality and unfairness: For in that way only can the convicted

arty escape condemnation. Of this the committee were fully aware.
Eut they were resolved, from the beginning, that whatever disposi-
tion to complain might be manifested, there should not, at any rate,
be any cause for complaint. They iuvited and encouraged commu-
- _mication and information from whatever source they could be made or
furnished. And they put all questions—not directly infringing their
" known rule—handed-in to them, from whatever quarter. And this
intention to put every question which should be handed in, however
unimportant, they so strictly adhered to, that no deposition was clos-
ed until inquiry was made aloud:—if there was any person present
who wished any further question to be put to the witness; and every
deposition was kept open until all were fully satisfied, and no further
questions were offered and called for.

And finally, before they adjourned to Néwport they gave public
notice, that as it had been their intention that every question, by
whomsoever proposed, should be asked and answered, if there was
any one who supposed that any question by him handed in had not
been attended to, and would hand in the same question again, the
witness for whom it had been intended should be again called and
such question put to him, if any one of the committee should believe
that any such question had ever before been handed to them, or was
of any importance. And for this there would be ample opportunity
as the General Assembly were shortly to meet in Providence, where
the members of the committee would all be together at least during
one week.

In short, the almost unlimited indulgence shown by the committee
to all those who took a concern in the examinatiqn may be seen in
the time which has been consumed, in the mass of questions which
they received from those persons, and put to the witnesses, and in
the character of many of those questions. And truly, their patience
was frequently tried to the utmost, while obliging themselves to sit
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and receive question after question, or sheéts of questions, from A
B and C, without allowing themselves to decide whether those ques-
tions were important or frivolous; pertinent or impertinent. But
the final result has been satisfactory and successful beyond their ex-
pectation. For they believe they may safely say that all the evi-
dence of any importance and pertinent to the investigation, which
could by any exertions be procured, orlexists, in this Stute, has been
procured and is in the possession of the committee.

The masonic witnesses, who were summoned, attended readily,
and,—with two exceptions only,—freely answered all questions they
were required to answer. And the masons also exerted themselves
in procuring some other testimony. Aund on the other hand, those
with whom the charges originated, or who were under the responsi-
bility of having industriously kept them in circulation, must of ne-
cessity, feel the strongest personal as well as political interest in
shewing that those charges were not mere fabrications or misrepre-
sentations. Aad accordingly, that there was no want of zeal, exer-
tion or perseverance oh their part was manifested by the number of
witnesses brought forward by them from’different parts of the State,
and from Massachusetts, and by their unwearied attendance at the
examinations. .

As the depositions in the hands of the committee are numerous,——
more than a hundred,~—and seme of them of great length, taking up
altogether, several hundred folio pages closely written; the commit-
tee will probably be expected to present a summary analysisand view
of their contents from which an opinion may be formed of the scope,
weight and heaviness of the testimony, and of-the results and con-
clusions which may be drawn from it.

. The whole testimony may be divided intq three classes as follows,
viz: '

1st. That which relates to the forms, terms and contents of the
masonic obligations.

2d. That which goes to ascertuin and establish the true construc-
tion, meaning and extent of those obligations as they are undeérstood

_ by masons. .

8d. That which relates to the practices, acts and conduct of ma-
sons and masonic lodges; and to the supposed criminal avowals and
declarations of individual masons.

With respect to the forms or words of the obligations tl:e Mason-
ic witnesses have furnished in writing those which they declare to be
the only true ones used in this State up to the highest degrees here
given. ~ And on the other hand, the antimasons rely upon the author-
ity of two antimasonic books called Bernard’s light on masonry”
and ¢Allyn’s Ritual;” which they say contain the real forms. And
the forms in those books are declared to be substantially correct by
several seceding masons. Upon comparing the two sets of forms, it
is found that there are no material differences in those of the two
first degrees; and none we think, are counted upon. In the masters,
or third degree several differeuces are pointed out; which however
do not appear to be of any importance. The following clause, how-
ever, from Allyn’s forms, is considered as involving something very
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significant and important, viz: “furthermore do I promise and swear
that ifany part of this obligation be omitted at this time, I will hold
myself amenable thereto whenever informed.” This clause is not in
the Rhode Island forms, and all the masons here testify that it makes
no part of the oath. One mason testified that he Liad heard a master
who wanted confidence in his recollections of the oath, introduce
something of the kind by way of precaution, in case he should forget
and omit some part of it. But it does not seem to be of any impor-
tance whether the clause in question is used or not. For it is not
al]ed?ed that any part of.the obligation is omitted in the forms given
by Allyn. But the contrary. When therefore the oath is adminis-
tered according to Allyn’s form (if that contains the whole, as seced-
ing masons swear Lhat it does,) thereis nothing for the words ¢if any
part of this obligation be omitted at this time,” to attach to: and the
phrase or clause can only be used, (if they ure used) by the officia-
ting master, by way of precaution as before mentioned. But leaving
these trifling and immaterial variations, there are in the several forms
of the royal drch mason’s oath some very important differences.

In the form in Bernard’s antimasonic books the candidate is made
to swear that he will espouse the cause of a companion royal arch
mason, so far as to extricate him from any difficulty, ¢“chether he be

ight or wrong.”” He is also made to swear—in the same form—that
he will keep the secrets of a companion &c. &c. ‘““murder and treason
not excepled.” It is very clear that to take such obligations as these
would be highly criminal: and if it were true that such are taken; it
would go far to justify the worstaccusations brought against masons.

We have therefore thought it proper to look strictly into the evi-
dence in support of this charge. Knd we think, that the evidence
of it ought to be strong and conclusive. Because,—putting aside for
the present, the uniform testimony of all the masonic witnesses,—
the presumption is strong that respectable and upright men would
not be guilty of taking criminal oaths, which we know we would not |
take ourselves. There is also a fair presumption against the strict
accuracy and impartiality of the books referred to. They, both of
them, commence in a style of rank personal abuse, and are bitter,
coarse and violent in the extreme. They were prepared and brought
out at a time when there was a great demand for such works. And
:‘hey bear every mark of having been manufactured to suit the mar-

et.

Infinite pains were taken in them to exhibit masonry and masons -
in the most hideous and disgusting shapes. It was a period when
there was a raging appetite for the marvellous and the monstrous.
When alarms bad been excited and suspicions awakened which
could swallow any thing. On such occasions there are always men
enough to profit by the ferment. And accordingly innumerable
tracts, pamphlets, almanacks, and books were poured out and spread
over the face of the country, filled, most of them with'painted fig-
ures, prints and pictures, as if designed for children; pictures of men
and women, some hanging dead, by the neck; some with their hands,
. and some with their heads cut off and held by the hair in the grasp
of the murderer standing by; pictures”of swords, spears and daggers;
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coffins, graves and human skulls with cross bones, and various other
such hideous devices; all designed to impress upon weak minds, and
upon those who are out of the way,or have not the means of obtaining
better information, the belief, that these aré true representations of
scenes acted in the masonic lodges; that these lodges—which, as we
are informed, coatain nothing that all the world may not see—are,
like the den of the cyclops, paved with human skulls and bones; and
that our friends and neighbors when they enter a lodge turn cannibals,
and become plotters and approvers of murder, and conspirators
against the welfare and safety of all the rest ‘of the_community.

Such books we.think, ought not to be received when the charac- -
ters of any of .our fellow citizens are implicated. We should not,
ourselves, expect to be so dealt with, It ought to be ohserved also
that both Bernard and Allyn are New York men, and treat—we un-
derstood—of New York masonry, and of the forms of oaths there
administered; which—whatever they may be—are no proof of the
forms used in Rhode Island. For although it is asserted that mason-
ry is the same all over the world, yet it will not do to pretend that
the oaths or obligations are the same in different places either in form
or substance. They are substantially different even in Bernard and
Allyn’s books; although they both wrote about the samne New York
ceremonies, and one of them had the other to consult and to copv
from. Thus Allyn bas this clause in his form of the royal arch ma-
son’s oath, viz: *‘l furthermore promise and swear that I will employ
a companion royal arch mason, in preference to any other person of
equal qualifications!” But not a word of this is in the form given by
Bernard.

On the other hand Bernard has this clause in his form of the same
oeath, viz: ““JAlso that I will promote a companion royal arch mason’s polit-
scal preferment in preference to another of equal qualifications”” One would
think that there was some substance in an oath like this, yet there is
not 2 word of it in the form Allyn professes to give of the same New
York oaths. And, Bernard himself says, that, ¢this clause is some-
times made a distinct point in the obligation in the following form,
viz: furthermore do I promise and swear, that I will vote for a compan-
son royal arch mason before any other of equal qualifications, and
#n some chaplers”—he continues—¢both are left out of the obligation.”*
Yet these two writers;—differing, totally, as they do as to the form
and substance of the same oath;—each of them tells us that his book
contains the only true and correct form of the royal arch mason’s
outh as administered in New York. .

For still stronger proof,—should any further proof be thought nec-
essary,—\—that the masonic oaths vary materially and in sabstance in
different places, we refer to the depositions of Doct. B. W. Case,
Moses Thacher and Pliny Merrick,—seceding masons—which point

* The discrepancy between these two book makers in this particular—one
of them, Bernard for instance, inserting highly obnoxious and criminal clauses
which Allyn leaves out, on his part inserting different clauses equally criminal
which Bernard leaves ont—gives canse to suspect that each of them dressed
out the obligations in such manner, as he thought would render them most of-
fensive.
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out additions or omissions of more importance in point of substance,
than all the rest contained in Bernard or Allyn’s forms.  And it ap-
pears also from the masonic depositions, that the oaths are not the
same in allrespects, even in different parts of this small State. It is
Kalpable therefore that the forms of the oaths, as administered in
New York or clsewhere, even if there was any proof what those
forias are—which, as we have just seen, there is not, but the contra-
ry—would be no evidence of the forms usedin Rhode-Island.

The same remark applies to the deposition of Pliny Merrick, which
was written out by him and sworn to in Worcester, at therequest of
one of the members of this committee.* But ulthough his testimony
proves nothing respecting the oaths adiministered in Rhode-Island;
yet on other accounts it deserves some notice. ke is the only wit.
ness who directly swears that the criminal clauses contained in Ber-
nard’s forms, as before cited, are ever administered any where, as
parts of the royal arch muason’s oath.

It strikes this committee that any man who would take an oath to
espouse the cause of a brother royal archimason, &c. &e. ¢-whother hele
right or wrong,” and to keeyp his secrets, “aurder and treason not except-
ed;”’—that any man who waould be guilty ol such a crime, would bo
no more entiiled to_credit for any thing l:e should afterwards swear
to, than il he had beea convicted ol a felany.  Mr. Merrick seems
himself to have a consciousness of this. Anid throughout bis long
deposition ; while ke labais to fasten the odious charge upon his
bretliren; hestudiously avoids acknowledging that any such oblige-
tions were ever administered to himself. ‘i'lisis a striking feature
in his deposition. He says tnat be does nat disiinctly recoliect the oaths
and obligalions of lhe chaplisr degrees, including the royal erch, us admin-
tstered to him. And bo gives bis reasons for it, and continties thus,—
t¢ Besides tnis, when e royal crch cath was administered to me I was vpry
much ocercome boin by i us fatiwne I had uncergeone cnd the nalure
and charactes of tc v’ dind Secaming [feind wes remored from tie
room before i3 glaii el On oy ressery Treturied (o
the room of e chapisr ing caremcivies, bd [
kave no recolizetiva th.el iz ve: L eath wus administered.”
Alter having thus dise

: ¢, L:e pros ecds very freely
and expresses his belief that tha chopter esihy are given in Bernard's
book substantiuly as he lwr.t,—net, as he {esk,—anid heard them ad-
mianisterc:d. i difygily reeslisels thet ihe cundidale caears that ke will
espouss iz ctute of 2 reged el compaiinn. 2. G “uncther he Le vight
or wrong.” Tie Leileves that the candidite sweers to !'.c(;’p the zecrets
of a companinn, &=, &o. ¢ nuidar usd treczi eoleaguied.” - Former-
Iy he kad no doubt en this point, but bis ceuversation with mary
masons respesting it have led bim to doubr. Iie bas tared his memo-
i 1o Lz wimiact and san e only sany thet while Lo does net feel certain, he
et helisves thol the waods Yoventor and treazoa nat excepted™ ivere vsed, b.tfl
this belief is founde! on a viclztj of chcumslances dictinct frem a precice
renllection of the fact.

his part of thie daposition is not happily exprossed. [t is caleu-

e :

*Mr. Sprague.
C
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» make an impression that Mr. Pliny Merrick was desirous that
ler should believe his masonic brethren to be guilty of a mon-
crime, without his taking upon himself the responsibility of
1g the fact. o

iother part of his deposition this wilness says that he was, one year,
to the office of high priest, which is the highest Qg;:‘in the chapler;
‘epted the . That his . Chapin, then
him all the forms, ceremonies, oaths and obligations of the reveral
of the chapter and that he committed them to memory. “He had
ard Doct. Chapin repeat the caths in the chapter while high
and on one occasion he had heard a grand lecturer employed
grand lodge of Massachusetts repeat the royal arch mason’s
-and thus qualified, he himself during balf a year, officiated in .
ipter in his office of high priest, and discharged all the duties

n reading this the inquiry forcibly presents itself to the mind,
should happen that by far the most important part of the oath
n by Bernard, should make or leave so light an impression
r. Merrick’s mind, that in a very few years he should be in
whether it did or did not make a pars of the oath which he had
> perfectly familiar with; which he most probably bad himself
stered; had often heard repeated and committed to memory;
1e should distinctly recollect, as he says, all other parts of much
portance. He says that he once knew a candidate to hesi-
the words ‘‘whether he be right or wrong” and ask whether it
1202 But he does not recollect whether the same candidate
d at the words ‘‘murder and treason not m?d.” Itis also to
arked with respect to this witness, that if he really was quite
whether he took the criminal oaths or not; yet when he
ae a study of them, and acquired a perfect and familiar knowl-
f them, the plea of ignorance will no longer avail.

it is for others to decide whether it would be more charitable
s this royal' arch mason, to believe, that since he has become
ler and a political antimason,—as ' it appears he has,—he has
)d by the strength of his party prejudices and interests to mis-
:nt the masonic oaths, or that, while he was an adhering ma-
» was guilty of practising upon, and of administering, or coun-
ing the administering to others, of oaths which he knew to be
highest degree criminal. In what this witness says about a
ecturer appointed by the grand lodge; we are inclined to think
it be mistaken; since it is abundantly proved that.there is no
ition between a grand lodge and any or the chapter degrees.*
committee do not consider it to be within their province to
s any opinion respecting the oaths as administered in Massa-
ts. They have no evidence before them to enable them to
The solitary deposition of Mr. Merrick speaks of a local
:e:  What his brethren of the chapter might have to say upon -

may have done what Mr. Merrick says he did, but not in bis charac-
rcturer of the graad lodge.
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the subject, if called upon, we cannot tell.* But it is impossible to
believe that their testimony would have any resemblance to his. We
will only notice further that many hundreds of respectable men and
masons in Massachusetts have solemnly declared that they have nev-
er administered or taken obligations of any such character.

As there is no evidence that the obnoxious and criminal clauses in
the forms of oaths contained in the antimasonic books, ever made any
part of the forms used in Rhode Island, or indeed, any where else; the
committee do not think it worth while to lose time in stating the.
testimony to the contrary. But the testimony of the Rev. Moses
Thatcher of Wrentham, lzlassachusetts,—a seceding mason,—ought
not to be overlooked. He had taken in Providence seven degrees
in masonry, including the degree of royal arch mason. When asked
if he swore to assist a companion royal arch mason, “whether he be

- right or wrong,” and to keep his secrets ‘‘murder and treason not except-
“;J;” he swore positively that those clauses were not in the oaths ad-
ministered to him. The words ‘“without exception,” in relation to
revizling the secrets, he thqught were not in Ais oath, and he hc:t;d not
recollect a promise to employ a companion, §c. in preference lo anot, -
eon. But notwithsundli‘l’lyg he had thus falsified the forms of oath;’ei';x
Bernard and Allyn in nearly all that is of any importance in thosa
oaths, he yet swore that the obligation in the royal arch degree is
substantially the same as that administered to him.

This witness manifests the same disposition that is so appareat in
the deposition of Mr. Merrick, to make the oath bear upon others as
heavily as he possibly could, consistently with his own exculpation.
Thus he says he is confident that he swore to assist a royal arch ma-
son when in any difficulty, &c.; and he does not recollect that any
kind of difficulty wus excepted;—clearly leaving it to be infarred that
the brother mason is to be assisted ¢“whether he be right or wrong.”
Although, when answering for himself he swore that those words
were not admiuistered to him nor ‘‘any words equivalent to them.”

The committee have before them a sheet handed in by antimasons
showing the differences between the Rhode Island forms of the oaths
and those contained in the antimasonic books. We have éxamined
them all and do not find any material differences other than those al-
ready mentioned. The committee finding no proof to the contrary,
must consider the manuscript forms handed to them by the masons
who best know what oaths they administer or .take, 10 be—with such
Immaterial variations as are made in different parts of the State,—the
real forms of the masonic oaths administered in this State.

The committee bave attentively examined those forms of oaths
and they can find nothing in the promises which masons make to one
another as contained in them, to which a charge of criminality can
attach. And indeed, as we believe, the promissory parts of the
obligations are not so much relied upon as furnishing proof of the
criminality of masonry.

It is the penal clause of the ebligation, as the committee under-
stand it, that is considered to be highly criminal in itself; andis made

*Mr. Merrick however does inform us that those of his bretbren with whom
he had conversed, disagreed with him.



the basis of ell*the charges against masonry and masons. It is charg-
cd against masons that, by this penal clause, they subject themselves
to the absolute control of a secret masonic power and bind them-
selves by ties paramount to, and incompatible with, all their civil, re-
ligious and moral obligations. The evidence offered in support of
the charge is, 1st, The terms or lunguage of the penal clavse itself:
2d, The recognition of the penalties, in the masonic signs and sym-
bols: and 3d, The testimony of witnesses.*

Report, in part, of committee on Masonry, &c. House of Representutives, Junuury 20,
1882. Read, received ard laid on the table. WM. 8. PATTEN, Clerk.

1st. The terms or language cf the penal clause considcred.

‘What was the character of the masonic fraternity at the remote
period when their obligations were fran:ed; or how thosg obligations
were, at that day, understood and reccived by masons; cannot, now,
beknown. But it isevident that those antigne forms and obligations,
though still continued to be used, n:ust from period to period, and
among various people, in different countries, make difierent irrpres-
sions, and receive diflerent constructio.r, conforming to the progres-
sive state of society and civilization.

It is to be noticed that the peral or binding clause of the masonic
obligation, is, in substance, the same from the first to the last degree
of masounry. It is an invocatien of ceath, varied in forms only
throughout all the degrees in succession:—we mean all the degrees
given in this State.  When therefore the meaning and true construc-
tion of oue of those penal cieuses is rightly understood there is roth-
ing more to belearnt respecting uny of them.

‘he style of the penal clause ¢f a master mason’s obligaticn is as
follows, viz: ¢RBinding myse!/ under no less penalty than that of hav-
ing my body severed in two” &c. &c. We avoid taking any more of
the clause than is necessary; because the language, if not criminzl, is
certainly improper and offeusive.

The meaning conveyed by the woerds just recited, or any similer
words, must depend upon the occasion on which they are used. 1If
such a penalty was prescribed in any existing law for a specifed of-
fence, the words wonld plainly have reference to the law, and would
be construed in thic saine maener a< the words *¢And this affirmation
I make and give upon the peril ef the penslty of perjury;” which ere
used by some witnesses and some public cfiicers when taking their
engagements &s required by law.  But should the rane werds «Bind-
ing wysclf under tio Iess a penalty™ &e.. be veed befare any mere as-
sociation or company of individuzls, it would be impossible (ore
would think) to consider them in any other light than asa strong
(and certainly an irsnroper) invocation, or impreeation, intended to
increase the solemrity of the engrgements entered into, end 1o nake
a deeper impiession of the sincerity of the personentering itito them;
and of his (ised determiration to adhere to them.

Before ti:e words in quostion can be understoed in the horrid rense
in which scia persons appear to be very anxious to have them vo-

*The preccding part of the report was made to the Gereral” A-sinlly ot
their January session, A. I, 1832, as per certificnt: of tho Clerk,
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derstood, it must be shown, 1st. That the person using them, seri-
ously recognizes and acknowledges in the lodge he enters, an unlim-
ited power and jurisdiction over his life aud actions; and 2d. That
the lodge seriously claims and asserts such power and jurisdiction. -
With respect to the candidate’s understanding of the matter, we are
informed that until the masons very recently made public all the ma-
sonic obligations administered in this state, he (the candidate) did
not know a word of the obligations be took until he came to rehearse
them afier the master. It would be absurd therefore to charge him
with intending to recognize or acknowledge a power and jurisdiction
in the lodge, which he could have no idea that the lodge pretended
to claim. : }

But he did know, from the previous address which it is proved by
all the witnesses, is made to every candidate before he 1akes the ob-
ligations, that those obligations were not to be counstrued or under-
stood as containing any thing contrary to religion, morality, or the
laws of his country. ke knew from the books of masonic constitu-
tions and masonic monilors, which were in general circulation, that io-
stead of his being required to take any obligations incompatible with
his other duties, all those duties were (as he was taught to believe,)
inculcated and cherislied in the institution he was about to enter.
And lastly iu ilie by-laws of the lodge, which were frcely opened to
him, he saw nothing but wholesone regulations enforced by moder-
ate penalties. The pover of expulsion being the highest power
which the lodge claimed to poszess or exercise in any case; even in
the case of a disclosure of its masonic proceedings. All this inform-
ation every candidate ought to be supposed 10 possess because no
man of ordinary prudence or understanding would join a lodge until
he had possessed Limsclf ef it. At uny rate many are possessed of
all this previous knowledge, and the obligations are not designed to
be differently construed in different cases.

Such being the circumstances under which the obligaticns have
been administered, it is evident that the candidate who took them,
coild only understand and construe them according to the previous
instructions and insight into the principles and objects of masonry,
which masoury itself had imparted to him. Nor could the lodge at-
tempt to put any different coustruction vpon them. For it cannot
surely be believed that they would dare to tell the new member thet
they claimed jurisdiction and power over his life and actions, and that
they had so framed the obligations he had just taken, as to make him
acknowledge and reccgnize that power without knowing it.* That
all that had been held cut to him, in their books of constitution, by-
laws, monitors and addresses was a mere deception contrived to lead
. him into the snare; and that lie must thenceforth consider his duties
and obligations to his family, to socicty and to his ccuntry, all,as
secondary and subordinate to the obligations he had laid himself under
to them, the lodge.

The idea is preposterous, and equally so would be the supposition
# It is proved and acknowledged that every mason is instructed, in fhe

charges or lectures, or both, not to solicit or urge any person to hecome a me-
s0a; and not to recommend any ona whose chararter is net good.
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that any man, with a Ispark of regard for character or principle,
would, knewingly enter a lodge upon such base and criminal condi-
tions; or would “continue in it for a single moment after detection.
And on‘the ‘other hand, is it not wholly incredible that any body of
men, whether masons or others, would undertake to assume, or pre-
‘tend to possess powers, the very claim to which would be criminal
-and punishable; und the exercise of which would subject them to
‘e punishment of death, in the most ignominious form, as the vilest
of criminals! Suspicion is never so strong as whenit gets entirely
free from facts and reason; and weak or suspicious minds are never
easy until they do get clear of them. Itis then that the grossest ab-
surdities produce the strongest convictions. But in most minds sus-
picion and credulity have tﬁeir limits; and there are few men we think,
whom the arts of imposters can bring to believe that a numerous and
promiscuous collection of men, amounting in some lodges, to seve-
ral bundred; and comprehending men of various descriptions, char-
acters, babits, pursuits, interests and stations in life; many of them
having little or no acquaintance with each other, and no intercourse
in business or society; some of them perhaps at variance and open
hostility with each other as is often the case; some of them men of
high standing in the community for their integrity and worth; and
some of them men of loose, or light, or profligate characters; in
whom 0o manner of confidence can be placed; that all these can ex-
ist together as a secret, confidential, criminal combination, claimin%,
and, without any possible interest, object or inducement, mutually
conceding and acknowledging jurisdiction and power over each oth-
«ers lives and actions; each one, with unlimited confidence, trusting
and placing his personal safety, his character, and perhaps his life in
2he lll)ands and power of all and every one of the others, without dis-
tinction; the lowest and worst as well as the best: and enabling them
all, at any moment, to bring him into danger, disgrace and ruin.

The idea of a secret execution of their criminal purposes would be
preposterous, even were we to consider them as entertaining crimin-
al purposes more than any other bodies of men, and without any as-
signable motive. The chance of concealment and escape is the reli-
ance only of practised criminals, who care comparatively little about
detection. Yet the most hardened ruffian’s arm is oftener palsied by
the terror of detection and punishinent, than it is nerved gy the su-
rest hope and prospect of escupe, and the strongest temptation to
plunder or revenge. When he does strike, he takes his victim una-
wares, and takes care to leave nothing which can possibly lead to
detection: atleast so heintends and believes. Yet his secret, though
confined to his own single bosom, often gnaws its way out to the
light, and is betrayed by his own uncontrolable terrors. But if the
masonic societies were as bad as the assassins, (as it seems there are
some who are bad enough to wish they should be thought to be) their
Situation, In respect to security from detection, would be far worse
than his. For if there was in reality any such terrible tribunal as is
pretended, or any such penalty of death, which they cluimed the
power of inflicting, any mason who should incur that penalty, by
violating his masonic obligations, would, of course, be the first to
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know his offence against masonry, and his danger, and would have
the means of safety fully in his own hands. He would have nothing
to do but to make his complaint before the magistrates, against his
enemies, and expose their criminal pretentions and threats, and they
would find themselves in shackles Eefore they could raise .a finger
against him.  Or if they were not rproceeded against to this extremi-
ty, their alarm in consequence of such a complaint and exposure,
their fear for their own safety, and dread of detection and punish-
ment, would be an eﬁ'ectua{ security to him against any future at-
tempt, on their part, to molest him. In short, they would be much
more in his power than he would be in theirs. Such, it appears to
us, is the plain conclusion to which we must necessarily arrive if we
reason on the subject. '

And is there any thing inconsistent with this conclusion even in the
case of Morgan? If the lodge or chapter, to which he belonged,
acted as a secret tribunal, claiming power over the lives of the mem-
bers, and determined to execute vengeance upon any who should be-
tra! the secrets of the institution; would not Morgan, being a mason,
and knowing that the very existence of the institution depended upon
the preservation of its mysteries, which he was about to disclose;
and that such an act would certainly excite their wrath to the utmost
and bring down their bitterest vengeance upon his head; would he
not, thus apprized of his danger and of his enemy, would he not have
guarded and protected himself against them? And would it not have

een amply and perfectly in his power to have done so? There
would have been a criminality sufficiently definable, and a criminal
party easily pointed out and reached. There would have been noth-
ing for him to have done but to have gone before the proper magis-
trates, and have made a regular com %aint, and the criminal parties
could not possibly have escaped. They would probably have been

detected on their own examinations. )

- But there would, besides, have been the direct testimony of at
least two witnesses against them; Morgan the complainant and Miller
his partner in the work, who wasalso a mason. And in all probabil-
ity there would have been other seceding masons, who might have
been produced as witnesses. At all events enough must have ap-
peared to have shown the necessity of requiring the persons accused
to bave given bond for the peace. To alledge that the magistrates
in the neighborhood were all masons or under the influence of the
masons, would not, if the fact was true, be a sufficent answer. For
it would so much the more clearly have shown to Morgan the immin-
ent danger he was in, and the necessity of his apyéying to magis-
trates of a higher and more extensive jurisdiction. But, even if the
neighboring magistrates had heen so corrupt, which, it would be go-
ing great lengths, for us to gresume, as to have refused to have at-
tended to his complaint; his having formally and publicly made such
a complaint, and tendered sufficient testimony to sustain it, would
-have fully answered his purpose, so far as his own personal saftey
and rights were concerned. For no injury could have been done to
him afterwards without fastening the accusations upon those against
whom he had made them. Andin this the magistrates themselves
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would have been involved, and, of course, would have been deeply

interested in his safety.

It is certain therefore that in the case supposed; all the means of
safety would have been perfectly at Morgan’s command. And it is
past belief that he would have rushed upon his fate, and have made
no use of those means. It is therefore but a fuir inference, that, no
such secret tribunal, and no such essumed power over life existed;
since, if they had existed, they must Lave been known to him, and
he would have protected himself against them. So far from doing
this, it does aot appear that he felt himsell under any greater appre-
hensions than any other individual, would naturally have felt, who
was abouc to do an act which he knew would exasperate a large and
influential class of individuals. This, Morgan, and every body else
who was acquainted with his intended disclosures, knew would be
the effect of his publication; and no doubt he calculated upon it.
But, it seems, he chose to encounter the anger and threats of the of-
fended persons rather than forego his prospects of profit from the
adventurc he had engaged in.* [Ile therefore went on with his
work until his progress was arrested by the hands of the ruffians who
bad openly beset and threatened him from the beginning.}

#We havs not h-ard it alleg>d that DMorgan had any other motive for his
publication than that of reaping a pecuniary proiit from the disclosure of the
masonic mysteries which had been confided to him, as a mason, by his breth-
ren. Itappearsby @ narrative in Bzroard’s baok, sail to have been prepar-
ed unler the inspection of a number of antimasonic committees, and by a re-

ol of @ commillee lo the aniiirasonic onvention al Philadclphiu in 1839, that
ﬁe was born in Culpepper County, Va. and was by trade a brick and stone
mason. He was afterwards a merchant in Richmond: and ¢ it is #aid (con-
tinues the last mentioned report) that he was a cajtain in a militia regiment,
and was present at the battle of New Orleans in Jan. 1815.” He next
commanced the business of a brewsr in Upper Canada. Being therc burnt
out and raduced to poverty, he went to Rochester in N, Y. and again took
his trade of a mason; butan indlamation of the eyes soon aflerwards incapac-
itated him for lahor. From Rochester he went Lo Butavia, and there under-
took the compilation and pablication of his haok, in company with one Miller,
who was a printer and freemason.  Afierwards one Jokns, having oifered to
advance wiuat mapay mizht be waat=l, was taken into the concera, and was to
share in the profits. But Johas, (il is said in the reports referred o) joined
Morgan anl 3l onlr for ths prrpes2 of dafeating the publication.

TFrom the sama antimasoniz nurralirve it appaars, that although there were
a considerable number actually engagad in the abdctizn of Morgzan, and ma-
ny were aequainted with it, y2t in all probadility there were but very fow
who had any hard in the murdor, or any Lknowladge of it, or who would have
bad any conzerain it had the desirn bacn known fa them.  The originzl plan,
(outragrous encuch to e sire) was ts cagiine him ja Canada, whera be was
Actually carried.  Bul the pars.s ~agaugad for that parpese not being presar-
ed to receiva him, and probabl; shrisking {rom tha dangar, he was breught
back to the American sii: and coafised in 2 magazize, whare ha romaiacd
during six Jays atlast.  Ftig stated'tlat a ¢ sulfa’isn as (o ihe mede of
dispasing of him was hall cu ihe pi-ht of the 14ih of S-pt. 1326, by seven
persons, who determiaed to east him jnfo the river,  “ After they had “started
to carry that det -rminaticn inta cffcet,” says the roport just m:ntioned, “one
of the company dizcovered a roluctaice o 2o such lenglhs, which eacouraged
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1a forming a rational opinion upon this subject of the masonic pen
alties, some light may be obtained from the other clauses of the ob-
ligations. In the penal part of the master mason’s obligation, the
candidate binds himself not to violate any part of that obligation. But
there are mani parts of it which are’ comparatively unimportant. .
-For instance, the following, according to Allyn, are amongthe prom-
ises made by the candidate, viz: 1st. That he will not wrong the
lodge, nor a brother of that degree, to the value of one cent, &c.
2d. That he will not speak evil of a brother master mason, &c. 3d.
That he will not be at the initiating of a2 young man in nonage, an old
man in dotage, an hermaghrodite, or a woman, &¢. According then
to the'censtructien which some antimasons insist apon putting upon
ahe penal clause, should a master mason fail to keep any of those
promises, the lodge would have unconditional power, by his own sti-
pulation and consent, te have ¢his bon severed in two in the centre,
and divided to the north and south, his bowels burnt to ashes in the’
tnidst, and scattered by the four winds of heaven, that there might
not the least remembrance remain among men or masons of, so vile
and perjured a wretch, as he had become by having wrongéd a lodge
or a brother to the value of one cent; or having spoken evil of him;
.or, (as the case might be) of having been present at the initiating of
a man under 21 years of age, ora woman, or an bermaphraodite.
And, in thelast case, that of initiating an hermaphrodite, &c. &e. the
whole lodge then present being equally guilty of that unpardonable
crime, . the tribunal must pass sentence of death upon itself, and exe-
cute the sentence by committing suicide. And, after all, if this sage
construction of the penal clause was to be adopted, what would it
amount to? Jt woullr only bind the member to heep his several pre-
ceding promises, all plainly defined and expressed; and which, if they
contained any thing in themselves objectionable, are rendered per-

others o remonstrate, and the project was abandoned for that time. On the
nizht of the 15th, a similar consultation was held between four persons, as to
the disposition of Morgan but nothing was decided upon. At this consulta-
tion colonel King became offended with Mr. Giddins, for expressing a desire
that Morgan should be released; and Giddins surrendered to him the key of
the magazine.” Thus we see how difficult it is even for the most daring and
@agitious men to prepare their minds for the commission of murder. These
persons had already, before they took the life of Morgan, gone so far, that
_they had reduced themselves to the direful necessity of deciding between his
fate and their own. And yet, although thus tempted onward to the final
catastropbe, and still, no doubt filled with revengeful feelings towards -
the victim, they repeatedly recoiled from the horrid deed. Three, out of
the seven who met on the first night, shrunk from the commission of the
crime; and some of them remonstrated against it; and one of the remaining
four who met the second night even, expressed a wish that Morgan should be
released; and from what passed between him (Giddins) and the miscreant
King, it'is probable that but for the latter, the deed would not have been
done. At any rate, there is reason td believe and hope, that not more than
three or four persons were actually concerned in the murder. And by them
it was perpetrated because they were murderers in nature and-in character,
and would have done the same deed on any other occasion, and in any other °
cause in which the same baneful passions should have been excited to the same
-excess.

&
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fectly .harmless by the qualifications, .and explanations, and condi-
tions, uhder which they are taken. And, beyond this, the lodge
would not have the slightest power ot control over him, even upon
the supposed construction. )

There is one curious piece of documentary evidence, proving the
correctness and truth ofP the constructions and explanations, given
by masous, of their masonic obligations, which has been inadvertently
furnished by those who now insist upon a totally different under-
standing of those obligations; such an one as would render them
highly criminal. In the published proceedings of an antimasonic as-
semblage, held in Boston in May last, we find the following entry,
viz: ¢“On motion of B. F. Hallett, Esq. of R. I.it was resolved that
Messrs. Hallett, Whalley and Pike, of Suffolk, be a commnittee to
examine a pamphlet herewith presented, believed to have heen de-
signed and published in cypher, by masons, as a guide for masters of
lodges,” &c. &c. And shortly afterwards, among the same proceed-
ings, is to be found the report of that committee: More than one
htﬁf of that report is occupied in establishing the fact that the said
pamphlet in cypher is a genuine masonic work, and ¢‘contains origi
masonry, in the three degrees as administered in the New Englond

. This fact they pronounce to be conclusively substantiated
by such kind of evidence as that on which ‘‘rests,”’ to use their own
language, ¢‘the proof of the origin of the most celebrated works qf'mh'FA'ty,

s in @ great degree, the authority of the scriptures themselves.” 'They
therefore, “by way of distinction,” they say, designate this book by
the title of ¢“Tue MasoN’s owN Book.” In another part of the re-
port they say, ‘‘we have also satisfactory evidence of the fact, that
another copy of this work is in the possession of an adbering mason
in Newport, R. I.” It happens that this last mentioned copy is now
in possession of this committee; and has been identified by the testi-
mony of one of the witnesses, (Doct. B. W. Case,) who had been in
possession of both the copies; that which was carried to Boston,
as well as this. Dr. Case obtained this book from Capt. Howland,
a mason, and afterwards loaned it to the chairman of this committee,
whom he also favored witha key or translation of a considerable por-
tion of it, with which, for a clue, the rest is easily decyphered. The
committee before mentioned, after assuring the Boston assembly that
¢“the information developed is doubtless highly important,” conclude
as follows, viz: ¢“Annexed to this report, is a correct translation of
- the three first lectures comprised in the pamphlet under considera-
tion, all which is submitted for the disposition of the convention.”
But it seems that, that convention did not think proper to make any
other dispostion of the highly important translation, than to suppress
it; for it 1s not to be found among the published proceedings of that
body; and we do not understand that it ever has been made public.
‘The reason of this attempted concealment and suppression of that
important document is now obvious. It appears that the oaths given
in that book in cypher, are the same as those proved to be used by
masons in Rhode Island; almost word for word the same as those
used in Newport; and wholly falsifying the forms countained in Ber-
nard and Allyn’s books, so er as they differ from the Rhode Island
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forms; not one of the obnoxious clauses introduced in those books
being found in ¢¢ The mason’s owon book.” .

- But we refer now to this book in cypher for another purpose. Tt
contains the lectures for the three first degrees; in which lectures
the masonic signs and ceremonies are taught and explained. The
lecturing is carried on by questions and answers between the master,
or lecturer, and the senior warden,—we understand—or some officer
of the lodge. In the very first page of the first lecture, we find the
following questions and answers, viz: “Q. What makes you a mason?
A. My obligation. Q. How shall I know you to be a2 mason? A.
By a certain sign, token, word, and the perfect points of my initita~
tion. Q. What are signs? A. Right angles, horizontal and perpen-
dicular. Q. Please to give me the sign of an entered apprentice.”
The mason rises and gives the sign. .Q. Has that any allusion? “A.
It has, to the penalty of my oblgation, that I would rather have my
throat cut across from ear to ear than to reveal the secrects of free-
masonry unlawfully.”

Here we find the identical construction and explanation of the ma«
sonic penalties which have uniformly been given by the masons
themselves,—who, in further explanation, say ¢that a mason, like a
christian, promises to be faithful even unto death,” but thereby gives
‘no jurisdiction or power over his life, or actions to any tribunal.
whatever. And that this, with masons, is the true understanding of
the masonic penaltigs, is now, we find, proved beyond dispute, by
this book in cypher; which; according to the committee which pre-
sented it to the Boston antimasonic assembly before mentioned—was

- designed “‘as a gujde for masters of lodges,” and was found,—anoth-
er copy of it,—among the papers of a deceased adhering mason, a
citizen of Providence, ¢‘‘several years,—as that committze say,—be-
fore the abduction of William Morgan, and of course before antima-'
sonry had an existence.”’ )

And the same explanation of the sense of the penal clause is hon-

estly given by Doct. B. W. Case; who, if we are rightly informed
as better reasons for being hostile to masons than any other man in
the State. He refers to Bernard and Allyn’s books for the history
of Hitam Abiff, which,—according fo them,—is shortly this, viz. =
That Hiram was the grand master mason,—workman,—at the build-
ing of Solomon’s temple, and possessed the mysteries of the trade in,
the highest degree. That, when the temple was nearly completed,
some of the fellow crafts,—under workmen,—conspired to extort
the secrets from Hiram, ¢‘that they might pass,” says Bernard, “as
Masters in other countries, and receive higher wages.” They way-
lid Hiram and demanded the secrets ; he refused to give them and
Persisted in his refusal, and they murdered him. Thus Hiram Abiff -
Was waurdered by ruffians for keeping the secrets from them, and pot
Y masons for violating his obligations by revealing them. After the
Mstory is gone through, ¢the master” says Doct. Case; and so say
I substance, Bernard and Allyn, ¢‘addresses the, candidate, and
tells him he now represents, not only one of the greatest of men, but
the greatest mason we have any account of ; viz.: our grand master
ram, whose tragical death is_ thus related,” &c. as above. Doot.

-



Case then proceeds: ¢He,” the candidate, ¢“is then impressed in the
strongest manner by the master THAT HE MEST IMITATE HinaM AND LOsSE
K18 LIFE RATHER THAN REVEAL ANY OF THE SECRETS OF MASONRY.”

2d. Evidence of the meaning of the masonic penalties to be derived from the
masonic signs and symbols, &c.

It appears that there are certain masonic signs, &c. appropriate to
the different degrees in masonry by which those degrees are distin-
guished one from another; and that those signs, &c. have allusion to
the penalties of the obligations of the respective degrees. And what
that allusion is and how understoed by masons i, as we have al-
ready seen and fully explained and shown in the masonic lectures
contained in the books in Cypher, where, the question being asked; .
the answer is, that the sign o? the degree has allusion to the penalty
of the obligation, viz.: that he, the mason, had rather suffer so and so
than to violate his obligations. The same explanation, of course, ap-
plies equally to the masenie symbols, &c.; for it is evident that all
masonic signs, ceremonies, symbels or emblems, which respectively
bave allusion to the penalties of the different masonic obligations
must necessarily be understood in connection with those obligations
and in the same manner as they are understood. For instance; the
emblematical representation of a tall steeple with the figure of a man’s
head on the top of it, has allusion to the penalty of the knight tem-
plar’s obligation, viz.: “that he bad rather haye his head placed

on the top of the tallest steeple in christendom than to violate
hus obligations.

Thus it apr’ears that the evidence to be derived from the masonie
signs, symbols and ceremonies, is confirmatory of the explanatiom
which masoas give of the masonic obligations.

8d. The meaning of the masonic penalties and obligations according to the
testimony of witnesses.

Whether the obnoxious and criminal clauses found in the forms o f
oaths in the New York antimasonic books, were inserted to serve
the purposes of corrupt politicians in that State, or are really use @
in their lodggs or chapters, we have not the means of ascertainings-
But we have seen that the obligations taken by masous in this Stat €
are wholly free from those criminal clauses, and of this fact, the ev'-
idence would be satisfactory and conclusive even without the testi-
mony of the masonic witnesses. It is verified, indeed, even by the
testimony of several of the most respectable of the seceding masons,
so far as their information went; particularly by Anson Potter, an
John Brown; the last of East Greenwich, and one of the signers o
the antimasonic address published in September last. 'Those, them,
and no others are the obligations, the meaning of which, as under-
stood by masons, it is wished to ascertain. For this purpose the
masons themselves were called upon, who alone could tell what was
their understanding of them.

The preceeding, certainly, was not an ordinary one ; and it might
well be questioned whether the committee or any other tribunal, if
resisted, could have adhered to it. But the masons having at the
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raquest of the committee, written out and delivered in the forms of
all the masonic obligations administered in this State, as before men-
tioned; freely came forward when called upon, and upon their oaths
gave, full, explicit and unequivocel explanations of all those obliga-
tions, and of the sense in which they had always understood them;
and without hesitation answered all questions put respecting them,
as well those handed in by their adversaries as those put directly by
the committee.

Thé masonic witnesses examined were about sixty in number, most

- of whom explained their obligations and in substance, uniformly in

the same way. They are all of them men of good standing and many
of them men of high standing and respectability in the community.
The grand lodge, which is the representative head of all the lodges,
had also given the same explanations in an address to the public.
Those explanations may therefore be considered as expressing the
sense of tge whole masonic fraternity in the State. And being in all
respects consistent with the obligations themselves, (as proved to
be taken in connection with and qualified by the previous addresses
and the charges) the question as to the sense in-which those obliga-
tions are understood by the masons themselves, who have taken
them ought to be considered as settled; unless there is some proof
that they bave given different explanations on other occasions; or
have practised upon a different construction. In that case it would
be necessary to compare the conflicting testimony and to deeide
upon its relative weight. But there is no such proof of any kind
whatever. The testimony given by the masons stands, therefore,

. wholly uncontradicted.

There are several depositions of seceding masons in which a differ-
ent explanation is given as their understanding of the matter: but in
this, there is no contradiction of the declarations of the masons
expressing their understanding of it. What is said by both sets of
witnesses as to their respective constructions of the obligations may
be perfectly true.

It is to be regretted that tRose seceding masons should have taken-
obligations which they considered highly criminal and injurious to
their fellow citizens; and, much more. so, that the should have wil-
fl}lly continued in error, some of them for years, advancing on to the

ighest degrees of iniquity; according to their belief. But, better
ate than never; they did right in withdrawing at last. * They were
und to do so, not only for their own conscience sake; but in duty

. to their brethren, who believed the obligations they had taken to be

perfectly innocent; but who, by associating with them, as masons,
exposed themselves to the imputation of entertaining’ the same opin-
lon of the criminality of obligations which they nevertheless contin-
ted to adhere to. -

Having at last, performed this duty, the seceding masons, we pre-

. Sume, meant in their depositions no more than to give their reasons

or'it and to acknowledge their past error. For we are bound to
Presume that they did not mean to criminate their brethren whom
they had recently left, and to charge them with havini the same un-
standing of the obligations as they, the seceders, had—believing them
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to be criminal; yet continuing to practice upon them. If they had heard
the masonic fraternity give different explanations of -the meaning of
their oaths, and known them to practice upon different instructions;
it would have been their duty to have stated the facts, and most un-
doubtedly, they would bave done it, and must have been weighed by
its amount, and the number and respectability of the witnesses.

But having no such facts to state, and knowing of none such, for
them to make or insinuate such a charge, would manifest a hardihood
and an abandonment of all decency and principle, which would justly
and effectually strip themselves of all credit. We are bound there-
- fore, we repeat, to presume that they meant no such thing; and that
they intended only to express their own individual sense of the ob-
ligations, without impeaching the veracity of others expressing a dif-
ferent one. With this understanding of their testimony, as there are
but few, comparatively, of those dissenting witnesses; as they are
not now masons, and speak only of their own opiaions, whiech cannot
- affect the opinions of the masons themselves, it is not very necessa-
ry that we should refer particularly to what they do state. We will
however give the supstance of the testimony of each of them upon
this head. .

An interrogatory was framed (the 10th of the standing interroga-
tories) for the purpose of getting the understanding of each witness
upon the subject of the penal clause. JUoses Thacher, in answer to
tll:is uestion said, ** when I took these oaths I did not, at that time,
consider that I was giving jurisdiction to the lodge to inflict the pen-
alties of said oaths as expressed in the question, because I did not
-until sometime afterwards give serious attention to the import of
those oaths, as I have before stated; the circumstances under which
they are taken renders it impossible !” He once heard the subject
introduced (of masonic penalties) in St. Albans Lodge ¢ one mem-
ber explained the subject in this way, that the candidate swears that
rather than reveal his masonic secrets he would suffer so and so.”

Levi Chace. He did not at first consider the oaths as giving juris-
diction over life, but on reflection he did—probably about a year af-
terwards. He considered that his life woufd be in danger if he had
complained to the lodge. .

Jnson Potter. After he had looked the oaths over, he had but little
doubt about them—1lie considered that he had placed his life at stake.
When this was he does not inform us. If by looking the oaths over
he means reading them, he could not have done this until Morgan’s
book came out, unless he read them in ¢ the Mason’s Own Book,”
in which the penalties are explained directly contrary to his expla-
nation. .

John Prentice. Did not know as he ever came to any conclusion
as to the jurisdiction of the lodge. Did not believe that if he broke
his obligations, the lodge would take his life. Never heard the pow-
er asserted, nor the question of the penalty discussed.

John Brown, of E. G. Did understand that he gave such jurisdic-
tion to the lodge as far as he could, and that he was to share in it
over others. .

B Doct. B. W. Case. Had the same understanding of it as Mr.J.
rown.
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Ray Potter. " He knaw the pemfty of the masonic obligations to be
death in case of revealing the secrets.

.

~ These, we think, are all the witnesses whose depositions contain

any thing upon this head. And we perceive that they do but give
their own impressions, and do not in any way contradict any t%ing
that is said bz the masons as to their undersianding of the penalties.
As applicable to the same subject, the ehairman of the antimasonic
committee (Mr. Wm. Sprague,) asked the attention of the commit-
tee to certain letters of Mr. Ray Potter, Mr. Wm. Sprague, jun and
Mr. John Prentice, and a certificate of Mr. Henry Tatem and others,
contained in a newspaper—the R. I. American of August 2, 1881 *
These gentlemen put the same construction upon the penalties as
is given by some of the last named witnesses: But they do not con-
tent themselves with merely stating their ownimpressions. It seems
that the grand lodge, in an address to the public, had given an ex-
lanation of the penal clause of the masonic obligations, as it is un-
gerstood and practiced upon by them. '
It was the same explanation which is now found to be the only true
one. But, in consequence of it, Elder Ray Potter, who says he had
taken one degree in masonry,—gntered apprentice’s,—publishes in a
newspaper an address to the grand lodge; in which he a good deal
more than insinuates against them the charge of falsehood, knavery
ad impiety. The following extract from his address is taken from
the newspaper harded to us by Mr. Sprague Sen. viz.: *I never ex-
pected to hear a solemn asseveration from any adhering mason of

' wmoral or religious standing; much less from the Grand Lodge of Rhode-

kland like the following”—¢We, (the grand lodge) solemnly aver,
in the sight of heaven, and appeal to the Searcher of hearts to attest

i oursincerity, that we have never received, given or countenanced,

any obligation requiring or sanctioning the sacrifice of human life, as

! the penalty for disclosing masonic secrets.”

It is this solemn affirmation of the grand lodge which excites the
ustonishment and indignation of Elder Potter; and the following is
the manner in which he proves its falsehood, viz.: ¢“Now I mostsol-
emaly aver in the sight of heaven, appealing to the Judge of all the
earth that I speak the truth, that, there was administered to me in
the Pawtucket lodge, the obligation of an entered apprentice to keep
the secrets of masonry, the penalty of which was thus expressed:—
Binding myself under no less penalty than to bave my throat cut
teross,” &c. reciting the same cgause, in substance, as that contained
in the form of the oath given by the masons, and as that given in the
book in cypher “Tue Mason’s own Boox;” in which book we have
seen this penal clause of the obligation is explained in precisely the
ume sense. and manner as it is understood and explained by the
#rand lodge and the great body of masons.

*The following is an extract from a letter addressed by Mr. W. Sprague,
%a.to the committee, viz: * Paper No. 7, contains the statement of one of
Jour honorable committee, William Sprague, jun. Esq. asserting the language
ofcartain portions of the three first oaths. It is requested that that gentle-
B may be examined with others who have certified with him.”’-—4, 5.
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This is but one of the {requent instances in which rash men bring
themselves into situations in which the only hope of escape from the
severest reprehension is, in that christian charity which they have
themselves withheld from others, when. justice only was asked of
them. Mr. Potter had no proof that the members of the grand lodge
were not sincere, and did not believe what they nﬂirmeg! He had
never heard them give a different explanation, or known them to
practice upon a different construction of the obligations. He did
not pretend that he had. The only ground of his charge against
them was, that they differed from him in opinion. He swears, (in
his deposition) that he knew the penalties of the masonic obligations
to be death. The grand lodge merely aver that they do not under-
stand them so, and do not countenance any such construction of them
by the brethren. According to his construction the obligations are
highly criminal; according to the congtruction put upon them by the
grand lodge, whose province it is to instruct the fraternity in the true
sense and meaning of their obligations: according to them, those ob-
ligations are innocent: and for this, Elder Potter denounces them.

He does not charge them with ignorance. or error of opinion. It

would be absurd fora one degree mgson to do so. Many of the mem-
bers of the grand lodge have been masons for a great number of years;
have officiated, and been present at the initiation of many others;
and are thoroughly acquainted with all masonic proceedings and prio-
ciples. It is not ignorance; it is something much worse, that Elder
Potter charges them with. His own language excludes the idea of
‘his charging them with mere error of opinion. I never expected
to hear a solemn asseveration from any adhering mason of moral and
religious standing; much less from the grand lodge of Rhode Island,
dike the following.” This cannot be misunderstood; it indicates
with quite sufficient plainness, the nature of the charge he makes,
against the members of the grand lodge; and not only members of
the grand lodge, but the whole body o% masons in the State, whom
ghey represent, and whose sentiments he knew, or had reason to be-
lieve they spoke.

But Elder Potter was not satisfied with his osn attack upon the

grand lodge, he must incite others to fall on with him, "This was

wholly unprovoked. It does notappear that they had given himany

-offence, or even that they knew there was such a man in existence-
“The reason he assigns, in his letter to William Sprague, Jr., for his

attack upon the grand lodge, was that they had virlually accused of
Jalsehood, the whole body of seceders in the United States, who had declared
the penalty of the masonic obligations to be death. 'We find nothing in the
address to which he alludes, which furnishes the slightest foundatior»
for this charge. . :

The persons to whom Elder Potter applied, (Mr. Sprague aad
Mr. John Prentice,) readily answered to his call; and the former sup~
plied him with a certificate signed by four others. Mr. Prentice goes
almost as’ great lengths as Elder Potter himself; and broadly and
coarsely intimates his opinion, that the grand lodge had been guilty”
of falsehood. We do not think it necessary to repeat his language -
It may be seen in the newspaper referred to. Ile was a member o
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a lodge about eighteern years; the first part of the time very active
as junior deacon; and he “‘never heard any one attempt to give any other
explanation to the oaths and penalties of masonry than those that -
struck the mind when they are first repeated, viz: a plain literal sig~
anification ' :
Yet in his deposition before referred to, he swore that he did ¢not
know that he ever came to any definite conclusion as to the jurisdic-.
tion of the lodge.” He “did not believe that the lodge would
teke his life if he broke the obligations.” He further says in hislet-
.ter, “I have seen a considerable number take these degrees, and I
never heard any one attempt to explain these oaths and penalties
different from what they read.” From this he plainly intends it shall
be inferred that the penalty for a breach of the obligations is death,
and that the lodge, according 1o the words of the penalty, would
have power to inflict it. Yet, in addition to what we have just taken
from his deposition, given before the committee, he therem further
swears, that he never “heard the subject of the nature and extent of
the masonic penalties discussed in any lodge;” and he never ¢heard
it asserted in any lodge, that said lodge had power to inflict upon any
member, for any offence whatever, any higher punishment than ex-
F\_xlsion,” &c. &c. Such is the difference between a letter written
or & newspaper, and a deposition under oath. Mr. Prentice discov-
ors a great deal of warmth both in his deposition and his letter. The
wuuse of this, perhaps, is sufficiently explained in the deposition of
Benajaht Warner and William Trescott, both in the appendix.
~ Henry Tdtem, Willard Ballou, Emanuel Rice, Robert W. Potter,
signers to the certificate procured by Mr. Sprague for XMr. Potter,
- nay, “From our own personal knowledge, the account therein (Elder
~ Pottei’s communication,) given of the penalty annexed to the obliga-
- tion of anentered apprentice mason is correct. Nor have we ever
t understood or heard any masen express any other meaping of the
penalty,” &c. &c. This seems to be rather a peremptory mode of
settling a question, upon which the representative body of the whole
 masonic fraternity had expressed an opposite opinion. o
* Mr. William Sprague, Jr. expresses a similar opinion, and he also,
®ever ¢“heard -any mason express or imply (previous to the address of
the grand lodge) that the meaning of [the penalty] was otherwise
than expressed by the words thereof.” We understarid the grand
Jodge to say the same thing, and that the true meaning of the words
of the penalty, is as they have given it. Mr. Sprague adds that he
s heard many masons say, that the penalty for disclosing masonic secrets
wor death. Most people will probably be of opinion that this aver-
* Mment ought not to have been made without naming those many ma-
tons, or some of them at least, since, their authority cannot be
“®ounted upon, without their being named orknown. Itseems to be
4 favorite averment with all these witnesses, that they never heard any
Wabon express any other opinion than, &c. &c. The assertionisan equiv-
¥cal'one, and is calculated, and sometimes, at least intended to mis-
ad; as we have just seen in the instance of Mr. Prentice. i
- Ttis testified by many witnesses that they never heard the subject
the masonie penalties discussed in any lodge. And the reason of
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it is that there is nothing to discuss; for the meaning of them {pre-
cisely as explained by the grand lodge) is clearly pointed out in the
Jectures, as we have seen it done in the ¢‘Mason’s own book,’ ’as it is
proved by Dr. Case; and is exemplified even in the master’s charge
given in the antimasonic books of Bernard and Allyn. In which
charge, the master of the lodge, after telling the candidate for the

master’s degree, that in the preceding ceremonies, he, the candidate, -

had represented the great mason, Hiram, who was murdered by ruf-

fians for his fidelity in refusing to betray the secrets of masonry, im-

presses it upon him to follow that example. ‘

How is it, that all this class of witnesses, while with such unqual-
ified positiveness they pronounce their opinions, nay their certain
koowledge of the only true meaning of the obligations, turn out to
be so wholly ignorant of it! It is laid down by JAllyn, that the master of
a lodge is bound by his oath never to leave his lodge without giving, or caus-
ing to be given, a lecture or some part of one. And we have seen that in
the front of the first lecture of the first degree, the meaning of the
penal clause of the obligation, and it is the same in all the ather de-
grees, is so clearly indicated, that it cannot be misunderstood. Isit

ossible that these witnesses have never heard any of these lectures!

r. John Prentice states that he was a member of a lodge about
eighteen years; and part of the time was a junior deacon. Mr. Wil-
liam Sprague Jr. appears to have been intimately acquainted with the
masonry of the three first degrees. In his late protest to the General
Assembly, he says; ‘It is believed by the undersigned, and so far as
the three first degrees are concerned, he asserts from his own personal knowl-
edge, that the signs and ceremonies of those degrees are very mate-
rial in showing the nature of the oaths, and the construction intended
to be put upon them; particularly in reference to tlhie penalties for
their violation!” True, very true; they are material for that purpose;
and every mason is taught, in the lectures; (fromwhich Mr. Sprague
must have obtained his knowledge,) what is the connexion between
those signs and the penalties of the obligations, and what is the allu-
sion of the former to the latter. Thus, when he is asked if the sign
of his degree his any allusion, he is taught to answer that it has al-
lusion to the penalty of his obligation; that he had rather suffer so
and so, (that is, be murdered as was Hiram JIbiff,) than violate his ob-
ligations. -

Weight and character of the testimony.

‘It may not be improper that some remarks should be made upon
this head. It is apparent that whatever information we can have
, uﬁon the subgect of the masonic obligations and masonry must be
obtained chiefly from masons and seceding masons; and that both of
those classes of witnesses are interested in the inquiry. The masons
are interested in preserving the confidence of their fellow citizens;
and of course, in resisting the charges brought against them. Buat
they are to be treated like other men; and ought not to be discredi-
ted upon mere accusation and suspicion. They ought to be believ-
ed until something is proved against them justly affecting their credi-
bility. With respect to their concern in masonry; instead of their
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having an interest in subjecting themselves or remaining subject to
criminal obligations and penalties; it is evident that their interest
would be directly the contrary. -

Seceding masons are interested in two ways. 1st, They have
broken promises which they had heretofore very solemnly entered
into with their late brethren; and if they do not satisfactorily justify
this breach of promise they must be disgraced. They had a perfect
right to renounce lodges and masonry; but no right to betray the
confidence reposed in them by their brethren, without good cause.
The only way in which they could justify thetaselves for their breach
of trust was by alleging a paramount duty to the community and ac-
cusing masons and masonry of crimes or criminal principles and obli-
gations, which the safety of the community required them to expose.
And to leave no rdom to doubt the sufficiency of this justification,
they take care that their accusations shall not be wanting either in
ma%nitude or number.

he situation in which this description of seceding masons stand,"

when called as witnesses, is palpable. If they do not make good
their charges, they stand convicted both of treachery to their form-
er brethren, and of having made false charges against them. And if
to this we add the_bias of a strong political interest, we can hardly
conceive of a witness being under stronger disqualifications.*

Whoever will refer to the depositions of some of the principal se-
cediag masons will clearly perceive the operation of these influences
upon them, and the insurmountable embarrassment under which these
witnesses were kept by them. Since they had become political
seceders they had led the war against their late brethren and charg-
ed them with having taken the most criminal oaths, when therefore
the foilowing questions were put to them, from the standing inter-
rogatories; viz.:—Did you seriously attend when the obligations
were administered to you, and endeavor to understand them? did youw
understand them? did you reflect upon them afterwards and did you
understand them thea? if not did you inquire? were you satisfied? if
not did you complain to the lodge? They could only escape from
the dilemma they had placed themselves ia by the plea of ignorance;
which some of them were obliged to repeat so often that it became
ludicrous. We will give a specimen merely, from the depositions of
Moses Thatcherand ievi Chace. : :

Moses Thatchcr. When he took the oaths he had no time to consider
whether he could conform to them and at the same time conform to his civil
and religious duties. Did not reflect afterwards [nor consult them in
Morgan, which he said he had then.] After takiog all the oaths he
came to the conclusion that they would conflict. ~Jt the time he took
the oaths he did not consider he gave jurisdiction to the lodge over his
life; did not till some time after give serious attention to import of the

®*Cadwallader D. Colden is a seceding mason, and has both renounced and
denounced the institution, as one into which such abuses have crept that it has
become dangerous, thongh in principle not bad. But we understand bim to
say in one of his published letters, that he had no intention to break any
promises which he had made. To such seceding masons our remarks do not

apply. . E
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oaths; so far as he recollects considered the charge binding in connex-
ion with his obligation ¢‘my attention was at that time more-particularly
called to what are called the secrets than to what I could examine at
leisure,” [then a minister of the gospel.] He thought seriously af-
ter the Morgan affair and the Le Roy Convention; yet he adbered.
Afterwards he heard a story of a grand lodge murdering a man, and
believed the account; yet held on;—and after this (on 13th May
1829) delivered an address before his lodge in which he eulogizes
During the next ten days he discovered
ary—on the 24th-same month, he exposed
nd congregation. And about the same time

place in the Senate of Massachusetts.
of the gospel. He did not expect an oath
n, would not have felt as he did when found
all committee are worth; took next shortly
did not complain because his masonic obli-
ate it; he was afraid the penalties would be
_erous to complain of oaths beeause of that
part of the obligation which forbade to speak evil of a brother and
to keep his secrets inviolate; for could net speak against the-institu-
tion without speaking against those who supported it. Had taken
“six degrees; was a mason from 1815 to 1829. Took three degrees
in 1815—186, three more in 1822, and propounded for royal arch, af-
ter this. Did not communicate to lodge before he left; because
afraid. ¢I consider,” said he, “masonically, that if the grand hailing
sign had been given to me on the occasion, {(voting) I should have
- been in duty bound to vote for the mason. The reason is, that the
penalty of the obligation is that I am bound to go ona master mason’s
errand and torelieve him if there is greater probability of saving his
* dife than of losing my own, ‘I speak masonically.” Is confident he
~ did not understand the oaths when he took them as he now does.

At first had not time to consider whether he gave jurisdiction to
the lodge over life.

‘Character and extent of the Masonic Obligations, and of the principles of
) Masonry, as understood and practised upon in Rhode- Island.

It is agreed and sworn to both by masons aud seceding masons,
that the masonic obligations (as far as administered in this State) are
now all made public: in the antimasonic books of Bernard and Allyn,
or in the book in Cypher, according to seceding masons: and in the
- mapuscript forms according to masons.

It is also agreed and sworn to by both masons and seceding masons,
that the by-laws, rules and regulations of lodges are all printed of
‘written and recorded on the lodge books, and that there are no se-
cret lodge, books, bye-laws or regulations. It is also agreed an
sworn to by both masons and seceding masons that the secrets of
- mysteries of masonry consist of the ceremonies of initiation; thesigns

of recognition, tokens, words and modes of working. And it is tes~
tified by seceding masons that all the secrets or mysteries of mason~
ry are fully and correctly disclosed in Allyn and Bernard’s books-
The masons, as to this, say that they neither affirm nor deny; feel-
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ing themselves bound by their promises, not to disclose those mys. -
teries. Several of them did however deny all knowledge of the re
resentation of a burning bush, or of the ceremony called the fifth li-
bation. -

With respect to the signs and other secrets, the committee an-
nounced, during the examination of. the first masonic witness (Mr.
Wm. Wilkinson) that they should not press the masonic witnesses
upon that head; but tha¢ they should consider them to be correctly

iven in the antimasonic books unless the contrary was shown. And
From the evidence which was given before the committee and such
observations as they have been enabled to make; they have little
doubt of the fact. We must also keep in mind ¢ The Mason’s own
Book,” which, we are fully convinced 1s genuine masonic authority.
“It may not be used in the lodges which are presided over by bright
masons; but it certainly was compiled by a mason or masons perfect-
ly acquainted with masonry in this State. The oaths are the same
almost word for word, and it was put into the hands of the chairman
a3 genuine and correct masonry, and is sworn to be so by Capt. -
Geo. Howland himself an adhering mason. There is other concYu-
sive evidence also that the secrets of masonry are out, at least so
far as Morgan’s book went. .

It was acknowledged by several masons during the late examina-
tions, that a check degree or check word had been devised by the
masons to prevent ‘‘book masons” from working into their lodges. '

The committee therefore may confidently affirm that the public are
now in possession of the whole of masoury as practised in this State.
The books of constitutions, monitors and bye-laws of lodges were
already public; and now its ceremonies of initiation, lectures, signs,
tokens, words, symbols or emblematical representations are also dis-
closed. It is likewise agreed and sworn to by masons and seceding
masons, that an address in each degree is made by the master to the
candidate before he takes the obligation, and a charge immediately
after it in connexion with which address and charge the obligation is
taken and is qualified by them. The address is the same or very
nearly so for all the degrees. The form of it accompanies the an-
nexed nanuscript forms of the R. I. oaths. The following is the ad-
dress as given by Dr. Case, in St. John’s lodge No. 1, in Newport,
viz.: ““You are now about to enter into a very serious and solemn ob-
ligation, more serious and solemn than you are aware of. There is
nothing in it contrary to religion, morality or the laws of your coun-
try; but it is founded in faith, hopeand charity, which if rightly pur-
sued, is capable of carrying man to the highest degree of perfection.
If any doubts or disgusts have arisen in your mind from what you
have already gone through you are now at liberty to decline your initia-
tion; but if you still persist in the motives which I presume broughtyou .
here you will please to give me your right hand.”

The charges for the several degrees are contained in Webb’s Free-
mason’s Monitor, By referring to the contents of the addresses and
charges therefore, in connexion with the old forms we are to ascer-
tain the character of the masonic obligation. We see by the terms
of the address just copied tbat the obligation'is no farther binding
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than as it conforms to that address. It is not to be construed to -
contain any thing contrary to religion, morality or the laws of the coun-
try;—the charges are of the same character. ,
We will here make some references to Bernard’s Light on Mason.
ry, from which antimasonic authority even, it will appear how far the
character given of the masonic obligations, viz. that they are incom-
patible with all the religious, moral; civil and social duties of the ma-
son is true. ¢ A zealous attachment to these principles will ensure
public and private esteem. In the State you are to be quiet and
3, true to your government and just to your coun-
d p. 85—page 29, end of a prayer, ¢ May wt so
pts, that through the merits of the Redeemer we may,

1 the deposition of John Prentice, a minister of the
serts that there is no reference to the Saviour in
nies; Levi chace, another preacher, and we think
wre much the same. Page 33— The Holy Bible
guide for our path and practice.” Page 39—¢2,
sh? [that is, faith, hope and charity.] A. Faith
imortality, and charity to all mankind.” Page 41.
first preached in the east, and is spreading to the

1d be an almost endless work to transeribe all the
and instructions, inculcating and teaching all the
ivil and social duties and virtues contained even in
ook, compiled for the purpose of bringing masonry

at the character of the masonic obligations as re-
1 and practiced upon in this State has been entirely
wesented. This being the case, it follows of course
ges which this prolific source of accusation has
ish, must fall to the ground. We will however re-
| pay such attention to them as any of them may

‘hat the masonic oaths are in violation of civil oaths,

superior binding force.

ten that the obligation is taken with the qualifica-

to interfere with religion, morality, or the laws of the

there no address at all, there is nothing in the form
<= vsw wwee.oww.. ¥hich can warrant sugh construction.

Second. That masons are bound to give a prefereuce to each oth-
er over all others, in all cases, right or wrong, and murder and trea-
son not excepted. )

These are the spurious clauses, proved not to be in the Rhode-Island
forms, and probably not in any forms whatever. Not a solitary in-
stance we believe is shown of any preference given by a mason to a
mason over others; and how the obligation is understood in this par-
ticular will be seen by the following summary of the testimony of
both classess of witnesses. :

Moses Thacher. Did not counsider himself bound to favor a mason
to the personal or pecuniary injury of a fellow-citizen not a mason.
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John Brown.. Never considered himself bound to favor & mason;
all things equal he might do so, just as might in case of church mem-
bers. ' ,

Dr. Case. It was part of his oath to give a brother mason a pref-
erence in his trade and calling. [Dr. Case is «ll alone in this.]

Capt. Wm. Russel. Was once brought too by a vessel of war, or-
dered on board with papers, drank a glass of wine with commander,
recognized each other as masons, sent back to his own vessel, and
found himself robbed of every thing they (some of the crew of the
war vessel) could lay hands on. [Capt. R. was called by the anti-
masonic committee to prove he had been orce captured by a vessel
of war, and was released by making himself known as a masen, and
giving the hailing sign of distress. His answer was us above.]

Bateman Monro.. Masonry great beuefit to him in French, English
and Spanish dominions, was aided in smuggling by officers of cus-
toms; and by governor and bishop; made himsslf known in foreign
countries by the arts and sciences given him. [This old manimputes
all the frauds and profits of smuggling to his three degree masonry.]

Third. That lodges and masons interpose impediments to the im-
partial administration of justioe. '

The character and nature of the oath as proved, fully refutes this
charge; but there is some testimony upon this head which we will
refer to and sum up. '

Daniel Howland, Jamestown, about ‘40 years ago was on a jusy
‘ina case in which one party was a mason; only one juror, who wassa

mason held out until the court took the papers. Plain case and next
court decided against the mason. Did not himself know the fact,

* heard it said only that the juror and party were masons.” It appears

Mr. Howland was misinformed. The miuute books of both courts

. (county of Newport,) have been thoroughly searched, and there is

B

only one case in each, in which Mr. Howland was on the jury; and
there wus no verdict. Inthe case in the common pleas, Mr. John
Stevens ;was on the jury with Mr. Howland, be testifies that the
jnrﬁ were equally divided. It does not appear from the lodge books
o Newport, that either of the parties were masons. The defendant
the late Doct. Jonathan Easton, against whom the case went on next
trial, was a strict member of the friends society. The case Mr. How-
lind alluded to, probably was ¢“Caleb Coggeshall against Thomas
Townsend.” Two of the jury in that case being recollected by Mr.
Howland as having been on with him. The jury did not agree, and
the case went against Townsend at the next term. But he Thomas’

ownsend was never a mason, and it does not appear that the other .

. Party was. :

Samuel S. Peckham. <He was on a jury about three years ago,
ove of the jurors (a Tiverton man) told him he was oncea juror in
one of the masonic cases. That a number of the jurors having been
taken off, an officer was sent over to Tiverton to take up jurors;
td they had a man there, at the four corners, to tell him who to
take. He S:he informant was one.) He did not tell witness who {he
man was, that was stationed at the corners nor the officer’s name.

~ He (the informant) mean; that the man was placed there by the ma--
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sons opposed to Dr. Case. He did not tell the witness how he came
by his knowledge, nor did witness ask him. That juror said that
-that was the way he come to be on the jury, and he should not have
been on otherwise; said he had changed his opinion from what it was
when on that jury.” Here was an highly criminal charge, implica-
ting the shenff and his deputy both very respectable, aiso the wit-
nesses, and one of the parties, consisting of about two hundred men.

Benjamin Grinnell. [This was the juror referred to by Samuel 8.
Peckham, and was identified by Peckham himself, who was called for -
that purpose.] He was on one of the masonic cases, was taken up
on venire by sheriff Carr; as were three others. The sheriff was at-
tended by George Howland, deputy sheriff, [in Tiverton] whom he"
heard say in the evening, that Carr had requested him to come with
him, as he, Carr, was not acquainted with the people and did not

.know who were qualified to serve as jurors. Had no knowledge or
belief that either of the parties in the case, had any agency or direc-
tion, in taking up of himself or any other persons. On the contr
it was mentioned by George Howland, that the objzct of their coms
ing there was to ‘5et jurors who did not know anything about the
case. He never from that time to this, has had any reason to believe
that any improper influence was employed on that occasion.

Peter Almy. Never heard any judge, juror, witness, or officer in
the performance of his duty prefer a mason over another was not a
mason. Has had cases in court which went differently from what he
thought right; there was some mystery in it. ~ Whether it was ma-
sonry or not, can’t tell. The particular case alluded to was with E.
Davenport, for whom it was carried on by E. Wilcox, who wasa ma-
son; informed there were several masonson each jury.

baac A. Dennis. Heard Peleg Almy say that if that institution
(masonic) was not put down, no man in this country could get jus-
tice done him; that he felt the effects of it.

Dr. B. W. Case states several things leading to a similar conclu—
sion, if substantiated, to that drawn by Peleg Almy; but as they weres
hearsay and concerned Dr. Cases’ own suits, it is not necessary to
mention them here: his deposition is in the appendix. The com—
mittee inquired into the things which had been told to Dr. Case, as

. far as in their power, but did not find them confirmed.

Ed. Murphy. When one of the masonic cases on trial saw Capt-
S. T. Northam and Doct. Cotton (masons) pass quick by a jurory
and Capt. N. put something into his hand: [See the deposition for
the circumstances:] He (witness) immediately went home and told
his uncle, Capt. W. Price; uncle did not inquire who juror was, nos”
take witness to show him; witness did not know nor inquire; never=
- told Dr. Case till asked by said Case night before last, if he had no®
said so and so; bas lived in Dr. Case’s house about three years.

Capt. William Price, the uncle. Called and asked to state particu~
larly all he recollected about this affair, he answered ¢‘that is very”
easily done for I don’t recollect any thing about it.” Capt. Price
was a party with Doct. Case, and as zealous as he was. 'Those ma-
sonic cases were on the docket 8 or 9 years afterwards, but the cir-

cumstance was never mentioned to the counsel of Dr. Casepwho is
one of this committee
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Capt. 8. T. Northam. Took very little part in the masonic trials,
very seldom near the court house; had business enough of his own
o attend to. Totally denies Murphy’s statement.

Fourth. Political interferences. 'There is no evidence whatever of
any instance.

The following is @ summary of the testimony on both sides, as to
masonic obstructions to justice and interference in politics. '

Moses Thacher, Never knew politics discussed in lodges. He did
not vote for or support any person on account of his being a mason,
nor did he consider ﬁimself bound so to do by his masonic obligatigps.
Never knew any judge, juror, or officer, to construe oath as binding
“him to give preference to a mason.

Jnson Potter. Politics and religion never discussed, ’tisa principle
not to permit. Could see nothing in obligations which ought to
have the least influence on his mind in politics. If grand hailing sign
«of distress Lad been given to bim, he should have answered it gy

iving a’quarter of a dollar, perhaps, or fifty cents, ifa worthy mem-
er, &c. [He & political antimason as well as Thacher.] '

John Prentice. Seceding mason. Same as Ansen Potter.

John Brown. [Political antimason and signer to September ad~
dress.] Same in substaice as Poiter and Prentice. :

The by-laws of the lodges also (some of which we have seen,) ex-
clude the subjects of religion and politics from discussion.

And all the principal masonic witnesses confirmed the same fact;
and proved that maseary in this state has mever been allowed to'"'
‘have any infuence over the political opinions or actions of the
brethren.  And, in short, it is a fact well knowa to usall that during

the highest party times among ourselves, all the most preminent and
nfluential men among the masons, who were of different political sen-
timents, have voted and acted against eachr other without reserve,
and frequently, with great zeal; and that their doing so, did wot, at
the time, excite any attention, as a thing unusual.

Fifth. That the principles, practices, usages, laws, custowms, oaths
-nd obligations of the several corporate bodies in this state, knowa
as chapters and lodges, are in direct violation of the constitution and
Tlaws of the United States, and of the laws of this state. Thischarge
isinvolved in those already disposed of and is equally without found-
ation. ' o

Sizth. 'That the members.of these corporate bodies bave taken
illegal oaths, which they -consider binding, administered in a form -

Contrary to law, and with penalties unknown to judicial tribunals,
lorever to conceal the customs, practices, obligations and proceed-
ings by which their secret code of laws is administered; and that the
penalties sanctioned by these oaths for a disclosure of the secrets of
masons or of masonry, involve the punishments of baving the throat
cut across from ear to ear, &c. &c. reciting the penal clause. The
dssertion that the masons hold theirobligations as part of their secrets,

3 been practically disproved by the full and unerserved disclosure
of those obligations in writing by the masons themselves. What was
talled the secrets and mysteries of masonry, have also been fully
dlisclosed by seceding masons, and are not_denied by masons Thex

F
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may all be scen and read in the antimasonic books; which profess to
bring all things (in masonry) to light; all the ceremonies of initiation,
signs, tokens, words, lectures, workings, symbols and pictures;
curiosities which may amuse us, as well as our children, for a mo-
ment; but in which we can have no other interest. Yet there are °
Tue SEcRETS, which, according to the antimasonic memorial “com-
priss the whole alleged incompatibililty with the laws of the state,” and “‘are
tn direct violation of the constitution and laws of the Uniled States.”

The assertion in this sixth charge, that there is a secret code of
masonic laws, is proved to be untrue by all the testimony of the se-
ceging masons, as well as of the masons and by the antimasonic books.

The only remaining part of the charge is, that the obligations are

administered in an unlawful manner. This may be true, without war-
ranting charges of immorality, and of criminal plotting and conspira-
cy, or even of any intentional impropriety.
It appears that the masons, instead of altering the ancient forms,
with tEe framing of which they had nothing to do, have qualified and
corrected themgby administering them in connexion with the intro-
ductory address and the charges. We do not therefore think it ne-
cessary Lo enter ifto a particular examination of the point of law rais-
ed by this charge. We will, however, for the use of those who may
desire more thoroughly to study the point, give here a list of author-
ities referred to and relied upon by the chairman of the antimasonic
committee [Mr. Wm. Sprague, sen.] in his letter of suggestion to the
committee, Viz.

Sir E. Cokg, 3 Inst. 278, 2, Roll. Abr. 257, cited in Jacob Law,
Dic. A. oath, Blk. Com. Vol. 4, 1317. _

Seventh. 'That the masonic oaths bind the members to withbold
even from the Legislature all information whatever respecting their
proceedings, however important it might be, to enable them to as-
certain whether or not the laws of the State were violated by those
proceedings.

This charge is directly in the face of the testimony and of the obliga-
tions themselves, which we find are taken subject to the laws of the
country and to the civil obligations and duties of the members. And
so the obligations are prove%l to be understood and practiced upon
by the masons; who, as we understood them to declare, merely con-
sider themselves bound not to divulge their signs of recoguition and
ceremonies by which they are enabled to distinguish one another
from others; to gratify curiosity, idle or impertinent, or to enable per
sons not masons to impose upon their brethren. ~But that should
they be called upon by the Legislature or by any judicial coart, to
testify respecting those mysteries and to disclose and explain them,
they would comply without hesitation, and should feel themselves
bound by their masonic obligations themselves to do so. The reso-
lution appointing the committee, gave them no power to compel the
masonic witnesses to disclose their secrets. The course it was
thought best to pursue was, to give the masons a full opportunity to
disclose and explain their inasonic obligations and secrets; and tO
take it for granted, and report accordingly, that whatever they refus-
ed to disclose or explain, was correctly given in the antimasoni€
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books, which would no doubt be authenticated by seceding masons.
This is the course which the committee have pursued in respect to
the mysteries of masonry, about which the masons declined testify-
ing. And this is all they could have done if they had declined giv-
ing their obligations. _

Eighth. 'Fhat the funds of the lodges instead of being enclusive-
ly devoted to-charitable purposes after defraying necessary expens-
es, are wasted in unmeaning ceremonies, and useless parades, or go
to swell the revenues of general grand chapters, &c. &c.

It appears by the records of St. John’s lodge No. 1, in Newport,
that a number of dyears ago, the munagement of the affairs of that
lodge fellinto bad hands, and a portion of its funds was, for a time,
directed from the true objects of the institution, and used in purchas-
ing wine, &c. Extracts from the records showing those proceed-
ings have been'published and freely circulated in an appendix to the
proceedings of the antimasonic convention of September last and in
other publications, and a copy of ‘those extracts was put into the
hands of the éommittee by the chairman of the antimasonic commit-
tee,—Mr. Wm. Sprague, Sen.—who requested the attention of the
committee to the subject. The books and records of the several
masonic lodges and chapters in Providence, Warren and Newport
were, without hesitation presented to the committee, or to individ-
ual members of it for inspection, and were examined so far as it was
thought necessary. And no other cases of the misapplication of the
funds were found. On the contrary it was provedp that large sums
of money had been expended out of those funds for charitable pur-

, poses; besides considerable sums raised by voluntary contribu-
r tions among the members for the same uses.

It was also proved that the expenses of refreshments were gene-
nlly paid for by contribution, and not out of the funds. No witness
 testified to any misapplication of the funds of any of the lodges or

other masonic bodies. The proceedings of the Newport lodge above
alluded to were a violation of one of the bye-laws of the lodge. In
- 1817-18, Dr. B. W, Case was appointed master of that lodge; and
there has been no such misapplication of the funds since.

If the officers of the lodge who committed that breach of trust, had

, thenbeen called to account by those whom it concerned, the record
of their proceedings would have been proper evidence against them.
| Butit seems to be very small business to bring it up after this lapse
 of time, for the purpose of impeaching the whole masonic fraternity
in the State, when it could not, without gross injustice now be used
% acharge even against St. John’s lodge itself in which the circum-
stance took place so many years past. .

-Minth. That the Grand Lodge has an unbounded control over
the whole funds of all the subordinate lodges, to do with them as
they please. ' . ]

In support of this charge the copy of a deposition of De Witt
| Clinton used in the masonic trials in New York'is produced. That
1 deposition will be found in the Appendix; and it will be seen that it
| contains not a word to countenance such a charge, which has been
f framed asis proved by the testimony, without the slightest founda-
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tion in truth.  Grand lodges have no mannér of control ‘over-the
persons or property of any subordiqate lc_)dges or their members.

Their authority is confined to a superintending control over lodges,
to see that the ancient land-marks,—as masons call them,—are pre-
served, and that the working is uniform and covert and every thing
according to the principles of masonry; nothing more than this is
advanced by De &’itt— Clinton.

The grand lodge of this State in 1791, was created by the two
lodges then existing; which ledges themselves framed a- constitution
for their grand lodge. In 1808 the grand lodge revised that eonsti-
tutiom, and having made some trifling alteration in the article of fees
to be allowed for its bare support, St. John’s Jodge in Newport re-.
jected their constitution and declared, in a vote to be seen on their
records, that they did not dispute theright of the grand lodge to make
laws for their own government, but they claimed an exclusive right
to manage their own affairs as they pleased, without interference from
any quarter: and to this the grand lodge submitted.

In 1812 the grand lodge made an attempt to erect a masonic bod
called the Grand Steward Ledge, and provided for certain small al
lowances to be made for its support, by the lodges out of the initia-
tion fees. The lodges,—those of Newport and Warren,—refusedto |
allow of such a lodge, and the grand lodge gave it up. A few years §.
ago a committee of the grand lodge’undertook to order orrecommendz §
partition of the funds of St. John’s lodge in North Providence, be-
tween thatlodge and St. Paul’s lodge, which had been formed by a-
bout one half of the members of St. John’s. But the latter lodgere-
fused to comply, and on that occasion the grand lodge expressﬁr ac-
knowledged that they had no control over the funds of the suberdi-
nate lodges. - .

Tenth. That the General Grand Royal Arch Chapter of the Unit-
ed States claims from all the State grand and subordinate chapters:
an_tti) lodges and receives from them supreme homage, submission and
tribute. -

Cross, the author referred to in the antimasonic memorial, whichr
contains this charge speaks exclusively of the three chapter lodges
preceding the royal arch chapter; and has ne reference to the grandt™
gnd subordinate State lodges. And we should have supposed that
the author of this charge meant no more than this, did it not appear—
from a subsequent charge in the same memorial, that it was his inten—
tion to have the word lodge understood as comprehending the grand™
and subordinate lodges. 'This isa deception. It is proved by the
whole testimony, as clearly as a fact can be, that there is no connex—
ion between the grand and subordinate lodges and the chapters ox—"
grand chapters, or general grand royal arch chapters.

Eleventh. ¢ That the State grand ledges derive exclusively fron®
this source,—the general grand royal -arch chapter,—the power o
unlimited taxation, subject to the government in chief.” '

. 'And the same authority, Cross’s Chart, is referred to in support of
this charge. We have mentioned already that there is nothing ire
.that book, (Cross,)- which countenances any such assertion. The-
charge is wholly wufounded. . ‘

‘The foregoing charges as to the connexion between the different
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masohic bodies and théir relative jurisdiction, are abundantly refuted
by the testimony. [t is proved, that the several lodges in this State
are sabordinate, in their masonic affairs, only to the grand lodge of
the state which was formed by two lodges, onein Newport and
the other in Providence in I79T; and that there is not any con-
nexion, jurisdiction, or subordination between these lodges and any
other masonic body whatever. The several chapters are under the
jurisdiction of the grand chapter of the state in masonic concerns, but
have no connexion with any other masonic body.

The subordinate lodges pay to the grand lodge two dollars on the
initiation of each member, except such as are initiated gratuitously,
and also a fee for a charter; and in this way the grand lodges are en-
abled to defray their necessary expenses. The chapters pay to the

rand chapter a small sam on the initiation of members, amJ’-J a{so a fee
or a dispensation or charter, for the purpose of defraying the expen-

" ses of the grand chapter ; but the grand lodge and grand chapter do
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not exercise any otner jurisdiction over the subordinate lodges or
chapters relative to the disposition of their funds.

he grand chapters in the several states by delegates, have formed
a masonic association under the name of the general grand chapter of
the United States, for the purpose of producing uniformity in the ma-
sonic ceremonhies; but there was no proof before the committee that
this masonic body exercises any control over the grand chapters; oth-
er than by way ofadvice and instruction. -

The higher masonic degrees, or orders of knighthood have no con-
nexion with ancient freemasonry,or with lodges or chapters; and their
introduction into this state is of comparatively recent date. It was
not proved that there was any connexion between any of the mason-
ic bodies in the United States and those in Europe, or any other
country ; or that the masonic fraternity in this country were subjeck
to one common head or power; but several of the most experienced.
masons testified that they knew of no sach connexion. None of
these masonic bodies exercise, or claim to exercise any civil jurisdic--
tion over the members of any lodge, chapter or encampment, or any
other power, than in masonic concerns. 'To show the convexion, ju-
risdiction and character of the several masonic orders, reference may
be made to the depositionsof Messrs William Wilkinson, Moses Rich-
ardson, Nathan M. Wheaton, Nicholas G. Boss, Isaac Stall and oth-
ers, who explain the subject in the manner which we have here stated.

Consistory. It appears that in 18123, a masonic order called a consis-
tory 'was introduced at Newport, by John A. Shaw who obtained, for
that"purpose, a charter from a grand consistory in New-York. Ten
members, naméd in the charter, composed this body, and one only
Jeremiah Bliss, was afterwards admitted. Of the original members,.
five are- dead; the other five with Capt. Bliss, were all examined.
The substance of their testimony is, that, there were a few meet-
ogs,—one or two according to Bliss—to elect officers or to consult
3130ut it ; that no books were purchased; and no other records, than
Mnutes of members attendiug,and of officers chosen. That there have

een no officers for a number of years, and no meetings for at least

eight or nine years. Something was paid for the charter, but how
Tuch Mne of them know. :
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The charter was in possession of Capt. Bliss, who thinks that
it was left with him by John A. Shaw when he left Newport, which
was a number of yearsago. Mr. Bliss left the charter with the com-
mittee who still have it.  The name of Cadwallader D. Colden s to it,
as one of the high officers of the grand consistory in New.York, who
had taken his 33d degree. That the consistory never came to any
thing; it was always incomplete,and has long since died away. Some of
the% w remaining members had entirely forgotten its existence until

circumstances were mentioned, which brought it to their recollec-

tion. .

John A. Shaw was a man extravagantly addicted to freemasonry ;
~and spent a good deal of money (some of which he borrowed) in
getting himself bedecked with the high sounding titles, and (as he
was simple enough to believe} honor of the upper masonic orders.
It was while he was master of the Newport lodge that the greatest
extravagancies were committed in thatlodge.

Evidence applicable to charges of a personal character.

Levi Chace. Heard Elder Daniel Green say, Morgan had suffered
his deserts.

Elder D. Greene. Said to Levi Chase, that it (Morgan’s murder)
was an awful thing before God, but that we were not to blame for
what others did. That every society had its bad members. He
never justified the murder of Morgan before Mr. Chace or any man
living, in any way whatever. ' )

"~ Jfbraham Wilkinson. Heard Samuel Greene justify the murder
of Morgan. 'Threats towards himself by Samuel 1111 Gardner.

Wm. Harris. Confirms Abm. Wilkinson, as to Samuel Greene,
Samuel E..Gardner, and thinks he heard Barney Merry also justify it-

John Gardner. Heard Samuel Green justify it.

Samuel Greene. Often assailed by Abm. Wilkinson with great bit—
terness, and irritated and provoked, but he never had any idea of
justifying the murder of Morgan, which he abhorred as much as any
man.

Barney Merry. Denies he ever justified the murder of Morgan i
any way, nor the conduct of those concerned in it.

Barney Phelps. Heard a mason justify it ; this was Tim. Bracke ®
of Guilford, Vt. in the highway, near the door of Timothy’s house -

Orrin Packard. Once in the lodge in Cumberland, several officers=
of the grand lodge present, heard Richard Anthony, one of those offi—
cers, speak of the death of Morgan; said he bad no doubt of it, wouldlt
Frobably come out in print shortly, and he should read it in his fami—
y the same as any other print, and let it pass.

John Kent. Heard Henry Lord justify the murder of Morgan—
had attended the committee of his own accord, more or less every”
day since they had been in session.

Henry Lord. Denies totally Kent’s story.

Burrington Anthony and Charles F. Searle. Heard A. Wilkinsom
say, no doubt there had been five hundred men killed in that halle
over the market in Providence.

Dr. B. W. Case. At the time of Morgan’s death all masons jus—
tified it ; don’t recollect any body in particular. Never heawd any
mason belonging to his lodge justify it, but the contrary. Captain
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George Howland told him that the royal arch chapter in Providence,
one night raised money to send to the western sufferers.

Samuel E. Gardner’s letter explaining ‘conversation with Abm.
Wilkinson. ’

George Howland. <Denies Dr. Case’s statement.

Nichols Hazzard. Called to confirm Dr. Case’s account of Capt.
Howland’s conversation. Does not recollect hearing Howland say
what Dr. C. states. Had heard a mason, (Mr. Henry Moore) say, he
did not believe a word about Morgan being murdered, and if he had
been it was no more than he deserved. Never heard any other ma-
son express such a sentiment. As to Moore’s being of reputable
standing did not know about that. He was asked if he Lad not on
many occasions, in presence of Mr. Moore, and to him charged ma-
sons with the murder of Morgan, and said that they justified it. Hean-
swered that he did not know butt he might have said so, and did not
know as he had. Has had a good many disputes with Moore upon
such accusations. Asked if both he and Moore generally or often
got warm on those occasions; answered yes, I never knew Moore on
any occasion when any question was asked him, about the murder of
Morgan, but what he would answer warmly. He was asked if it was
on one of those occasions that Mr. M. had used the expression that
he had stated. ¢ -

Ans. No, it was not. .

JMoses Richardson. Present in general grand royal archchapter in New-
¥York, when news came of the abduction of Morgan. Dewit Clinton
Gov. presided, and next day offered a reward of $1,500, and it was
thought that that was enough.

John Hall, North Kingston. Heard Rév. Lemuel Burge justify it.

Rev. Lemuel Burge. Have never introduced conversationrespect-*
nﬁ Morgan, but having daily inmy walks heard declarations, and have

taken the ground laid down by the speaker, and raised interrogato-
ries as Idig with J. Hall, viz. you believe so and s0? I thenasked him,
Solely for the purpose of seeing what answer would be given, wheth-
€ras a mason he was not guilty, and if guilty, whether he bad not
met the fate he justly merited? This is the ground I have uniformly
taken in order to avoid a declaration, or any thing that might lead
to a declaration of my opinion respecting the supposed death of
Ca%: W. Morgan or his illustrations.

tllard Ballou. Received a paper folded in form of a letter; on
the inside was part of a single line in cyphers, translated to be, “Re-
venge is sweet,” post marked M. U. Houses, was said to mean Mid-
dletown Upper Houses. Did not know whether it came from a ma-

Son or antimason: all he knows is, that at the lodge one time, a mem-

er.asked if any body present had Morgans Illustrations.

S8amuel 8. Peckham. He was a member of. the antimasonic con-
Vention, and appointed on a committee. Has heard one mason only
Justify the muurer of Morgan, viz. James M. Tuell (block-maker) at
Capt. Vars’ shop. Tuell began about antimasonry. Witness told

m he had heard he had said that there were three or four men In
town who he wished were served as they said Morgan was. This

a\¥as tolg to him by Thomas Sherman, and he thinks by Geo. Bowen.

¥
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"Tuell denied this, and then said that if any man should do as Morgan
had done, he would deserve to have his throat cut; and that if any
man who belonged to a religinus society should come off from it and
ry to pull it down, he would deserve to be served the same way.

itness met Tuell some days after and reminded him of what he had
said dbout a church member. Tuell said that if he had said so it was
wrong,’and he was sorry for it. ¢ What Tuell said abowt Morgan

ared to be his deliberate opinion.” [Was it more so than what hesad
in the same breath and in connexion with it, about a church member;
and which he had forgot, but was sorry for it if he had said it.]

Capt. Vars. (Referred to by Peckhain.) He is not a mason, re-
members there was some conversation between them in his shop, but
know not what it was; no impression on his mind that Tuell said-any
thing that went to justify themurder of Morgan. T. observed that
there were some in Newport that deserved to be served the same wa
as Morgan. This, he (witness) is sure of because he said to Tuell,
““ now you are going too far,” they (P. and T.) got quite earnest.

[Capt. Vars evidently makes a mistake in transferring to Tuell the
words used by Peckham, who swears it was he that told Tuell; be
heard he had said there were three or four in Newport who deserv-
ed, &c. &c. This Capt. Vars Limself recollected when that part of
Peckham’s deposition was read to him, but did not recollect Tuell’s
answer, which Peckham says was a denial. As to the rest, Capt.
¥Vars heard no such conversation as Peckham imputes to Tuell.]

James Tuell. Recollects some conversation in Vars® shop; but whe
began it, or particulars of it he entirely forgot. He went in for some-
thing he wanted, was there but a few minutes, and went out as seon
as he got it; no recollection of ever saying there were three or four

ersons in town who deserved &c. &c. Is sure he never thought so;

eckham frequently came to his shop and endeavored to irritate him
-about masonry. Peckljam would tell bim thatif he and Robert Den-
«is did not renounce masonry, he (Peckham) would no longer con-
sider them as church members. They would both frequently get
~very angry, and say very hard thingsto each other, which neitherof
them meant. He told Peckham, several times that he did not wish
to talk with him any more upon that subject; wished he would drop
#t and talk about things more profitable, or not come to his shop.

Samuel S. Peckham. (called again.) [nanswer to a question, he sl_ld
that he had been a church member with Tuell and Robert Depnis,
and had left offf communing"with them as church members, becausé
they deny what thousands have declared about masonry, and put
their names to it. And I thereforc consider them as not acting up 10
their professions. .

George Bowen. (referred to by S. S. Peckham.) Has been in habit
of playing antimason with masons, and mason with the anties, whatev-
er he has heard Tuell say on the subject of Morgan was in that wa))
and does not recollect ever hearing Tuell say there were three OF
four in Newport who deserved to be served as they said Morgan wess
once, he thinks, he heard Tuell say that Morgan was served right
®ut it was when they were in a Lenter.

Thomas Shearman. (referred to by Peckham.) No recollection of
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was stated by reckham. About the time tnui auiuasonry first

up, {reequently saw Peckbam and Tuell together; they woula
get high, and the witness aud others would keep it on; but
always ended in good humour. Tuell is a man easily irritated ;
ke witness, and Geo. Bowen and others would work upon him
he would get into a passion; but after a while, he ceased to be
serated upon, and they left him aloue. He never considerad
hing that was said as being serious, nor can he now recollect
hing about those conversations; it was all a piece of sport. Not
‘on nor an antimason.

marks.—In the preceeding sumwary of the evidence upon this
wranch of the charges we have taken only the principal facts
ined in the twenty-six depositions referred to ; omitting such
ls'and minor circumstances as did not appear to be important ;
.ould not materially affect the amount and character of the tes-
iy as here presented. This testimony is not of a description
1requires us to dwell upon it. And it seems, moreover, that
'itnesses themselves have answered one another.

has been a very prominent and favourite charge, that the mur-
f Morgan is sanctioned by the principles of the masounic institu-
~that masonry is every where the same and of course that all
ns who adhere to that institutien and support its principles, are
zated in the cgime of Morgan’s murder, and approvers of it. But
wve seen it incontestibly proved by the testimony that they con-
10 such principles and warrant no such construction; and that
msons in this State acknowledge none such. Neither, in the
-in which it is used in the charge, is there any truth in the as-
ma that masonry is every where the same. No doubt it is essentially
ame in its signs of recogaition, ceremonies of initiation, masonic
ing or lectures, &c. &ec. and this we believe is all that is meant
@ Witt Clinton and others when they say that it is every where
ame. For we have seen that the masonic obligations are mate-
and widely different in form, contents and substance, and it is
ore true that masoary, in character and practice, is the same
r where, than it is that christianity is the same in practice and
truction in the hands of the thousand different religious sects.
bad been there would have been no martyrs. When there-
2 most offensive and criminating charge, which masons know to
afounded, has been brought against them to their faces and per-
1 in; however seriously denied; it would not have been surpris-
if some, nay many of them had uttered declarations, which,
r other circumstances would be unjustifiable and perbaps
ial. But for those persons, who have taken part insuch con-
itions, and have probably, themselves called forth those im-
er declarations by their own unfeeling conduct and unfounded
sations;—for those to mark them down and con them over; to
bout reporting that such and such persons—their acquaintances
rhaps their friends;—are justifiers of the murder of Morgan, and
a for the institution to wf,lich theg belong a power and jurisdic-
over life;—is furnishing but doubtful evidence of the purity of
* own principles or of the goodness of their hearts.

G
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B IOV after and collect them from all

yuatwers; endeavoring to give to them the imposing character of evi-
dence; not for the purpose of using them against the individuals them-
aelves; but for the purpose of givin§ countenance to accusalions
striking at the reputations and principles of a large and respectable
class of their fellow citizens !

Ezamination af a charge murdcr, made and circulated against the Grand
ige of Rhode-Island.

JMoses Thacher. ﬁlefers to his address to Grand Lodge for the fol-
lowing story.) A Mr. Sayles,—says Thacher,—in the summer or av-
tumn of 1828, a gentleman of* high standing, related these facts to
him, viz: “A. B. who lived in a %ack town of Rhode-Island, made
C. D. a masoniillegally. It leaked out, and A. B. happening to bein
Providence, was summoned before the grand lodge; he went and was
put out of the way so secretly that his friends thought he had abscond-
ed, end this was the general report. The manner in which this Jast
act was conducted he understood Mr. Sayles to be this. The grand
lodge appointed certain resolute masons to act as executioners; who
inflicted upon A. B. the penalty of his obligation and consigned bis
body down the river. The narrator of these .circumsiances {Mr.
Say{es] expressed his regret that the Morgan affair had not beencoa- |
ducted as secretly and thereby prevented all this noise and commo-
tion. As Mr. Sayles is called a man of honer he will not deny this |
statement, there being abundant evidence that he has made the sums
to several other persons. He will likewise doubtless be able to give
his authority, as I understood him that one of the parties concerned
was a relative of either himself or his wife. This affair was said fo
bave taken place several years ago. Felt an honest conviction of
the truth of what he then stated. He placed reliance in the state-
ment. Had seen Sayles’ reply to him. Has never addressed Mr. 8.
on the subject except through medium of the press. Did not, after
Sayles’ reply to him, conlser with the other persens, to whom he
says in his address to zrand lodge, Mr. Sayles had made the same
cominunication. Mr. Sayles dicf not name the person said to have
been murdered by the grand lodge. He,—witness,—did not con-
municate what he had beard to the grand lodge immediately. [Hed
anuncle in it.] e continued a mason four or five months after this.
[Nine months, he should say. His address to his church and cor-
gregation was May 24, 1829, when he first seceded.] Has made the
same statewent in a note to his address to his church and congreg-
tion and in a speech in the antimasonic convention at Philadelphis.”

Caleb Sayles. Refers to his reply to and correction of Moses
Thacher’s statement, dated Sept. 10th, 1831, and published in the
masonic_Mirror and other newspapers. Corrects Thacher’s state-
ment. The circumstances which, he agrees, he did relate to Thach-
er were told to him by a brother in law at Watertown, N. Y. more
than twenty four years ugo. Does not recollect any names were giv-
en to him; and the relation of the affair was such, at that time, as did
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tke so deep an impression on his mind as to lead to any quest-
n the subject. Never stated that a man was put out of the way,
sty murdered by the grand lodge; or was so secretly pul out of the
at his friends thougit he had absconded, §c.; nor did he ever express
that the Morgan affair had not been conducted as secretly, §c. e.
itatement was,—says Mr. S.—that after the person had been
oned by the lodge, as I understood it, he was missing, and that
ands thought he had absconded, and that this was the general
. That the assertion of Moses Thacher that he understood
Mr. Sayles ¢that the grand lodge appointed ceriain resolute
s who inflicted upon A. B. the penalty of his obligation and
.ned his body down the river,” is, every syllable of it, gratuitous.
single word of it was ever witored by him. goon after conversing
Yhacher, he went into the back towns, where it was said the
originated; and took inuch pains to ascertain the origin and
ition of the story and could gnd nothing In corroboration of it.
w there the elder brother of his informant. who had lived all his
n the vicinity; but he had never heard of the story and did not
e a word ofit. The name of his brother in law was I}elwin Smith.
iquired but never could ascertain the name of the man said to
been murdered. Has heard during the examination that his
was Smith.”
. Thatcher, as appears from his deposition had twice before pub-
nade a similar statement; once E-om his pulpit, to his church
angregation, and once in a convention at Philadelphia. He did
a either of those occasions name his author, but spoke of him
‘aspect and as ‘‘an upright man.” In his address to the grand
, for the first time, he named Mr Sayles; who immediately came
rd and refused to stand voucher for the story which Thacher
irculated ugpon his authority.
. Sayles, it appears, lives in Thacher’s own town and neigh-
od; yet the latter never inquired of him, whether the horrid
int which he was about publishing, wholly upon his (Sayles’)
rity, was a correct accoumt of what he had heard Sayles, casu-
relate almost a year before; nor, whether Sayles himself
s sufficiently clear and distinct recollection of an old stery,
1 bad more the appearance of a fable than a narrative of real
to authorize a publication of the account, with a reference to
8 vouching for the correctness of it.
ither does he say that from the time he first heard it, he had
made any inquiries whatever for the purpose of ascertaining
her, or not, it was entitled to any credit. But, without any oth-
rrant than a vague “wayside” story—a rumour of a rumour—
vithout concerning himself, in the least, about its consistency,
wbility, truth or falsehood; he goes up into his pulpit, and delib-
ly, in the face of his church ancgl congregation, accuses & number
1spectble citizens of an adjoining state, of the crime of murder.
ing could so strikingly show the high state of excitement, to
b many of the people of this man’s senatorial district had, at
time, been worked up, upon the mixed subjects of masonry and
ics, as the fact, that he should dare to resort to such outrageous
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means of electioneering, even in the very pulpit and church cc
crated to religion.

Believing that a charge of this character, proclaimed too, as it wa:
an ordained minister of the gospel, oughtnotto be too lightly pi
over, we will, before we finally dismiss this witness, show the d
ant faces which he has, himself put upon it, in bis different put
tions. If he had not been conscious that the story in its eggrav
character was one of his own framing, he would have called :
Sayles and endeavored to have come to an explanation with
And he would, certainly, have appealed for a confirmation of i
the two other persons, f)r. Pride and Rev. Luther Wright, tow
he says Sayles had told the same story. But he confesses th
made no application to any of them, after Sayles’ contradieti
his statement. . ’

In his Philadelphia speech he says ¢“They {the grand lodge
certain resolute members appointed to take care of him. They dic
care of him; they murdered him. And I was informed tbat he
taken down the Providence River.” He merely amplifies this
tle in his address. He there says; “The grand lodge appointec
tain resolute masons to act as executioners, who inflicted vpon.
the penalty of his obligation, and consigned his body down th
er.” But all this most material part of the charge, was added
after his first publication of it, in his address to his church and co
gation, which contains not a word of it. In his address to his cl
&c. he says; ¢I have been informed by as many as three differem
gons (all masons) that a man was put out of the way, that is, sec
murdered, a few years ago by the grand lodge of a neighboring st
Fhus he endeavored to have it believed by his church and co
gation, and the people of his senatorial district, that the acco
a most shocking murder which he was giving to them, was vo
by the confession of at least three different masons. Whereasit ap
from his subsequent publications and from his deposition, tha
Sayles was the only authority he had to refer to; and that th
others whom he here brings in to meake up his no less than three
ent writnesses, were only Dr. Pride and Rev. Mr. Wright, wh
merely, like himself, heard Sayles’relation; and to whom he (T
er) did not think it worth while to apply for helpjafter Sayles c«
diction of hisaccount. Inhis Philadelphia account hie uses the
Peter and John, saying, ¢ will use ficticious names,” leaving it
understood by the convention that he was possessed of the reals
of the parties: that is, the person made a mason irregularly, an
mason who made him and was murdered for it: but did not w
mention them. Circumstances, which if true, would give an:
reality to the story and much strengthen it. Whereas it appes
their depositions that neither he nor Sayles knew any thing:
the names of the supposed parties.

In his Philadelphia speech he says, ¢ In my neighborhood it has
said repeatedly, not by the least of the order, but by high pries
grand prelates, that if Morgan had been put to death he had
verved rightly,” and his address to grand lodge contained a si
statement. Iere in a public assembly abroad, he makes a cl
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of a highly criminal character, and affecting the repatation of his
principal neighbors at home: and by his manner of relating it im-
presses it upon the assembly that the facts he states are within his
own personal knowledge. But when questioned in his deposition,
and asked to give the names of those neighbors, he replied «I had
not heard myself any mason express such an opinion; I made that
assertion in my address from informetion derived from others upon
whom I thought I could rely. F stated it as any other historical fact.’”
He does not however name a single person from whom he had, even
second hand, these unfavorable accounts of his most respectable
neighbors.

As wicked and inhuman as was this infamous charge of murder, so
industriously and widely propagated by this witness, and by means of
which, if it had been in his power, he would have blasted the char-
ucters and destroyed the peace of a number of respectable citizens
and of their families; yet we must recollect that there were men even
in this State who were bad and base enough to make al the use of
it, and to giveit all the credit and currency in their power. The
same men, on the late examinations before the committee; although
compelled at last to confess that there was no foundation for the sto-
ry; clung to the scandal as long as there was any hope of giving any
countenance or colour to it. And for this purpose they produced
several witnesses the substance of whose testimony we proceed 1o
give.

Ray Potter. Rev. Moses Thacher called on him and showed him
2 letter he had received from somebody in Maine or New Hampshire.
Contained injunction to conceal the name. Writer had seen in news-

pers Thacher’s account of the murder of a man by the grand Jodge.
!Fhe name of the person illegally made a mason was D. C. Smith; he.
now resides in N. Y. and is brother in law of Caleb Sayles, and has
a brother in Burrillville or Glocester. *Twas about thirty years ago.
Writer wanted to obtain the name of the person who made the
mason. Witness was asked if, from all he found in that letter, and
all that Thacher added he came to the conclusion or belief that any
such murder had been committed. He answered that he did not
come to any such conclusion. Asked if he had frequently and pub-
licly circulated these circumstances now related. Answered that he
had spoken of them a number of times; for he had his fears and sus-
picions that the murder was committed. /My reasons were that I knew
the penalty of the oath to be death, and if masons thought it right to annez such
. , they might think right to inflict it.” [Here we find that he
joined Thacher in circulating a story which he confesses he did not

elieve, and in the next breath to justify this conduct, he pretends
that he did have his fears and suspicions that the murder was commit-
ted; and again, to reconcile this to his disbelief of the facts, he says
that his fears &c. were derived from the penalty of the oath.] Ask-
ed if he thought that an anonymous letter ought to be received by
any man as evidence of murder; especially when the man who shows
it 15 committed and deeply interested by having been hlm,self the
author of the charge. Answered that he thought not. Don’t recol-
lect any conversation with Mr. Thacher about the murder, or the
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gircumstances of it; or who were probably concerned. Asked if he
made any inquiries about the story and circumstances he had been cir-
culating. ﬁe replied he did not; for lie did not know where to in-
quire [Yet he gives the name and residence of the man supposed,
as he or the letter says, to bave been made a mason; says he was the
brother in law ot Caleb Sayles, and bad a brother living in Burrill-
ville or Glocester. Thucher kept his thumb over the name of the
writer. He (witness) endeavored to see the name, and did see the
christian name. Thacher appeared willing he should see part of the
mame. Thacher was shortly after a candidate for the Senate of Mas-
sachusetts. [Not a word was said by Thacher in his own deposi-
tion of this pretended letter. And although he has long brought upon
himself the imputation of having been guilty of fabricating a false ac-
cusation of murder; yet he has never (from any thing that :irpeln,)
taken the testimony of the pretended letter writer; nor availed him- -
self of the information contained in the letter; nor applied to any of
the persons there pointed out to him.]

Jesse Brown, of (?umberland. [Great earnestness was manifested
to get the testimony of this witness and the next one (Lewis C.
Brown, of Smithfield.) They, not having readily appeared upon the
usual written request from the committee being served upon them, a
peremptory summons was applied for to compel their attendance,
which was granted and served by an officer. Their examinations will
show the efforts that were made by those who brought them, to get
something out of them, which by giving some countenance to t
surder story, might save it from falling to the ground and becoming
useless.] Witness, in answer to question by J. 8. Harris, said, &t
was reported that J. Follet was clandestinely made a mason by one
Adams, of Mass. a transient person: that Follet was afterwards regu-
larly admitted. 'Transaction generally known in Cumberland. Ask-
ed by J. S. Harris if he knew that JAdams was called upon by the lodge
Jor what he had done. ¢ Did you undersiand that the lodge or masons uﬁ-
ed J. 8. Harris) had any thing lo do with his going away, or paid any
thing towards his removal?”’ Ans. ‘I never understood that the lodge
or masons had any thing to do with said Adams’ going away: I under-
stood that several masons conversed with him on the subject, and
asked him why he had done so; and he replied, that he dici it to get
funds to remove himself and family: this was more than twénty years
ago.” Quest. by J. S. Harris. ¢<Have you not frequently said or
thought there was something wrong about this transaction, so far as
masonry was concerned?”’ Ans. “I have not; I have thought and
said that Adams did wrong to get Follet’s money in that way.” [Thus
the witness is almost begged to furnish some little, ever so little, eir-
cumstance:—A. said so, or A. thought so, even to relieve the distress-
es of those who, being obliged to give up the glaring charge of mur-
der, could not bear the idea of being deprived of all pretexts for con-
timuing, at least, their surmises and insinuations against the reputation
of some of the most esteemed and respected witnesses of the very
town in which their assailants themselves live.] Quest. by Wm.
Harris. “Have you heard from Mrs. Follet’s family, or any one else,
Tespecting a stranger who boarded there going away suddenly, and
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of Mrs. F's. discovering blood on his clothing?” &e. Ans. <l pey-
er did.”

Lewis C. Brown. Was asked by those who produced him, about a
man’s having obtained degrees in winasonry illegally; who it was; wha
gave the degrees; what became of the man; where was he tried? Ans.
¢¢ No such case ever came within my knowledge.” Quest. ¢ Have
you reason to believe that such a case did happen? Ans. «“No”—
has heard the Follet story and relates it; was well acquainted with
Mr. Follet. His brother Fenner Brown married one of Follet’s
daughters. He (witness) was from twent{ to twenty five years old
when Follet died. Never heard him (Follet) say he had been clan-
destiuely made a mason or that any one had suffered on his account.
Asked, what has been represented by Follet’s family as to his state
of mind when in his last sickness. Aus. Never heardy there was any
change in his mind or that he said any thing about any stranger. [Ques-
tions were asked him similar to that put iy ‘Wm. Harris in last depo-
sition, but the inquiries amounted to nothing.}

Samuel Young. Heard a rumor about two years ago about one
Thomas H. or 8. Smith being murdered in St.iohn’s lodge in Prov-
idence, never heard any other such rumor and supposes it the same
as Moses Thacher’s. Acquainted with Smith’s wife, who has told
him her husband had absconded. Smith formerly lived in Gloces-
ter. Asked by J. S. Harris if he ever heard her say that her hus-
baed had been summoned before the lodge; was not her maiden name
Bowen; and was not Bowen a high mason? Ans. Never heard her
sty her husband was so summoned; Bowen was her father, but
whether a mason or not don’t know.

Thomas Truesdell. Heard same report as S. Young. He knew
8mith well. There was a story that in 1821, (thinks) be started ta
come to Providence from Glocester and had been robbed, and it was
feared he had been made way with by robbers; considerable inquiry
was made about him and it was reported that his horse and waggon
bad been found in Cranston or Jobnston. The belief wasafterwards
that he had gone to Ohio or Kentucky. IHe (Smith) was owing the
firm of Wheaton & Truesdell about five hundred dollars; informed
by Jesse Tourtellot that Smith was seen by his partner Mr. Wilder
near Cincinnati; sent our acconnt out to be collected. Mr. Wilder
who was brought up near Smith and knew him well, told witness
that he-ufterwards had seen Smith in New-Orleans; and was sure it
ws he though he tried to shun him. Witness is not a mason.

These are all the charges which have appeared, in the various pub-
lications devoted to that object, against freemasonry and masons in
this State. The committee; agreeably to their instructions; have
carefully examined them all; and the result of their investigation is
hl:.re presented; together with the whole of the testimony taken by
them.

The committee, during the examination, could not avoid (and did
uot wish to avoid) feeling an interest in the reputations of the large
tnd regpectable class of their fellow citizens, who had been so long

1d up-to public view; and, a desire that .they might not be f"ound
deserving of the degrading charges circulated against them. They
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have o apprehensions that their participating in that common
est which the community itself always takes in the reputation
members, will subject them to the censure of the General Asse
or the disapprobation of their fellow citizens. That they we
led by this, or any other consideration to show any undue fa'
wasons: on the contrary, that an extreme indulgence and li
even, was extended to those who had propagated; and of .
were responsible for the charges under examination;—the ¢
tions themselves will manifest.

The opinions of the committee have already been expressec
these charges as they severally came under examination. Th
unsupported by the evidence;—nay, they are clearly proved
wholly unfounded.

With respect to the masonic institution itself, we believe t
its principles, it was originally good; and that as it is still unde
and practiced upon in this State, it cannot be called bad, muc
criminal. That we are correct in this opinion we think mig
clearly shown from the antimasonic books themselves. But w
dwelling upon this point, there is one fact which we think ou
be conclusive with every candid and rational man. Some, nay
many, of the greatest and best men which this or any other c:
ever produced, have been long adhering and approving memb
Tasonic institutions.

Some persons have strenuously endeavored to have it unde
that masonry was denounced by President Washington. Tk
was not so. His letter of September 25th, 1798, to Mr. S
was merely written to correct the error of his friend in sup
that he then presided over the English lodges in this countr
doing this he mentions that he had not been in a lodge mor
once or twice within the last thirty years; and he adds: « I}
notwithstanding none of the lodges in this country are contam
‘with the principles ascribed to the society of the illuminati
would be paying a poor compliment to President Washington,
that he knew the masonic institution of which he was a memt
be criminal, dangerous, or bad in any way, and that he yet d
withdraw fromit. All that can be said about it is, that he ha
ceased to take an interest in attending upon lodges; which we
is the case with very many who still retain a good opinion of th
ciples of masonry. Dr. Franklin was, we are informed, at th
of the first lodge (grandflodge we believe) introduced into Ph

ia.
Cadwallader D. Colden may be mentioned, because he is hi
thority with antimasons, and is respected also by masons, a
many of whom approve of his sentiments, though not themsely
ceders. He was long an adhering mason, took his thirty-thi
ree, and officiated in some of its highest offices; and it was
is opinion that in the principles of masonry there was any
wroni. Numerous instances might also be mentioned of men
bave been among the brightest examples of piety, christian |
ness and wisdom, and who yet have been long approving mason
taken the highest degrees.
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We have been ‘surprised, we confess, that grave and wise men

{such for instance as the Bishop Griswold, and the late Dr. Gano)
could submit to what would seem to be frivolities in the masonic cer-
emonies; but when we come to look into the antimasonic books, we
find those ceremonies, even there, explained in a manner to render
them unexceptionable and evenimpresssive. Forinstance; the blaz-
ing Star is explained in the lectures as ‘‘commemorative of the Star which
appeared in the east, to guide the wise men to Bethlehem, to proclaim the
birth and of the Son of God.” In like manner also are explain-
ed the emblems of the spade, coffin, death-head, marrow bones and
sprig of cassia which are so perpetually kept before our eyes in an-
timasonic books and almanacs, for the purposes of deception. Fon
instance, the emblem of the sprig of cassia is thus explained in the
lecture in Bernard’s book. “'F‘he sprig of cassia is emblematical of
that immortal part of man which never dies, and when the cold win-
ter of death shall have passed and the bright summer’s morn of the
resurrection appears, the SoN oF RienTEoUsNEss shall descend, and
send forth his angels to collect our ransomed dust,” &ec.

Upon the whole, we must come to the conclusion that in the gen-
uine original principles of masonry there is nothing obf'ectionuble.
But that its principles have, in some places become wholly corrupt-
#d; that the institution has been abused to an alarming degree; and
that it is an institution liable to be abused and to become dangerous;
—of all this we are perfectly convinced; as we shall more fully man-
ifest before we close this resort.

The committee have not deemed it proper to extend their inquiry
to the accusations against freemasons in other states; and we have
‘therefore aot authorized any depositions to be taken out of this State.

. We would however notice a statement, in the form of a letter dated
& New-York, purporting to have been written by-Jarvis F. Hanks
aad sworn to, which was presented to the committee. This state-
went contains the opinions of the writer on the subject of the ma-
sonic obligations, and also charges of a criminal nature against ma-
sons in New-York; these charges are improbable upon the face of
them, and if untrue are grossly libellous. Besides if the charges
‘ ware founded in fact it was the duty of Mr. Hanks as a citizen to
mke them known to the civil authority of New-York, that the ac-
cused might be prosecuted for the offences and confronted with their
cuser. As the character and standing of Mr. Hanks is unknown
to ns, and we have had no opportunity of examining him ourselves;
we should do an act of injustice to our fellow citizens of New-York
to publish these charges.
he affidavits of Taber, Corey and Philip Chace of Troy, Mass..
hlative to the masonic obligations in Bernard’s Light on Masonry,
fad of Philip Peck of New-Berlin, N. Y. relative to the New-Berlin
trial, were presented to the committee, but as these affidavits con-
hin nothing important to our inquiry and were taken without our di-
Ieetion, we do not think it proper to publish them. Aad it must be.
_obvious, thut if we were to receive testimony of this character, it
would lead to an interminable inquiry; without producing any satis-
factory result.



The authors of the foregoing charges and their objects.

The committee have still an’ important part of their duty to per- |
form. Here have been a number of highly criminal and scandalous
charges, aimed at the characters of a large class of the most respec-
ted citizens in the State, published and republished in newspapers,
pamphlets and hand-bills; and unceasingly propagated; with the de-
clarations that the propagators held themselves prepared to sub-
stantiate them;—all which charges, when fully examined, although
every effort has been made to sustain them; have turned out to
totally false. Who are they that have done this work, and what have been
their objects? It has no appearance of being the work of mere hot-
headed zealots, or the offspring of private malice. It cannot be seo
accounted for.

The character of the charges, on the face of them, is that of ‘cold
blooded calculation and design. And wken the uniform conduct of
those concerned in them, and the additional facts which will present-
ly be stated,-are looked into and considered; there cannot be a doubt
what that design has been:—that in fact, it was and is no other thas
a design to prevent masonry from going down or being given up;—
to excite and lash masons into resistanoce and action, and by contin-
ually threatening them with the ballot-box and the press, to compel
them in self defence to organize themselvesinto a political party: the
effect of which, it was well known, would be to bring out and ar-
ray antimasons as a political party (which they were not until lo
after these intrigues were commenced) in opposition to them.
then, in the state of commotion which would ensue, in the conflicts
of the two parties; these agitators would have a prospect of rising’
into importance and power; which such characters could never hope
for from the cool judgment of the people.

Most certainly these are not the objects of any considerable nu-
ber of political antimasons. We want no better proof that they are
not, than the fact that these objects, and the means by which thcy..‘
are pursued, are devoid of all principle—moral and political. For
we do sincerely believe that a great majority of political antimasons
want nothing more than that masonry should be discontinued, and
would be perfectly satisfied if the masons themselves would discor-
tinue it:—better satisfied, indeed, than they would be in putting it
down forcibly; which, if it could be done, would be productive
irritation and resentful feelings which would not soon subside.

We are equally confident that there is no political antimason, whe
is also a moral antimason, (and there can be no honest antimason who
is not,) who has had any hand or agency in the flagitious charges i#
question. Charges (some of them) imputing the crimes of murdef
and the justification of murder to an extensive class of highly es
teemed citizens. No; they, every man of them, will and do con-
demn such profligacy as strongly and decidedly as do the rest of the
community. But, they must then be sensible that there is among
them a set of men, calling themselves political antimasons, and act-
ing a_conspicuous part in the party; with whom, in character, ip
principles, motives and objects they can have no fellowship; and to
whom they ought not ta give any manner of countenance. Nor will
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hey, we are periuaded, when they become better acquainted with
their designs.

There is no difference in principles between moral and political

antimasons. They all equafly wish that the masonic iustitutions
should be discontinued. And for a long time there was no difference
in-opinion among them as to the means. They relied upon the influ
ence which the common sense and wishes and sentiments of the
whole community would have upon the masonic fraternity. And
they were certainly right in these calculations. That influence, al-
ways powerful, would probably long ago, have had the desired ef-
fect, had it not been counteracted by the arts of those who had dif-
ferent ends to answer. It has been by the efforts of those persons
that a portion of the moral antimasons have been drawn off from their
brethren. The sole object of these personsis to make a speculation
und profit out of masonry and antimasonry. But as they claim to be
antimasons, though their objects and principles are totally different
from, nay, the reverse of those of both the other classes of antima-
sons, we find it necessary, for the purpose of distinguishing them, and
that no mistake may be made in the application of our further re.
marks, to designate them by some appropriate name or title, and as
we do not readily think of any more characteristic, we shall call
them Speculative antimasons.

It must not be understood that this class of speculating politicians
is acting at its own discretion, or pursuing its own plans. without
connexion with or dependance upon others. It is quite the contra-

-ry. It forms but an unimportant member, comparatively, of an ex-
tensive fraternity of speculative antimasons, which has been organ-
ised and established by the far reaching politicians of another State;
who alone could ever have conceived the idea of bringing about a
connexion between politics and antimasonry. By those politicians,
the universal excitement, the deep sensation of abhorrence and in-

» dignation which were produced by-the tragical scenes that had been
atted in the westera parts of that State, were marked only with an
eye to the use that might be made of them. They calculated, (as

- the capacity of a steam engine is calculated,) what would be the
amount of the available power and force of the popular impulse, then
wtits height; could it be kept up, concentrated, regulated and ap-
Elied to political uses. And, having satisfied themselves of its suf-
ficiency, they, (without the slightest participation® in the common
impulse) put themselves forward into tl}e front ranks of antimason-
1y, where they speedily drowned the voices of the real, moral anti.
masons, and took their places; by their loud denunciations of mason-
ty and masons; their lamentations of the murder of Morgan; their
discoveries, or prophecies of new and monstrous crimes; plots and

' Conspiracies, against the safety and rights of their fellow citizens,
tnd the liberties of the country. Every where they were foremost
o advocating the cause of antimasonry; the people’s cause.

In short, thare were no bounds to the arts which those deep-read
politicians put in practice, to keep up and increase the popuﬁzr ex-
titement. And, so far, their efforts were attended with no difficul-
tis. There was just and ample cause for those excitements—a cause

rd
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but too real. . The only occasion they had for the exercise of thei
skill, was in concentrating the popular impulse and giving it the di
rection which their purposes required it should take. And this wma
an_easy performance for such adépts. They knew that populara
dignation is never satisfied with being feltand expressed merely. 1
must act; must have an object to act upon;—a sensible object t
feel its weight. The object upon which .they intended from th
beginning the attack should be made, was, as we have long ago seen
the whole body of the masons, without discrimination.

The actual perpetrators of the murder of Morgan they concemns

‘themselves but little about, and only made use of for the purpose o

coupling with them, and implicating in their guilt, the whole masoni
fraternity, without regarding who were innocent or who guilty.

And believing that their plans were sufficiently matured to receiw
the finishing stroke, and that those upon whom they had been o
rating, were ready for action; they began to explain to them t
the only way in which they could reach their enemies, the masoms
and make them feel their indignation and their power was,  vel

ingt them;—‘To VOTE THEM DOWN.” And not only the masons
but to vote down all others who would not join them in voting dow
the masons. ‘

Here was a full disclosure of their plans and their objects. The
knew, perfectly, that to pursue with hostility a whole and an exten
sive, respectable and influential class of peopls, indiscriminately, ant
without caring whether they were innocent or guilty, would be ranl
persecution; and would, as persecution forever has done all over th
world, not only produee, but justify resistance and opposition. And
that, instead of weakening or breaking down the masonic institution
it wopld be the certain means of strengthening, if not of perpetuatin
them. And this was the primary object of their labors. They knew

. that unless the masons could be excited and . driven into oppositios

and others with them; unless from this beginning a new state of par
ty warfare could be brought about, in which the whole public should
be led or driven to embark—all their hopes of a profitable, if not s
brilliant political career, would be frustrated.

Selfish and unprincipled as such designs evidently were, it had be
oome really douEtful whether these po?itical speculators in masosr)
and antémasonry, had any desire, longer to disguise them.
manifested apprehensions lest they should be supposed to limit the
views to mere masonry and masons; which, instead of being thei
objects, were the means only which they employed to aid them i
their ulterior views. They gave it to be understood that they wen
not a mere antimasonic party; but were a political party, with e
high pretensions as any other political party, and in proof of this

" they soon made it manifest that they aspired to possess themselve

;t’ the reins of government, not only of the State, but of the Unite«
tates.

Politicians of the character we are describing discard all concer
about the opinion of the world as soon as they have, or think the;
have a good prospect of success. So it was withthese. They knev
that their real designs were participated in by many; that there wer

»
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many others who weuld fall into the ranks if convinced they were go-
ing over to the stronger side; and that, besid'es- all these, there were
many honest antimasons who had fixed their eyes so strongly and
steadily upon the masons, their mortal enemies; they had been made
to believe that they could see nothing else; were past all reflection,
and only waited, impatiently for the words—present—fire.
The words of command they did receive from their leaders were
quite as inspiriting. ¢ 7o the polls—to the polls”—THE BALLOT—THE
BALLOT-BOX;” were the cabalistic phrases of the political magicians,
and were reiterated in every harangue and address, and emblazoned
in every antimasonic newspaper.
It is believed by politicians that there are certain words or phras-
es which contain in them a charm much more potent than any rea-
soning. Such a charm the phrase ¢‘THE BALLOT-BOX AND THE PRESS,”
is supposed to contain, and great use was accordingly made of it by
the speculative antimasons. ¢‘ The ballot-box and the press;’—meaning by
the latter, the presses under their management, in which they in-
structed their followers in the virtues and uses of the ‘‘ballot-boz;”
and finally brought them to the conclusion that the only sovereign
remedy and cure for masoury; the only certain means of renderin
wntimasonry triumphant; was to confer upon them and their adher-
ents, all the principal public offices;—all the chief places and posts of
honor and endowment. Not that they were ambitious, or at all de-
sitous of holding offices. Far from it. They would only consent
to take them for safe keeping; and that they might not get into the
dangerous hands of the masons, or of those who would not help to
vote down the masons.
Thus, feelings ori in'allz pure and genuine; feelings of the heart—
spontaneous, natural and honorable to humanity—were worked upon
Dy selfish, unfeeling politicians, until they became an impure politi-
 cal fermentation, antr were prostituted to the vile purposes of party.

This we believe to be a correct outline of the history and charac-
ter of speculative, political antimasonry. We have taken it at its
source, because a description of it there is a description of it in this
und the other states, as far as it has yet reached. For what has been
sid of masonry, that it is the same every where, is infinitely more ap-
plicable to speculative antimasonry. The present society has not
only given the tone and stamp to the subordinate, minor fraternities
in other states, but as it would seem, has initiated them into its mys-
teries, and instructed them in the mode of working. And so closely

ve those provincial fraternities copied after and followed the in-
striiction ard example of their leaders, tlat they have disregarded all
diferences of situation, circumstances, character and state of society.

his may be seen in the character of the charges we have just been
considering, in which we find that the whole body of the masons in
this State are treated as if they were the same’ description of people
| % the masons in the western parts of New-York, who were implicat-
Y ed in the outrage committed there. But some of our New England
" fraternities have carried their initiations many steps too far for their
+  own credit and characters. * Finding to what great political account
| tbe murder of Morgan had been turned out in the hands of the New-
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York politicians, they have been foolish and depraved enough to et~
deavor to get up a few murder scenes in their own States, to be tra,
ded upon in the same way. How the exhibition was managed in this
State and what it come to, we have already seen: and whoever may
wish to see a few more clumsy attempts at the same kind of exhibi-
tions, may gratify his curiosity by looking into the proceedings of
the Massachusetts antimasonic convention held in Boston in May
last, which we have already referred to, and shall again presently
have occasion to consult. ' .

It was long before speculative antimasonry could find any counte-
nance in this State. And at last, as weare informed, it was introduc-~
ed here directly from the State in which it originated.

The sober minded people of this State will judge whetherit is pru
dent, wholesome or safe, for us to have much to do with either the
politics or politicians of that State; or to give much countenance to
a fraternity which is either secretly or openly in connexion with, ot
subordinate to a similar, but much more powerful and extensive po-
litical association. .

That all these fraternities of speculative antimasons are acting, se-
cretly and understandingly, under the same discipline, have one and
the same object—that of obtaining office and power, by creating
themselyes into an exclusive political party; and that they are every
where making use of the same means to effect their object. Thatis,

_are doing every thing in their power to prevent the masonic institu-
tions from being discontinued; and to provoke and drive the masons
iinto an opposition party, without which they cannot themselves ex-
ist as a party: all this is manifésted in their whole proceedings.

Instead of addressing themselves to the understandings or patriot-
ism of the masons, instead of employing argument or persuasion with
them, they have made every possible effort to outrage their feelings;
have loaded them incessantly with abuse and crimination, accusing'
.them with all manner of crimes, and treating them throughout in suc
a manner as, it was hoped and believed, would put it out of their
power to surrender the masonic institutions without impliedly ack-
nowledging criminality.

Nor canthere be any doubt, that if they had it in their power, they
would proceed to disfranchise this class of their fellow-citizens. In
the Massachusetts antimasonic convention before mentioned, it was
recommended that a statute be passed to disqualify masons from set-
ting on juries in cases where one of the partiesis a mason and the
other not. Another of their recommendations was that the antima-
sonic presses should be exclusively patronised, and other presses dis-
countenaneed.. And, furthermore, that an antimasonic ¢ Tract Society,
with auziliary branches,” should be established, and funds created, to be
“raised from small coniributions among the people, which, pouring their
streams into a general reservoir, will enable & committee to stereotype,” &c. &c-

That the suppression of masonry is not their object—that the con-
trary is, in fact their object, is evident fromanother fact. What Ber-
nard, the seceding mason, says in his antimiasonic book, viz. ¢ that 8
very small proportion of masons ever advance any further than the
third degree,” is undoubtedly true. There are thousands of masons
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vho, (like President Washington) although they have seen nothing
a the principles of masonry to disapprove of, have taken no interest
n its ceremonies, have for many years ceased to attend lodge meet-
ngs and now, probably, think that under all circumstances, the insti-
wution had better be abolished. Yet al] these are involved in the
persecution of political (speculative) antimasons, equally with the
most active adhering mason.

Again, these politicians know that it would not be enough to ex-
cite and stir up the masons. It was equally necessary that others
should be stirred up and brought to act against them; otherwise there
would be no party warfare. And to bring this about they have bold-
ly and incessantly declared and preclained, that the masons had al-
ready taken the field; and that, in fact, they always had been a secret
political combination, having an eye to and engrossing all the chief

ublic offices. Part of this is proved to be a sheer fabrication even

y-the testimony of all the seceding masons themselves; and whoev-
er will take the trouble to look into the schedules, or publig journals
of the Legislature, will find that part of it which relates to the public
offices, to be equally unfounded.

But there is another difficulty which these people have had to en-

counter, which has proved nearly insurmountable even in the state of
New-York itself, the very hotbe! of speculative political antimasonry.
Itis apparent that the masons alone even -if they could be driven to
act as a political party, (which in this state, at least, they never yet
have done, and we hope, will not;) would not, as respectable as they
uidy be, and influential as many individuals among them are, would
not, of themselves form a party sufficiently comprehensive to answer
the object in view. For, they might act asa party, and every man
of them might be excluded from office; and yet the reigns of govern-
ment remain in the same hands they already were in; that is, in the
bands.of national republicans, moral antimasons, in whom the people
might continue to place their confidence, without perceiving the
necessity of transferring it to the speculative political antimasons.
- Here then was the great obstacﬁa. The moral antimasons are in
their way, and always must be, as long as they pursue their present
upright course. This accounts for their antipathy to them; which
is probably stronger and much more sincere, than that which they
feel towards the masons themselves. To remove this obstacle out
of their way, we see them laboring to identify the moral antimasons
with the masons, and treating them as if they formed a party togeth-
er. And thus it is that they apply to them (the moral antimasons)
the most vituperative and even low and scurrilous epithets. Inshort,
they openly avow that they will recognize but two-parties in the
country; themselves forming one and the masons the other.

Upon. this principle it was, if principle-it can be called, that they
opposed Gov. Lincoln, although he avowed himself to be moral an-
timason; they are opposing Mr. Clay also, who, they knew, had
Wwithdrawn himself from masonry. And now they are, with great vio-

eace, opposing the national republican administration in this state,
Uthough the head of the prox, and every one of the senators-are deci-
ded moral antimasons, as are also nearly the whole of house of repre-
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sentatives; there being, we believe, not more than six or seven ad-
hering masons in that whole body. And, according to the same prin-
ciple, if president Washington himself was now living, and a candi-
date for office, these speculative, political antimasons would oppose
him. Thus it is that to serve their own party ends, they take upon
themselves to organize society itself anew, by forcibly arranging and
classing, willing or unwilling, the whole community into two politicsl
divisions. The means employed to effect this object, are, as we
have seen, in accordance with its character.

But there is one design entertained and practiced upon, at least by
some of them, which is so profligate in its conception, and would be
so dreadfully pernicious inits effects, that we must not omit to no-
tice it. That design is to create a deadly feud among the whole peo
ple, by carrying the torch of discord into their churches and religiom
societies.

We find by the proceedings of the same Massachusetts antimasomi
convention, that a committee was appointed by that body, ““to tnquin
whether intelligent Christians or churches can knowingly fe ip wil

Jreemasonry or its adhering members, without becoming accessaries th
Jact; thus participating in the horrid crimes of which the the masonic inetitu
tion-is proved guilty.” And the following extracts are taken from the
report of that committee to the convention, viz: ‘“Your committes
roceed to say that they are totally unable to discover how any w
standing Christian, or any church of the Lord Jesus Christ, orgas
ized on gospel principlcs, actuated by a gospel spirit, and walking by
gospel rules, can consistently with their duty hold any fellowship
whatever with the masonic institution, or with its adhering members
and supporters.” ¢Every organized church possesses in herself the
power of her own purification and preservation. The sword of the
spirit is in her own hands, and under the direction of her Lord, sh¢
can and ought to separate from her body, every incorrigible membesr
of the masonic fraternity. She is invested with thé” power of disc
pline, which affords an ample remedy for this great and sore evil™
The report breathes the same spirit throughout; yet it was referred
by the convention to their publishing committee, who say of it, thst
“after careful examination [they] believe it to be a valuable document
and deserving of extensive circulation!”

And this spirit of intolerance has not vented itself in words merely
We find it raging and fomenting bitter strife and discord in the bosom
of the church, in North Wrentham, Mass., and ending only in the
separation of izs members; part of them ’(the minority) with the min*
ister, Mr. Moses Thacher, withdrawing from the old church -and e
tablishing a new oné. Among the reasons assigned by them for shs
measure, we find the following, viz: “We are bound then, by tb®
principles and spirit of the gospel, to disfellowship not only freems
sonry, but freemasons, so long as they adhere to that antichristian 18
stitution; and in consideration that there are in your church s
freemasons, and others who appear determined to remain in
them;” &c. &c. going on upon this ground to justify their separatiod.
Had they been the majority, instead of a minority, they would of
course; have excommunicated all the other members; not only thos®
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who wére masons, but the rest, because they would not agree to dis-
fellowship the masons. Thus is the church and religion itself, to be
prostituted to the furtherance of political party purposes. Is this
the way to put down masonry? F)oes it manifest any intention or
desire that it should go down.

A pious divine, and a sincere moral antimason, in a letter to Mr.
Thacher upon the occasion of those unhappy difliculties, thus ad-
dresses himself to that gentleman: *“T'here are in all or in many of
our churches, members, who although they belong to the masonic
institution, profess to know nothing aZout masonry, suchas you have
revealed it, and their whole lives bear testimony, that in all their in-
tercourse with the church and with the world, they have always
acted on principles diametrically opposite to those which you call
masonie.” ¢‘And yct our churches are to-be called upon to disci-
pline these members for crimes which they detest and abhor; and
they must acknowledge that their view of masonry is such as yoa
bave represented, or be excommunicated.” ¢Sir, 1 am sick at
beart of these pretences to particular purity and zeal. They. carry
with them but contention, noise and war.”
 We have mentioned, in another part of this report, that, during
the examination in Providence, a design was formed and manifested
by certain persons, to frustrate the object which the General Assem-

y had in view in instituting the investigation. The following addi-
tiogal circumstances will place that fact beyond a doubt. Mr. W.
Wilkinson was the first masonic witness who was called upon for a dis-
elosure of the masonic obligations. He was before the comnittee the
whole of 'Tuesday, the sixth day of their sittings When some questions
(liaaded in by antimasons) were put to him respecting some of the
misonie signs, or ceremonies or symbols, he declined answering, say-
ig that he had been assured by the chairman, that the committee
would not.require the masons to answer such questions. - He was
confirmed in this by the chairman, who then stated publicly, the rule
which the committee had .agr®d upon, as -already mentioned. He
stated further that, unless the nmasons should prove to the contrary,
the committee should take it for granted, ums) report accordingly,
thet the masonic secrets or mysteries were fully and correctly dis-
tlosed in the autimasonic books of Bernard and Allyn, as the seced-
ing masons had testified. This appeared to be perfectly satisfactory
toevery body; and the examinations of the masonic witnesses went
*n quietly in conformity to the rule thus stated, without the least
Wppearance of dissatisfaction, through the whole of that day aud the
Pext, until evening. .

“in the entimasonic newspaper of Wednesday we find the following
totice, viz: “SixtH Dav.—The legislative committee continue

theirinvestigations relative to masonry, yesterday, it being the sixth
dty they have assiduously devoted to the inquiry. Messrs. Hazard,
Comell, Haile and Sprague were present. The whole day was oc-
tupied in the examination of William Wilkinson, Esq. a citizen of
high respectability and the oldest royal arch mason in the state,”
ke. &c. “Mr. Wilkinson stated the obligations, so far as he coukd
tecollect thein, up to-the knight templar’s degree inclusives but de-

I



clined answering questions touching the ceremonies and sigos of the
several degrees, which he considered were the secrets of masonry;
and having reference to masons alone as such. The oaths he did
not consider were the secrets enjoined to be kept as such. So
_far as the witness felt at liberty to answer the questions proposed to
him, his statements were made in apparent frankness and candor,” &c.

No complaint was heard against the rule adopted and acted upon
by the coummittee; much less was there any intimation that any
member of the committee had not agread to, or was not satisfied
with it. But during this day, (Wednesday,) it became quite evident,
to those who had 'been concerned in propugating the charges, that
those charges had all been disproved; and, indeed, they were coo-
scious, that the testimony of the numerous witnesses whom they bad
themselves brought forward for examination during the first five days,
instead of sustainiog those charges, had gone very far towards dis-
crediting them, It was time therefore for them ¢to look to the re-
sult.” -

Capt. Wm. Russell had been much relied upon by them to prove
an important charge against masons, as has before been stated; bu
his testimony was the reverse of what was expected by them. It
was then that they took their stand, and made their preconcert-
ed attempt to interrupt the proceedings of the committee by ci
ling upon Capt.R. (whom they had summoned for a different pur-
pose,) to testify relative to the masonic secrets. They knew the at-
tempt would be discountenanced; and probably, not without some
severity; as it certainly merited. And it was for this purpose that
they made it. They had now no hopes from the investigation, and
were desirous ol escaping its results, by complaining of and impeach-
ing the conduct of the committee. And from this momeant they rais-
ed the cry that the committee were partial and had favored the me-
sons. And thut the investigation was incomplete and unsatisfactory
and would not answer the object intended, because the masons were
not required o answer questions relfive to the masonic signs, &c.
They kuew very well that these were hollow and deceitful pretes-
ces; but they were the best they had toset up. Unless they believ-
ed that their own witnesses had sworn falsely, they knew: that the
masonic signs, ceremonies and mysteries of every kind had already
been disclosed and proved by those witnesses. Moses Thacher had
gone as high as the royal arch degree; and he and the other seced-
ing masons had testified that, as far as they had gone; all the masoe-
ic mysteries were fully and cerrectly disci};sed and described in Ber-
nard and Allyn’s books: and this evidence, there being none to the
eontrary, and indeed no denial on the part of the masons, was quite
sufficient to warrant the inference that the remaining ceremonies,
were also given correctly in those books. The committee so under-
stood it and intended so to report; and the cabal knew that they did.

Mr. Wm. Sprague jr. has himself mentioned the fact that durisg
part of the proceedings he had withdrawn himself from the commit-
tee  This fact was not mentioned in the former part of this report
because, as Mr. Sprague had acted with the committee throu E:ll’
tha whole of the examinations of Mr. Wm. Wilkinson, Mr. B. Crans-
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ton, and the other masoni¢ witnesses who were examined on the sixth
and seventh days, (Tuesday and Wednesday,) during which examina-
tions the rule in question had been acted upon without any appear-
ance of dissatisfaction, and had been repeatedly stated and explained
as having been adopted by the committee of which Mr. Sprague was
one,—as Mr. Sprague had remained in his seat with the committee
(he speaks himself of the examination of Capt. Russell, which was
the last on Wednesday night) until withina few moments of the time
when the attempt before mentioned was made; and finally as Mr.
Sprague afterwards expressed himself dissatisfied with tl?n'e rule,
which, during the whole course of the examinations he had never be-
fore done; considering all this;—it was thought that the mentioning
the fact of his withdrawing from the committee, would have the ap-
pearance of implicating Mr. Sprague with those who had combined
to frustrate the object of the investigation.

Mr. Sprague, the next day after that attempt (on Thursday) said
to some of the committee that it was necessary for him “to look to the
reult.” Being asked what he meant by looking to the result, he re-

lied that he must consider how it (the examination) is coming out.

r. Sprague was reminded that the committee, when they first met,
bad taken the resolution that they would go thoroughly through the
examination let it come out as it might; and that, with the result
they had nothing to do. The commiitee did not then know that
Mr. Sprague was one of the committece appointed to make the anti-
masonic address published in September; and in which address the
very charges (most of them) which were under examination were con-
tained.

As the name of William Sprague, and not William Sprague, jr. was
put to that address, we cannot tell whether it was, in fact, signed or
examined by Mr. Sprague jr. or not. If it was, he was perhaps treat-
ed by those who drew it up in the same manner that Mr. John Brown
of East Greenwich, whose name is to the same address as one of the
tommittee, was treated. In the address, that gentleman (Mr. Brown)
8 made to assert “‘that the members of those corporations are bound by
their masonic relations and secret oaths, to give a preference to each other,
®er the rest of mankind,” &c. &c. Whereas in his deposition given
wder oath, before the committee, he proves that charge to be
filse. Testifying there, that he never helieved that his masonic oaths

him to favor a mason at the expense or the injury of others of his fel-
low citizens;—that he never himself practised upon such a construction of the
onthsz—that if he had a favor to grant he should consider that he had aright
1 select the object of his bounty;—that if a favor was asked of him by a broth-
& mason, every thing being aqual, he thought, but could not be certnin, that
he should give a preference to him, the brother mason, and he should have
scled in the same way between a brother in the church and another who was
%t g brother. But that such a case never occurred to him, for in almost ev-
oy instance there has been something by which to didtinguish between the per-
wns, and in that case he should judge accordingly. In the sane address

. Brown is made to assert ‘‘that the oaths, regulations and requi-
titions of masonry, are in direct violation of the civil oaths, und the
dutigs of witnesses, jurors, and public officers.” And ha is also made
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to charge the grand lodge with having always acted secretly av a polit-
ical party. All which'is expressly contradicted in his deposition, in
which he swears that he never knew the subjects of politics or reli-
gion, discussed in any lodge—which subjects he believed are prohib-
ited by the bye-laws; that he never knew masonry to be usedasa

olitical engine or for the purpose of obstructing justice; and never
Enew any judge, juror, witness or officer act upon any such principle.

The committee have pointed out the evil that exists, and have
traced it, as they believe, to its true source. It would now be their
province and duty, if in their power, to point out the remedy. They
can point it out, indeed, without difficulty. But it isa remedy whichk
can only be effectually applied by the freemasous themselves. They
stand ucquitted, it is true, of all the charges which designing men
have brought against them. But they are left in a situation highly
responsible. One which pats it in their power, and gives them an
opportunity—seldom enjoyed by any single class of citizens—to ren-
der a signal service to the whole community. .

They cannot misunderstand what we mean:, nor do we think ‘se
paorlg of them as to believe it to be necessary that we should make
use ol any caution or preparation, much less disguise, in approaching.
the object which we have to recommend to their attention. Their
own self respect and consciousness of integrity ought to coanvince
them, even if the fact had not been clearly proved, and indeed almost
confessed, that those who had propagated these charges agsinst them,
bave not themselves, and never have had, any confidencé or belief in
them; and bave resorted to them merely as the means (which had
been elsewhere successful) of producing a popular excitement whick
they might render subservient to political purposes.

It is for masons to decide whether they will allow themselves to
be wade use of for such purposes. If there is any principle of hon-
or—any sound principle, whatever, by which masens are bound not
to discontinue the masonic institution, then, of course, there can be
nothiug said upon the subject. Bmt we cannot conceive of any such
principle. Are there, then, any peculiar advantages or benefits—any
personal abjects, too important to masons individually, to be sacrr
ficed to the wishes and welfare of the community? This, also,is®
question for masons ihemselves to determiue. There can be no pe-
cuniary, or property interest in the way. The funds of those lodges
which have junds, can b divided or placed in trust for the benefit of
those for whose benefit they were intended. '

“'Fhe wasonic institution is a charitable and social institution; and,
in both respects it is praiseworthy. But may not masons continue
to be charitable, and to-enjoy the pleasures and bencfits of social ine
tercourse, without adhering to the forins and ceremonies of an insti-
tutiou that excites jealousies and suspicion, and causes strife, enry,
hatred and all uncharitableness.

Formerly, when the intercourse amonyg the people of different ne=
tions was much more ii.'ted and unfrequent than it now is, individual
masons, who might fall among strangeis and be in distress, might de-
rive same beuefit from masonry. But, in the present state of the
world, its usefulness in this respect is superseded. Now, there is
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scarcely a spot on the face of the globe which an American is likely
to vist, where he will not, probably, find some ol his countrymen, if
aot some of his acquaintances.
. If, then, there are no useful or desirable objects which will be
lost by relinquishing the institution, what good reason can there be
for continuing it? We are not able to conceive of any. Nay, we
e persuaded that candid and liberal minded masons view the sub-
ject in the same light, and will readily consent tlhut the institution
shall now be discontinued, unless they allow themslves (as we are all
w liable to do,) to be misled by their own feelings. _
.We have heard some masons say that they would very willingly,
upder present circumstances, give up masonry; but that they do not
choose to be driven into the measure by their enemies. There could
not possibly be a greater mistake than this. It is far from the wish-
esof their enemies to drive them to give up masonry: it is the con-
trary way they wish to drive them.. When the masons, during the
late examinations, came forward witha readinessand frankness whieh
did them credit, and made a full disclosure of all their masonic obli-
gitiogs, there were some among their enemies. who were evidently,
not only disappointed, but discomfited. It bas long been confidently
wserted and believed, that they would refuse to disclose their obli-
gations.  And it was hoped that they would so refuse; because they
would thereby give countenance to the accusations of having suab-
jected themselves to obligations in the highest degree criminal. Can
it be possible that discerning masons can fail to perceive, that the
thing which of all others their enemies most dread, is the discontin-
unce of the masonic institutions, upon the continuance of which their
hopes of political success are wholly built. We canadd nothing to what
we have already said upon this subjéct. We do hope that the masons
will not fall into the snare that is laid for them; will not allow themn-
selves to be so operated upon and speculated upon, as to be with-
held and prevented from complying with the wishes of the great body
of their fellow citizens, and of all their best friends and well wishers,
uid by so acting, to gratify the wishes and promote the designs of
théir worst enemies, as would ngost assuredly be .the case. :
Surely the masons can entertain no resentments towards the rest
of their fellow-citizens. They have no just cause for complaint even
wgainst those political antimasons, who, believing that political means
td measures as necessary to effect the dissolution of the masonic
Wsociations, are using all their exertions to effect that object by
those means. However strong may be their sense of injury, and
their feelings of resentment, masons ought, at least, so far to com-
mnd those feelings as to keep it in their power to judge of others
with some degree of candor. And if they do this, they cannot fail
t0 see and acknowledge thatitis by no means without cause, that
their fellow-citizens now manifest towards the masonic institution so
strong and decided a hostility, as they do. Let them recollect the
liberality and confidence which has been heretofore shown to them.
'he community witnessed the pomps and parades, and heard the
igh sounding titles of masonry, and were not moved to suspicion.
Fbey manifested no wish to inquire into the mysteries of the institu-
tio, gnd took no notice of the.accounts given by Barruel and Robin-
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son of the horrible conspiracies of the German and French secret frs- |
ternities, which claimed, at least, an alliance with the masonic frater-
nities in those countries. All this confidence heretofore reposedis -
masons, shows very clearly that the community do not now indulge
in jealousies and suspicions of the masonic institutions without good
cause.

But the fact that there is ample ground for those jealousies sad
suspicions is but too manifest without the aid of argument. The trany
actions in the western parts of New-York, were surely quite suffic-
ient to excite universal alarm and suspicion as well as abhorrence asd
indignation. True, Upri%ht and humaue men who abbor those tram
actions as much as any of their fellow citizens can do, ought not t. |
be held responsible for them because they ha}l)lpen to be masoms. |
Very true; but is not masonry answerable for them? ) .

T);xose crimes were committed by masons; avowedly in the caum .
of masonry; and, as the perpetrators believed, inaccordance withthe |
principles of masonry. True; The genuine principles of masonry |
give no countenance to such crimes. They inculcate the perfora
ance of every duty—religious, moral, civil and social. We hgliere -
it : but those misguided and guilty men understood those principles -
differently, and believed themselves justified, nay bound, by themte .
do what they did. Ought good men and good citizens, without asy :
real necessity or strong inducement, to countenance and continue s *
establishment which can possibly be so misconstrued and abused?
What has taken place may take place agam. There is no improbe
bility in the supposition that the same tragic scenes may be reacted.
8hould they be so; will those who may be the means of perpetuating
an institution which can be so perverted:—will they feel perfecily
satisfied with themselves? ' '

It has been observed that even the institutions of religion have beea
corrupted and perverted to criminal purposes. The fact—to the
disgrace as well as the misfortune of mankind—is too true; but &
furnishes no argument in favor of the.masonic institutions. What
would men be without religion;—forlorn and wretched, as well as de-

raved. It will not be said that they weuld be any the worse or lest

%py if masonry was abolished.

efore the masons themselves disclosed the obligations which they
take, they had no right to complain that those obligations were mi#
represented by seceding masons who had taken them. The publio
bad no other evidence before them, And now, when the oaths which
they really do take are disclosed, let us ask the masons if there ar®
not many things about them highly objectionable. It is wrong, we
think, that they should take oathsat all. If it is not illegal te dosoy
1t 13 certainly improper; as it sets a bad example, and tends to lessen
the solemnity which ought ever to be felt when an oath is taken.

The old forms of the oaths which are still adhered to are extreme
ly improper. It is true that the construction which the masons pst
upon them in this state renders them harmless, but that is by no messs
the natural construction of the language itself. The oaths taken by
themselves, without being corrected and controlled by the addresses
and charges are, according to the terms of them, clearly crimi
And can it be proper to take gbligations the different parts of which
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:e in direct collision with and contradiction to each other, and yat
1¢ whole to be sworn to.

But it is an insurmountable objection to those oaths, that they are
able to a construction which renders them in the highést degree
riminal and dangerous; and that such a construction has actually
een put upon them by masons, and has been productive of the most
readful consequences.

The transactions in the western part of New-York have led sober
sinded men into a train of reflections which ought not to be treated
ightly by masons. ‘T'here must have becn great numbers of persons
rom different quarters concerned in those transactions. The fact
ipeaks for itself. - They would not have been undertaken, and could
wt have been carried through, without the present aid and agency
)f many, and the countenance and approbation of more. And that
wch was the fact has been fully proved. It is but a fair inference
that what was going on was not unknown to the masonic bodies gen-
erally, in that part of the state at least. What reason, indeed, is
there for supposing that the actors and plotters in it would wish to
conceal it from their brethren? During the examinations here it was
stated by masons that it was the practice of masonic bodies in one
state to communicate to those of other states all cases of the expul-
sion of members. It was also stated, that no communication had
been made to our lodges or chapters by any nasonic body in New-
York of any expulsion on account of the Morgan affair, or of any ex-
amination having been made into that transaction. It cannot be
doubted that the lodges and chapters in that part of the State had~it
fully in their power to have detected and brought to justice many of
the criminals concerned in the abduction of Morgan, if not those con-
eerned in his murder. And yet we do not find that they have even
expelled a single member, or made any manner of enquiry about
them. Can it be denied that by such conduct thoselodges and chap-
ters have implicated themselves in the guilt of those transactions, and
made themselves responsible for it. And not they alone are impli-
ated. The higher masonic authorities to whom they are subordinate
ud accountable, are equally implicated and responsible.

It was testified by Mr. M. Richardson that he was present in the
general grand royal arch chapter in New-York when the news of the
tbduction of Morgan was brought and communicated in that bedy,
to the late Gov. Clinton, who presided; and that he the next day ad-
vertised a reward- of fifteen hundred dollars for the apprehension of
the culprits, which, Mr. R. said, was thought sufficient. But was it
wfficient? Gov. Clinton acted as chief magistrate of the State, not
s head of the masonic chapter. The criminals were masouns, and
mmbers of masonic bodies subordinate to the body then in session.
The crime had been committed in the name of masonry; and, as the
perpetrators contended, under masonic authority. Yet it does not
'Pl)elr that any notice whatever was taken ofit by that body.

f masonry is pure in its original principles; if in this state it has
n, so far, preserved in its purity, is not now the time to discontin-
Ue it, before it shall have become corrupted, as it has been elsewhere?

It was acknowledged by the late Gov. Clinton, the head of mason-

?y in the United States, that the masonic institutions had been per-
\
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verted to political uses. If this was the case before the existe
the opposing political antiasonic parties, will not those instit
inevitably become organised political bodies throughout the co
It this state it has as yet never been so perverted; but can it
bly escape the general contagion?

The incessaul exertions ol speculative antimasons to prod
nakes such an event but too probable. Are masons here pr
for such a change in their institution, or to take upon themseh
responsibility which it will impose; or expose themselves to tl
sequences that would ensue to all of them, if a part only were
of this.or any other misconduct. We would not impute to m
or make them responsible for the contentions and mischief tha
casioned by designing men, for political or sinister purposes
they certainly owe it to themselves to inquire if it would be ¢
ent with the elevated character they sustain, for them to ref
put a stop to the evils referred to, since they alone can do it,
linquishing the institution which has caused them.

It issupposed by some that a discontinuance of the masonic
tutions would not have the effect expected froin such a mea:
that the cry would still be kept up. This would no doubt be
with those . who wish to prevent their discontinuance—but
would have an effect immediately, and in a short time complet
cess. A great proportion of antimasons are honest and wo
satisfied.

There is another important consideration and one that en
the propriety of the course we recommend,—that masons
State have not in any instance been misled by the improper inf
which the terms of their obligations suggest to the mind; but
acted from a construction of them consistent with the original
ples of masonry, and with all their duties as citizens. This fa
prevent their adversaries, if they are so disposed, from allegin
the surrender of masonry by masons, implies any confession by
‘that it is now (or ever has been here) understood or practisec
in a way which is detrimental to society—by its surrender they
no more, than is every day admitted by masons individually, 1
has ceased to be useful. Under such circumstances, we sho
injustice to the masons, to their intelligence, their regard for the
ol society and even to their patriotism, to doubt their willingn
discontinue an institution, which is liable to be, a3 it already ha
perverted to the worst purposes, and is a source of alarm to
of our best citizens.

It is not possible for masons to feel indifferent to the cont
tions which we have here suggested: they fill too large a sp:
community—are too deeply .nterested in its .welfare, and fe
much respect for the opinions and wishes of their fellow-citize
allow them to hesitate.

This committee cannot but come to the conclusion that the n
owe it to the community, to themselves, and to sound prim
now to discontinue the masonic institutions.

B. HAZARD,

JAMES F. SIMMONS, 10 0
LEVL HAILE, £ omi
STEPHEN B. CQRNFLL, )



APPENDIX,

Containing the Official Documents of, and ths Testimony taken by the
Commattee.

A . .

To the candidate.—¢“ Before we can proceed to give you the secrets of free-
masonry it will be necessary for you to take an oath or obligation, such as all
masons have taken before you, whereby you will bind yeurself to keep inviola-
ble all the secrets that may be communicated to you. This obligation is not
intended to interfere with your religious or political opinions.” ~ And some-
times the form is changed, and put in this manner: ¢ this obligation is not in-
tended to interfere with your duty to yourself, your neighbor, your country, or
your God.” ¢ Have you any ohjection to taking such an obligation ?> To
the candidate, who has no objection, the following obligations are administered:

OsrigaTION OF ENTERED APPRENTICE.—I —— ——, of my owa
free will and accord, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this right wor~
shipfol lodge, erected to Him and dedicated to St. John, do hereby and here-

on (that is, on the Holy Bible, Square and Compass,) solemnly and sincerely
promise and swear (or affirm) that I will always hail, forever conceal, and
hever reveall any of the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of free-
masonry, to any person under the canopy of heaven, except it shall be to a
true and lawful mason, or within the body of a just and regular lodge of such;
aod not unto him or them until after due trial, strict examination, or by the
lawful information of a brother, I shall have found. him or them as justly and -
lawfully entitled to the same as I am myself. .

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will not write, print,
eut, carve, paint, stain, or engrave them, or cause the same tobe done by oth-
¢, upon any thing movable or immovable, whereby the least letter, figure or

ter may becoma legible or intelligible, so that the secrets of the craft
hay at any time be unlawfully obtained.

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a fixed and steady purpose of
tird in me to perform the same, without any equivocation, mental reservation,
o secret evasion of mind in me whatever—biading myself under no less pen-
Mty than that of having my throat cut across from ear to ear, my tongue
tatn out by its roots, and that buried in the rough sand of the sea, at low wa-

mark, where the tide ebbs and flows twice in twenty-four hours. ~So help
Ne God, and keep me steadfast in the performance of this my Entered Ap-
Ieetice’s oath or obligation.”

The explanation given by masons of this pgnalty is,  that I would rather
lave or sooner have, my throat cut, &c. than toreveal,” &e. And there is
W article in the by-laws of the lodge in Providence, which provides ¢ that if
My member shall disclose any of the transactions of the body, to the disad-
Watage of the craft,” &c. ¢ he shall be admonished,” or “ expelled.” - (Ses

Sth article of the by-laws of St. Jobn’s Lodge, and the 14th of Mount Ver-

Friiow Crart’s OsricatioN.—I, —— , of my own free will and

Accord, and igthe presence of Almighty God, and this right worshipful lodge
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of Fellow Crafts, erected to God and dedicated o St. John, do herebg and
hereon, in addition to mydJormer obligation, sofemuly and sincerely promist
and swear (or affirm) that I will always-hail, forever conceal, and never re-
veal, any of the secret mysteries of freemasonry, appertaining to the degree ol
Fellow Craft, to any person under the canopy of heaven, unless it shall beto
a true and lawful fellow craft, or within the body of a just and regular lodge ol
such; and not unto him or them until after due trial, strict exdmination, orby
the lawful information of a fellow craft, I shall have found him or them to be
as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as I am myself.

1 furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will aid and, assist al
worthy distressed fellow crafts, so far as I can do it without injury to myself.

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all lawfd
signs or tokens, which may be given or sent unto me from a true and lawhi
fellow craft, or from the body of a just and lawful lodge of such, if within the
first angle or square of my work. ) :

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a firm and fixed resolution &
perform the same—binding myself under no less penalty than that of having
my left breast torn open, my heart taken from thence and given as a prey 4
ghe beasts of the field and fowls of the air. So help me God, and keep m
wteadfust in the performance of this my fellow crafts’ oath or obligation.”.

The words, ¢ if within the lirst angle or square of my work,’” are under
‘stood to have an allasion to operative masonry, and to mean a straight lise
from one corner of a building to another.

Master Mason’s OBLIGATION.—% [| —— —— of my own free wi
-and accord, -and in the presence of Almighty God, and this right worsbiph
lodge of -master masons, erected to Him and dedicated to St. John, do hereb

_and hereon, in addition to my former obligations, solemnly and sincere}
promise and swear (or affirm) that I will always hail, forever coucesl, 20
never reveal, any of the secret mysteries of freemasonry, appertaining toth
degree of master mason, to any person under the canopy of heaven, except !
shall be to a true and lawful master mason, or within the body of a just an
regular lodge of such; and not unto him or them until after due trial, stri
examination, or by the lawful information of a* master mason, I shall bav
found t!xim or them to be as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as T
myseif. .

ist. 1 furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all law
ful signs and summonses, which may be given or s¢nt unto me from a true aa
lawful master mason, or from the body of a just and lawful lodge of such,:
within the length of my cable tow.

2d. That I will aid and assist all worthy distressed master masons, the
widows and orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself or family.

8d. That I will keep a brother’s secrets as my own, when committed t
me in charge as such, murder and treason excepted.

4th. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the lodge of. which
may become a member, the constitution of the grand lodye under which th
same is holden, and the general regulations of masonry.

6th. I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will not be at th
making of a woman a mason, a young man under age, an old man in dotagt
an atheist, mad man, or a fool, knowing them to be such.

6th. That 1 will not wrong a brother, or deprive him of his good name,
suffer it to be done by others, if in my power to prevent it; but will apps
him of all approaching danger, so far as it shall come to my knowledge.

7th. That 1 will not violate the chastity of a brother’s wife, daughter, sh
ter or mother, knowing them to be such.

8th. That I'will not give the master mason’s word except on the five paist

A\ '
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of fellowship, and not then above my breath, unless absolute necessity shall
require it ‘

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a firm and fixed resolution te
perform the same—binding myself under no less penalty than that of having
my body severed in two, my bowels taken out and burnt to ashes, and those
ashes scattered in the four winds of heaven—my body quartered, and dispers-
ed towards the four cardinal points of the universe, so that there should bs no
more rémembrance had of me among men or masons forever.

So help me God, and keep me steadfast in the performance of this my mas-
ter mason’s oath or obligation.” '

Succeeding each obligation a charge is given, which may be found in Webb’s
Monitor, and which explains the duty of a mason under the obligation. The
Monitor is used as a book of reference by masons, and is always depended
oo for correct information respecting the seven first degrees.

B

- Mark Master’s OBLIGATION.—] —— ———| of my own free will and
accord, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this lodge of mark master
masong, erected to him, and dedicated to St. John, do hereby and hereon, in
addition to my former obligations, solemnly and sincerely promise and swear
(oraffirm) that, I will always hail, forever conceal, and never reveal any of the
Secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of freemasonry appertaining to the
degree of a mark master, to any person under the canopy of Heaven, except
i shall be to a true and lawful mark master mason, or within the body of a
regularly constituted lodge of such, and not unto him or them, until after due
trial strict examination, or by the lawful information of a mark master, I shall
bave found him or them to be as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as X
am myself,

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all lawful
signs and summons which may be given or sent unto me from a true and law-
Bl mark master mason, or from a regularly constituted lodge of such, if within
the length of my cable tow. ' . :

2d. That J will aid and assist all worthy distressed mark master masons,
;‘hir widows and orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself or

mily. .

' de That I will not pledge my mark a second time without redeeming it
the first, neither will I receive a brother’s mark in pledge without granting
dim his request if in my power, if not I will return himis mark with the value
thereof, which is one quarter of a dollar. : .

"4th. That I will not alter my mark nor suffer it to be done by others, if in
my power to prevent it, after it has been once recorded on the lodge book
kept for that purpose.

bth. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the mark lodge, of
which I may become a member, the constitution of the general, and state
?f’andvchapters under which the same is holden, and the general regulations

masonry. .

Al thisyI promise and swear (or affirm) with a fixed and steady purpose of
Nind to perform the same, without any equivocation, mental reservation, or
ticret evasion of mind in me whatever—binding myself under no less penalty,
than that of having my right ear smote off, so as not to be able to hear the
Word, my right hand struck off, so as not to be able to give.the sign, $0 help
m God, and keep me steadfast to perform this my mark master’s obligation.

Past MasTER’s OBLIGATION.—I ——, of my own free will and ac=
tord, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this lodge of past Master
Ravons, erected to Him, and dedicated to St. John, do bereby and hereon, in
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addition to my former obligations, solemnly and sincerely promise and swe
(or affirm) that I will always hail, forever conceal, and never reveal, any
" the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of freemasonry appertainii
te the degree of a past master, to any person under the canopy of Heave
except it shall be to a true and lawful past master, or within the body of
regularly constituted lodge of such, and not uato him or them until after d
trial, strict examination or by the lawful informafion of a past master I shs
bave found him or them to be as justly and lawfully entitled to the same
Lam myself.

I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all lawl
signs and summonses which may be given or sent unto me from a true and ln
ful brother of this degree, or from a regularly constituted lodge of such,
within the length of my cable tow

2d. That I will aid and assist all worthy distressed past masters, their w
dows and orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself or family.

3d. That I will not.rule nor govern the lodge over which I may be aj
pointed to preside, in an arbitrary or illegal manner, but agreeably to the b)
laws adopted by a majority of the members for the government of the same.

4th. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the lodge of which
may become a member, the constitution of the general, and state grand cha
ters under which the same is holden, and the general regulations of masonry
- All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a firm and fixed purpose
mind to perform the same, without any equivocation, mental reservation:
secret evasion of mind in me whatever, binding myseif under no less penal
than that of baving my tongue cleave to the roof of my mouth so as nottot
able to give the word, so help me God and keep me steadfast to perform th
my past master mason’s oath or obligations.

Most ExceLLENT MasTER’s OBLIGATION —I =" of my ow
free will and accord, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this lodge

st excellent masters, erected to Him, and dedicated to St. John, do heret
and hereon, in addition to my foriner obligations, solemnly and sincerely proa
‘ise and swear (or affirm) that I will always hail, forever conceal, and new
reveal, any of the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of freemasonr
appertaining to the degree of a most excellent master, to any person und(
the canopy of heaven, exeept it shall be to a true and lawful most excelle
master, or within the body of a regularly constitued lodge of such, and not w
to him gr them, until after due trial, strict examination, or by the lawful it
formation of a most excellent master, J shall bave found him or them to be
justly, and lawfully entitled to the same as I am myself.

X furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all lawf
signs and summonses, which may be given or sent unto me, from a true and lav
ful most excellent master, or from a regularly constituted lodge of such,
within the length of my cable tow. v .

2d. That I will aid and assist alt worthy distressed most excellent mastert
geir widows and orphans, so far as I can do it witheut injury to myself ¢

mily. i
- 3d. That I will not derogate from the name now about to be conferred upo
me, being that of a most excellent master.

4th. That I will not open and close a lodge, over which I may be appointe
to preside, without first working a lecture, or a section of a lecture.

6th. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the most exsellet
masters lodge of which I may become a member, the constitution of tke gest
ral, and state grand chapters, under which the same is holden, and the ged
eral regulations of masonry.

All this I promise and awear (or afirm) with a fixed and steady purposs ¢




mind to perform thé same, without any equivocation, mental reservation, or

secret evasion of mind in me whatever, binding myself under no less penalty,

thap that of having my flesh torn from my ribs, and my body exposed to rot -
en a dunghill, so help me God, and keep me steadfast to perform this my

most excellent master’s obligation,

RovaL ArcH MasoN’s OBLIGATION.~] —— , of my own free will
and accord, and in the presence of Almighty God, and this chapter of royal
arch masous, erected to Him, and dedicated to king Solomon, do hereby and
hereon, in addition to my former obligations, solemnly and sincerely promise
and swear, (or affirm) that I will always hail, forever conceal, and never re-
veal, any of the secret arts, parts or points of the mysteries of freemasonry,
appertaining to the degree of royal arch masonry, to any person under the.
canopy of heaven, except it shall be to a true and lawful royal arch mason, or
within the body of a regularly constituted chapter of such; and not unto him
or them until after due trial, strict examination, or by the lawful infggmation
of a companion, 1 shall have found him or them to be as justly and Bwfully
entitled to the same as I am myself.

1st. I furthermore promise and swear (or affirm) that I will answer all law=
fol signs and summonses, which may be given or sent unto me from a truejand
lawful companion, or from the body of a regularly constituted chapter of such,
if within the length of my.cable tow. )

2d. That I will aid and assist all worthy distressed royal arch masons,
2eir widows and orphans, so far as I can do it without injury to myself or

mily. R .
. 8d. That T will' not be present at the opening of a chapter of royal arch
masons, unless there shall be present nine regular royal arch masons :

4th. That I will not be present at conferring the degree of royal areh ma-
sonry upon any one who has not, according to the hest of my knowledge and
‘belief, regularly received all the preceding degrees, viz: entered apprentice,
fellow craft, master mason, mark master, past master, and most excellent
master—and not then unless he is deemed a2 worthy man. -

6th, That I will not shed the blood of a royal arch mason unlawfully, know-
ing bim to be such.

- 6th. That I will not reveal the key to the mysterious characters of royat
trch masonry to any person under the canopy of heaven, except it be to a true
tnd lawful royal arch mason, or within the body of a regularly ‘constituted
chapter of such.

" 1th. That I will not give the grand royal arch word ia any other manner,
except that in which I may receive it.

8th. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the chapter of which X
may become a member, the constitution of the general, and state grand chap-
ters, under which the same is holden, acd the general regulations of masonry.

All this I promise and swear (or affirm) with a fixed and steady purpose of
nind to perform the same, without any equivocation, mental reservation, or
scret evasion of mind in me whatever, binding myself under no less penalty
than that of having my seull smote off and my brains exposed to the scorching
nays of the sun. So help me God, and keep me steadfast in performing this
my royal arch mason’s oath or obligation. '

Cc - '
OBL1GATION OF THE DEGREE OF KNIGHTS oF THE RED CROSS.—] ——
=, of my own free will and accord, and in the presence of the Supreme
Architect of  the universe and these companions, do hereby dnd bereon, most
Wewaly and sincerely promise and swear—that I will always hail, forever
Snceal and pever reveal any of the mystexies appertaining to the degres of
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Knights of the Red Cross, to any person under the canopy uf heaven, except
it be to a true and lawful Knight of the Red Cross, or in the body of a just
and lawful council of the order.

I furtharmore promise and swear, that I will answer -and obey all lawful
signs and summonses given or sent to me from a regular council of Knights of
the Red Cross, or given me by the hand of a brother Sir Knight, if within
the distance of forty miles, natural infirmities and unavoidable accidents onlp
excusing me. ‘

I furthermore promise and swear, that, I will not be at the opening of a
eouncil of Knights of the red cross, exeept there shall be present five regular
members of the order, or three knights of the red cross, beirg also knights
templars and hailing from three different commanderies, with a warrant or
charter empowering them to work. I furthermore promise and swear, that [
will not be present at the conferring of the degree of knights of the red cross,
upon ang person who has not according to the best of my knowledge, receiv-
ed all # preceding degrees Jyiz: eutered apprentice, fellow crafts, mark mas-
ter, &ec. . .

I furthermore promise and swear, that I will vindicate ¢be eharacter of a
worthy sir knight, when wrongfully traduced and will assist him on all lawful
occasions with my purse, counsel and sword, so far as truth, justice and hon-
our may warrant. I furthermore promise and swear that I will abide by and
support the by-laws of the council of which I maybecome a mémber, the con-
stitution of the general grand and state encampments and the general regula-
tions of knighthood. All this I promise and swear, with a fixed and steady
purpose of mind to perform the same, binding myself under no less penalty
than that my house may be pulled dgwn and timber taken from thence, and
being set up, I may be hanged thereon. And until the last trump shall sound
I may be excluded from the society of all courteous sir knights of the red
cross, should I wilfully or intentionally violate _this obligation. So help me
God and keep me steadfast to perform the same.

Knicars TEmMPLARS OBLIGATION.—I , of my own free will and
accord and in the presence of the Supreme Architect of the umiverse and
these sir knights present, do hereby and hereon, most solemnly and sincerely
promise and swear, that I will forever keep and conceal and never re-
veal any of the mysteries appertaining to the orders of Knights Tem-
plars and Koights of Malta of the order of St. John at Jerusalem, to any
person under the canopy of heaven, except it be to a true and lawful sir
knight of these orders, or in the body of a just and regular constituted en-
campment. I furthermore promise and swear that I will answer. and obey

" all lawful signs or summonses, given or sent ugto me from a true courteous sit
kaight, or from the body of a just and regular constituted encampment.

Ffurtbermdre promise and swear that I will aid and assist all worthy
knights templars, their widows and orphans, so far as the same can be done
without injury to myself or family.

I furthermore promise and swear that I will not be at the opening of any
regular constituted encampment unless there shall be present seven regular
members of the order, nor will be at the openirg of any new encampment uo-
less there shall be present seven regular knights templars or three sir knights
hailing from three different commanderies, ‘with 3 warrant or charter from
some regular grand encampment empowering them to work.

I furthermore promise and swear that I will not be present at conferring
the order of knights templars upon any person who has not, according to the
best of my knowledge and beliefreceived all the preceding degrees.

I furthermore promise and swear that I will travel forty miles barefoot on
frozen ground to relieve the necessities of a worthy knight templar, should
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e convinced his situation required it and I have no other way of communicat-
g to his relief.

I furthermore promise and swear that I will wield my sword in defence of
mocent maidens, destitute widows, helpless orphans and the christian religion.

I furthermore promise and swear that I will abide by and support the by-
ws of the encampment of which I may become a member, the constitution of
1e general and state grand encampments under which the same is holden
nd the general regulations of knighthood.

All this I promise and swear with a fixed and steady purpose of mind to
erform the same, binding myself under no less penalty than that my head
iay be stricken off and placed on the highest spire in christendom. So help
1e God and keep me steadfast to perform this obligation.

SeLEcT MasTER’S OBLIGATION, —]—— , in the presence of this
vuncil of Select Masters, erected to God and dedicated to King Solomen,
oselemnly and sincerely promise and swear,—

1. That I will stand to and abide by all the laws, rules and regulations of
1e council of select masters of which I may become a member, and ever main-
in the general regulations of the order.

2. 1 further promise and swear that I will answer all due signs and sum-
1onses given or sent unto me from a true and lawful select master or from
1¢ body of a just and regular council of such.

3. That I will not assent to nor confer the degree of select master upon
ny one except he is a royal arch mason and has taken all the preceding de-
rees, and has also been admitted a royal master in a regular council.

4. That I will not enter the 9th arch without permission of the three grand
iasters;—neither will I penetrate beyond the one in which I am employed.

All this T promise and swear, withou? any equivocation, mental reserva-
on, or secret evasion of mind in me whatever. Binding myself under no less
enalty than that of having iy eyes torn from their sockets, my hands clop-
ed off to the stumps, my body quartered and thrown among the rubbish of the
mple. So help me God and keep me steadfast to perform this my select
nster’s obligation.

RovaL Master’s OBLIGATION.—I  of my own free will and
ccord, and in the presence of Almighty God and this right worshipful council
fR.oyal Masters, erected to God and dedicated to king Solomon, do hereby
od hereon most solemnly and sincerely promise and swear,—

1. That I will keep and conceal all the mysteries appertaining to the de-
ree of royal master and will not reveal the same, except it be to a true and
lw{ul companion of that order, or in a just and regular constituted council of
el

2 1 further promise and swear, that I will not be at the opening of a coun-

i of royal masters unless there be seven members of that degree present.

3. That T will notbe present at conferring the degree of royal master upon
1y one who has not, according to the best of my knowledge and belief regu-
tly received the precedmg degrees of entered apprentice, fellow craft, mas-
T mason, mark master, past master and most excellent master, and been
‘alted to the sublime degree of royal arch masonry.

4. That I will abide by and support the by-laws of the councll of which I
ay become a member and the general regulations of the order.

5. That I will not give the words, grips and signs of this degree in any
her manner than that in which I may receive them.

All this I promise and swear, with a firm and fixed resolution tg perform the
‘me;—binding myself under the penalties of my preceding obligations, with
is addition—that I would sooner be buried alive, and my memory forgotten
nong the craft. So help me God and keep me steadfast to perform the same.
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STANDING INTERROGATORIES BY THE COMMITTEE.

Ist. Are you or have you been a freemason; if so, how many degrees ia
wmasonry have you taken, by what lodge or chapter were you admitted, andat |
what time? .

2d. Before or at the time of your taking each of those degrees, was an oath
or obligation administered to you? ’

3d. Upon each occasion before administering such obligation to you, did
the master or other mason administering the same, say to you, that nothing

- therein contained was to be considered in any manner as interfering with your
religious or political opinions, or with the duty you owed to your Maker or your
country ?

4th. Can you repeat the several obligations administered to you; if so,
what was the first or entered apprentices’ oath? Please to repeat said oaths
in their order. Please to attend while the forms of the several oaths for the
-degrees you took are read to you from this book, (Allyn’s Ritual, Boston edi-
tion, 1831) and point out any variations you shall find in then from the ser-
eral oaths you took. Please explain the meaning of these several oaths as

ou understand them, and as they are understood in your lodge. Did you ever
{now a lodge or chapter refuse to administer the affirmation instead of the
oath, when the candidate preferred taking the former? Did you ever know the
affirmation administered?

5th. At your initiation into each degree was a charge given to you by the

residing officer, and were those charges the same as those contained in
gVebb’s Monitor? What are the variations, if any? Did you consider those
«charges binding? .

6th. Before the several oaths wete delivered to you; bad you endeavored
#o ascertain as far as possible what you probably would be required to swear to?

7th. When taking the oaths did you strictly and seriously attend to them,
aod use your best endeavors to comprehend their true meaning, aud what were
the obligations you were about to fake upon yourself?

8th. Did you at the time understand the oaths you took, or were you thea
satisfied that you did? had you any doubts? did ‘you make any enquiry as to
the meaning of them before or at the time of swearing, or immediately after!

9th. Did you reflect, after yon had taken each oath, upon the nature, ex-
tent and force of it? And upon reflection were-you satisfied, or if not satisfied,
did you complain or express your scruples to the lodge?

10th.. When you took the several oaths, was it your understanding that you
thereby, as far as you could, gave jurisdiction or authority to the lodge to exe-
cute upon you the penalties expressed in said oaths severally; that is, to take
your life in the manner expressed in said oaths respectively: and did you eor-
sider that yourself, as a member of the lodge, was to share in the same power
and jurisdiction ever othersd. :-

11th. What do you consider the secrets and mysteries of masonry to bel
Do you kuow of any others than those disclosed in Bernard’s Light on Ma-
soary or Allyn’s Ritual? '

12th. Are the constitution and by-laws of lodges printed and published?
Are there any secret by-laws? Has a lodge any book of records or othe’
book containing any secrets?

13?1. Do you know of any other oaths or obligations than those you ha¥®
specified.

14th. en you took the oaths, did you consider any of them incompatibl®
with your religious, moral, social or civil obligations? What do youeonside*
to be the objects of masonry?

15th. Are you an adhering or seceding mason, if a seceder, when did yo!




secede, in what manner and on whataccount? Are you an antimason? if so,
are you a political antimason? Are you one of those, who have resolved and
declared themselves to be a political party? -
16th. Did you ever hear the subject of the nature and extent of the penal-
ties of Masonic oaths discussed in any lodge?
17th, Did you ever hear it asserted in any lodge that said lodge had power
to inflict upon any member, for any offence whatever, any higher punishment
than expulsion? Did you ever hear of any being inflicted?
18th. Do not the principles of masunry forbid the discussion of religious or
political subjects in lodges?
19th. Did you everknow any lodge to combine, or to take any measures to
support a mason, or other particular candidate for any office?
20th. Did you ever consider or believe that anything in the obligations you
took bound you, as a freeman, to vote for a mason for any office, in preference
to a better man, not a mason? If you did, what part of your obligations do
you refer to, and did you ever vote for one you least liked and thought least
qualified, because a mason, in preference to a better man of your own political
sentiments? If you had a vote to give, or favor to confer upon an individual,
should you or should you not prefer a brother mason to one not a mason, his
claims, qualifications and merits being in all other respects equal?
21st. Did you believe that your masonic oaths bound you to favor a mason
at-the expense and to the ‘injury of others of your fellow-citizens? Did you ev-
er yourself practice upon such a construction of your masonic oaths?
22d. Did you ever know the grand hailing sign of masons given in any
court, to any judge, juror or officer? Did you ever know any judge, juror or:
officer to practice upon such a construction of the oaths?
23d. If on any occasion your masonic obligations had come in direct con-
flict with your religious, or yout* moral, or your social obligations—with your
duty to your Maker or to your country, or to your fellow-cifizens, which oba
ligation should you have considered paramount. or of most binding effect, and
which should you have obeyed, your masonic, or your religioss, moral and so~
cial obligations? _
24th. What do you understand to bg,the objects of masonry?
25th. Have you frequented or visited lodges in other states; if so, to what .
extent; and are their masonic practices, ceremonies, signs and works the
same or similar to those of the lodges in this State? e
26th. Is there a chain of conpection or communication befween the lodges,
grand lodge, or higher orders of masonry in this State andthose in_ others of
the United States; and do the whole lodges, or grand lodses, or higher or-
ders in the states, form one masonic community or order;under one head or
¢hief, called the Grand High Priest of the United Stateq of what nature is
that connection? Is there a connection between the highe/ masonic orders or
Powers in this country and those of any or all of the Eurpean states? If so,’
Please state what that connection is, and how kept up: O what nature is the -
intercourse between them, and how carried on? Are all he masonic fraterni-
ties in this country and Europe, or any part of Europe/ subject to one com-
mon head or power? Please to state minutely aud fulf all you know of any
Such masonic connection, intercourse, subordination and‘over_nment. . Do you
know at what times and in what country or countries pe bigher degrees in
Masonry, from royal arch upwards, and inclusive of rfal arch, originated,
When they were introduced into this country, and wherinto this State? If so,
Please to state particularly. ' . -
27th. Is it the custom of lodges when a member jexpelled tosgive notice
thereof to other lodges in other states? , . .
28th, Has your lodge, chapter or encampment ev yreceived any communi-
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cation from any lodge in the Btate of New-York, notifying it of the es-
pulsion of any member on account of his having been concerned in the abdue-
tion, or in the murder of Wm. Morgan? Have you heard of any such commu-
nication having been made to any other lodge, chapter or encampment in this
State or in any other State? If s0, what was the character of that communi-
cation?
29th. When the expulsion of a member is communicated from one lodge to
others, what is the order taken thereon.
80th. Has any lodge, or chapter, or encampment in this State, to your
knowledge, received any eommunication from any lodge, chapter or order, of
masonry in New-York, upon the subject of the abduction or killing of Morgan;
and if so, what was the purport of such communication? .
81st, Isit not according to masonic usage, that any mason not an unwor-
thy one, shall be at all times freely received in-every lodge as a visiting
“brother? 2d. When any mason or masons in other states, especially if con-
mpieuous ones, are found to have been guilty of any great crimes, is it not usu-
al for lodges to pass some resolution to guard against the intrusion of such
guilty masons?

82d. Has your lodge, cbaptef, encampment, or any other lodge or masonic

body, to your knéwledge, passed any resolution disapproving the conduct of -

those masons who were concerned in the Morgan business, or any vote forbid-
ding the reception of any of those guilty masons in any such lodge or masonic

body? |

33d. Have you ever heard a mason of respeetable standing in society, jus
tify or palliate the abduction or killing of Morgan; if so, who was he, when
was it, what was the occasion and manner of expression? Did it appear to be
! deliberate epinion or sentiment of the speaker, or was it said in the
iof debate or by way of retort? Had there been any thing previously
11n sccusation of masonry or masons?

th. Are the books of records and by-laws which you have here submitted
#o tne inspection of the committee, all the books belonging to or kept by the

b .

35th. Are the funds, or recefpts, or fees of lodges or chapters, or any of
them, diverted to the use of general grand chapters, general encampments or

other masonic bidies?

36th. Does mt a mason upon going into or leaving a lodge, or chapter, or
encapment, make a sign recognizing or having reference to, and indicating
the penalty of thioath taken in his particular degree, and appropriate to the
eccasion, to theldge or to the masonic body he enters or leaves?

87th. If freemwonry is merely a charitable institution, what is the object
of so many degree, by means of which the various classes of masons have-
secrets to keep no.only from the world, but from each other?

3gth. Have you:ver known any contribution or advence of any kind to be
made by any masaic bodies or individuals in this State or elsewhere, or any
proposal or suggesbin leading to any such advance or contribution, the object
of which was to furtsh relief to any one concerned in the Morgan affair?

89th. Do you knw by whom the higher degrees of masonry, viz. those
above the three firs degrees, were introduced into this country, and whes
and how—when, hov and by whom into this State?

E
INTRROGATORIES PUT BY REQUEST.
Have yay ever herd the expressions in the following nine extracts fro®
Allyn’s Ritual, adminkered in any lodge or chapter?
ist. ¢ Furthermorep I promise and swear, that I will not give the gra. wd
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ailing sign of distress of this degree, except I am in real distress, or for the
enefit of the craft, when at work; and should I see that sign given, or hear
he words accompanying it, I will fly to the relief of the person so girin; it
hould there be a greater probability of saving his life than losing my own.”’—
Page 71.

Qg«'l. ¢ Furthermore do I promise and swear, that I will not speak evil of a
wother mason, neither belfind his back or before his face, but will apprise
i of all approaching danger.”’—p. 2. _ - ,

8d. ¢ Fuithermore do I promise and swear, that a master mason’s seerefs
iven to me in charge as such, shall remain as secure and inviolable in my
ireast as in his, before communicated, murder and treasen only excepted; and
hey left to my only election.”—p. 72.

4th. “ Furthermore do [ promise and swear, that I will go on a master ma-
on’s errand, even barefoot and bearheaded, to save his life or relieve his ne-
iessities .”’—p. 12. :

5th. ¢ Furthermore do I promise and swear, that if any part of this obliga«
ien be omitted at this time, I will hold myself amenable thereto whenever in«
ormed; to all which,” &c.—p. 73.

Rovar ArcaH OatH.—6th. I furthermore promise and swear, that X
rill not speak the grand omnific royal arch word, which I shall hereafter re-
eive,-in any manner, except in that in which I shall receive it, which will be
1 the presence of three companion royal arch masons, myself making one of
he number; and then by three times three, under a living arch, and at low
reath.” : : :

7th. “ 1 furthermore promise and swear, that I will not speak evil of &
ompanion royal arch mason behind his back nor before his face, but will ap~
rise him of all approaching danger, if in my power.””

8th. ‘“ I furthermore promise and swear, that T will assist a companion
oyal arch mason when I see him engaged in any difficulty, and will espouse
18 cause so far as to exlricale him from the same, whether he be RIGET or
wroNG ! 77 -

. '9th.- ¢ I furthermore promise and swear, that I will keep all the secrels
a companion royal arch mason, when communicated to me as such, or I know-
ing them to be such, without exceptions, * (or murder and treason not except-
ed) Or ¢ will keep all the secrets of a companion royal arch mason.”

10th. “T'welve once were highly lov’d,
But one a Judas prov’d,
Put out his fire;
May Simon haunt all fools,
Who vary from our rules, -
May the heads of all such tools
‘ Rest high on spires.”’—Cross’s Chart, f 105 & 106.
11th. In the obligation of the royal arch degree, as read to you from pa<
Permarked B, is this sentence: -
7th. ¢ That I will not give the grand royal arch word in any manner ex-
tept that in which I may receive it.” . Lo
_ Is the manner there referred to -the same described io this obligation as
fiven in Allyn’s Ritual, viz. ““in the presence of tiree companion roial arch-
Nasons, myself making one of the number, and then by three times three un=
er a living arch, and at low breath?”
Past MasTer’s OsrigaTioN. 12th. Is the penalty in this degree ever

*] have seen this peint in the oath given in three different ways; that s, the phrass-
‘Ogy of the sentence varied, but it always coyvers or comprehends murder and treason;
Smetimes it is expressed, murder and treason not excepted.—Allyn,
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given thus:—<¢‘ Binding myself under no less penaity than to have my tongue
split from tip to root?” )

Knicur or THE RED CRoss.—13th. Isthis a part of the obligation:—
¢ That I will assist bim, on a lawful occasion, in preference to ang brother
of an inferjor degree, and so far as truth, honor and justice may warrant?”

14th. In the obligation of knight of the red cross, is the expression used in
the penalty, * until the last tcump shall sound,” or ¢ when the last trump
shall sound?” '

15th, In the knight templar’s obligation is this. expreasion used: ¢‘ witha
fixed and steady purpose of mind to perform the same, without any hesitation,
equivocition, mental reservation or self evasion of mind in me whatever?”

16th. Do these or similar words occur in any part of the ceremony or ini-
tiation of a knight templar: ¢ This pure wine I now take in testimony of my
belief in the mortality of the body and the immortality of the soul, and may
this libation appear as a witness against -me both here and hereafter. Asd
as the sins of the world were laid upon the head of the Saviour, so may all
the sins committed by the person whose skull this was, be heaped upon.my '
head, in addition to my own, should I ever knowingly or wilfully violate or
transgress any obligation that I have heretofore taken, or take at this time,
:3 ge;:tign to any degree of masoary or order of knighthood. So help me

0 c. -

DEPOSITIONS.

1 Pliny Merrick, of Worcester, in the State of Massachusetts, counsellor
at law, do testify and say, that sometime in the course of the winter of
1820—21, as nearly as I can recollect, I was admitted a member of the
masonic lodge held in the town of Taunton, in the county of Bristol, as [ ua~
derstood by virtue of a charter from the grand lodge of the State of Massa-
chusetts: that until my removal from Tauntor, which was in the summer of_
1824, I eccasionally attended the meetings of the lodge; and during some
part of the time, frequently. X was admitted in that lodge to the degrees of
entered apprentice, fellow craft, and inaster mason. In the summer of 1824,
as nearly as Ican recollect, I was admitted to the degrees of mark master,
past master, most excellent master, and the degree of royal arch mason, i
Adoniram chapter in Attleborough, in the county of Bristol, in this State:
that I took the four last mentioned degrees in one afternoon and evening, and
have not since to my recollection been in any chapter in the county of Bristol.

I removed to the town of Worcester, where I now reside, in the summer
of 1824, and afterwards attended occasionally the meetings of the fraternity
in this place. During my absence from town on one occasion, I was elected
to the office of bigh priest; which is the highest office in the chapter: On be-
. ing informed of my election to that place, which was wholly unexpected, I
consented to accept; and Dr. Benjamin Chapin of Worcestef, who had been
the former high priest, agreed to make me acquainted with all the forms,
ceremonies, oaths and obligations of the several degrees of the chapter; and
I accordingly visited him several times and learnt the same frem Lim, and
committed the same to memory. I attendcd several meetings of the chapter
during the first part of the year, and discharged the duties of my office. Be-
sides the communications made to me by Dr Chapin, I have heard him re-
peat the oaths in the chapter as its presiding oficer. During the last half
year on which I was elected to office I believe I was not once present at any
mceting;.and I have not been I believe in any meeting of the masonic fra-
ternity since, except that I once weat in for a few moments for the pupose of
seeing a gentleman who I understood was there. On one occasion after my
admission to the chapter, Lheard Mr. Gleason, who was introduced to me as

«
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the grand lecturer, employed by the grand lodge of the State, to teach the
lectures of masoary, repeat the royal arch mason’s oath. These are all the
opportunities which I have had by attendance on lodges and chapters, of as-
certaining what were its oaths or obligations, I was however once ‘present
at a meeting of the grand chapter of this State ia Boston, but I do not rec-,
ollect that the oath of the degree was repeated.

The several obligations of the three first degrees of freemasonry were for-
merly quite familiar to me, from having frequently hcard them repeated in the
lodge meetings at Taunton. These obligations are faithfully given in a book
called ¢ Light on Masonry,” by David Bernard. I do not mean to state
that the exact expressions which I heard in lodge meetings are given; be-
cause the words used were not precisely the same on different occasions; but
I mean to state, that the oaths a3 given in the book referred to, are substan-
tially the same with those which I often heard administered to initigtes by the
presiding officers of the lodge. I do not mean herein to specily all the varia-
tions which, on the perusal of that book, have occurred to me; but I state
those which seem tome in any way material. I do not recollect to have
beard in the lodge any such part of the master mason’s oath' as the following,
viz. ¢ I will go on a masler mason’s errand whenever required, even should
I have to go %archcaded, if within the length of my cable tow”—*¢ if any part
of this my solemn oath or obligation be ommitled at thistime, Iwill hold my-
self amenable thereto whenever informed.” With these exceptions, I.do not
kpow of any variations between the oaths of these three degrees as I for-
merly heard them in the lodge, and as I find them in the book before refer-
red to, which seem to me in any way essentially to affect the sense.

I do not distinctly recollect the oaths and obligations of ‘the four degrees of
mark master, past master, most excellent master, and royal arch mason, as
they were administered to me at my initiation at the chapter in Attleborough.
Owing to the great variety of the ceremonies through which I passed on that
day, andithe great number of the parts of the several oaths, it was impossi-
ble for me to retain a distinct recollection of the whole. Besides this, when
the royal arch oath was administered to me, I was very mi®h overcome, both
by the previous fatigue I had undergone, and the nature and character of the
obligation, and becoming faint was removed from the room before its adminis-
tration was finished. On my recovgery I returned to the room of the chapter,
aud passed through the remaining ceremonies; but I bave no recollection that
the remaining part of the oath was administered. Among the persons present
on that occasiop, 1 recollect Mr. John Baylies of Taunton.

I believe that the oaths and obligations of the four degrees of mark mas-
ter, past master, most excellent master, dnd royal arch mason, are given in
the book before mentioned, substantially, as I learnt and heard them admin-~

istered as before mentioned. 'The words used are not in every particular
precisely the same in that book as I recollect to have beard them in.the chap-
ter; but I do not know of any variation which materially affected the sense
Inany other particular than those which I shall mention hereafter.

I distinctly recollect that the following expression was made use of in the
sbapter, as a part of the royal arch oath; viz: “I will espouse the cause of &
toyal arch companion when in any difficulty, so far as to extricate him from

6 same, if in my power, whether right or wrong.” I never heard any ex-
Plamation of that clause in the chapter. On one occasion, when that part of
the oath was repeated to a person then passing through the ceremonies of init-
latiog, he hesitated and asked if it could be so; a reverend companion stand-
g by replied, that it was, and advised bim to go on, and it would be ex-
Phained to him. He did go on, but I heard no explanation given.

I do not recollect to have ever heard the following. words, or any similar



thereto, introduced in any of the obligations or any of the degrees of freems~
sonry as they were administered, viz: “I will promole a companion royal arch
mason’s pohilical preferment,in preference to another of equal qualifications.”

The following clause makes part of the obligation of a royal arch masonasl
have heard it administered; viz: ‘“A companion royal arch mason’s secrels
given me in eharge as such, and 1 knowing them to be such, shall remain @
secure and, inviolable in my breast as in his own.”” To these words I believ
are also added ‘“‘Murder and ireason not excepted.” With respect to these
last words, I must say, that at this time, my recollection is not so perfect, s
to enable me to speak with absolute certainty. Formerly, after I had let P
" visiting the chapter, I had no doubt on this point. .But in conversatiom
which I have not unfrequently since had with adhering members of the ms
sonic institution, their frank admission of the accuracy of the disclosures of the
masonic obligations, as contained in the book 1 have referred to on other
points, and their earnest and apparently sincere denial of its accuracy on this
point, has led me to-doubt whether my recollection was perfect. I have tax- §
ed my memory to the utmost of my power, and X can now only say, that while
I do not feel certain, I yet believe that the words “murder and treason nel
excepted” were used; but this belief is founded on a variety of considerations
distinct from a precise recollection of the fact. All those members of the
masonic fraternity who denied the use of the words last quoted, in the conver- P!
sations to which {have alluded, stated that the following words were used i
their stead, viz: “‘murder and treason only ercepted, and those left tomy
eleclion.”

The check degree, as it is sometimes called, and I believe usually, I never |

heard repeated and &xplained but once, by any member of the masonie frater-
" nity. Being in Boston, I accidentally met one John Homans, now residest
in that city, near the old court house. He asked me to walk into the office [
of Mr. Powers, the then grand secretary of the grand lodge of Massachs-
setts. After some conversation, Mr. Powers proposed to communicate and
explain this degree or ceremony to us, and accordingly did se. The explana-
tion was the same which is given in the eighty-sixth page of Mr. Bernard's
“Light on masonry.” I bave since it was communicated to me, heard i
spoken of by members of the institution as a matter added to its ceremonies,
but I bave never since heard it repeated.

And further this deponent saith not. PrLixy MERrnIcK.

Worcester, ss. On the fifth day of Deccmber in the year of our Lord ose
thousand eight bundred and thirty-one, the aforesaid deponent was examined,
and cautioned, and sworn, agreeably to law, te the deposition aforesaid, by
him subscribed, taken at the request of William Sprague, junior, and to be
used before a committee of legislature of the State of Ri‘)‘de Island, the res-
dence of the deponent in the State of Massachusetts, is the cause of takisg
this deposition. Isaac Davis, Justice of the Peace.

Moses Thacher sworn. T reside in Wrentham, Massachusetts, Iama
clergyman by profession. I have been a freemason. I have taken seven
degrees, viz.: entered apprentice, fellow craft, master mason, mark master,
past master, most excellent master, and royal arch.

I took the three first degrees in St. John’s Lodge No. 2 in Providence in
1826-7. I took the four succeeding degrees in the Providence- royal arch
chapter in Providence in the summer of 1827.

I'took a distinct oath in each of the several degrees, I can repeat the
oath substantially in the first degree. I don’t know that I can give the lan-
- guage verbatim. ~ The oath so far as I can recollect is substantislly this—I
was made to kneel and clasp the sacred writings in this form, placing the
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\nds one under and the other over the book. Before takiog the oath the
aster said to me, this oath will not interfere with your politics or religion;
tve you any objection to taking this oath? On signifying my assent, he
1d me torepeat the oath after him, calling my own name. (I don’t recollect
‘ecisely the expressions which he used, I bave repeated them substantially.)
le then proceeded to administer the oath by sentences; I was entirely igno-
nt of the oath masonically. I found afterwards that I had before seen the
ith in a book called Morgan’s Illustrations. I proceeded after the master
nd said—I Moses Thatcher, of my own free will and accord, in the pres-
ace of Almighty God, and this worshipful lodge of free and accepted masons,
edicated to God, and held forth to the holy order of St. John, do hereby and
ereon, most solemnly and sincerely promise and swear, that I will always
ail, ever conceal and never reveal any art or arts, part or parts, point or
oints, of the secrets, arts and mysteries, of ancient freemasorry, which I
ave heretofore received, am about to receive, or may hereafter be instructed
), to any person or persons in the known world, except it be to a true and
wwful brother mason, (I thiok is the mode of expression) or in the body of a
wwiully constituted lodge of such, and not unto him or unto them whom I shall
ear so fo be, but unto him or unto them whom I shall find so to be, after
trict trial, close examination, or lawful information; I furthermore promise and
wear, that, I will not write, print, stain, stamp, hew, cut, carve, engrave or -
dent it upon aay thing moveable or immovable, under the whole canopy of
eaven, whereby or whereon, the least letter, figure; mark, character, stain,
hadow, or resemblance of the same, shall become legible or intelligible to
iyself or any other person, whereby the secrets of freemasonry may be un-
wwiully obtained through my unworthiness; to all which I do most sincerely
nd solemnly promise and swear, without the least equivocation, mental re-
wvation, or secret evasion of mind, in me whatever; binding myself under
o less penalty, than to have my throat cut across, (the master at this time
rew the handle of his mallet, as I afterwards found it to be across my
wroat,) my tongue torn out by the roots, and my body buried in the rough
ands of the sea, at low water mark, where the tide ebbs and flows twice in
wenty four hours. The oath closes, I believe, in the legal form, so help me
vod, and keep me steadfast in the due performance of the same.

The oath which I took on receiving the degree of fellow craft, I can not
epeat verbatim. The oath which is read to me from Allyn’s Ritual is sub-
tantially the same- which 1 took on receiving the degree of fellow craft. I
id not understand at the time of taking this degree, what is meant by the
vord cable tow. I have since understood it mystically to mean a certain
listsnce within which the mason is bound to obey a summons, and that in the
naster’s degree I have understood it to be three miles. I will point out
owe of the differences between the master’s degree and the preceding de-
srees. The candidate swears in addition to the former obligations that he
will pot give the master mason’s word to any but to masons of the same de-
Eree: and he swears that he will .not give it except upon the five points of
ellowship when it is given, and then not above his breath; he swears like-
wise in this degree that he will not give the grand hailing sign of distress, ex-
tept he is in real distress; and when he sees that sign given, or hears the
words accompanying it, he swears to fly to the relief of the person giving the -
:zn or uttering the words, unless there is a greater probability of losing his

than of saving the life of the person in distress, The candidate in this

degree also swears that he will not speak evil of a brother master mason ei-

ther before his face or behind his back, and that he will warn him of all ap-

ming danger if in his power. Another addition is in substance as fol-
that the secrets of a brother master mason given to him in charge as



16

such and he knowing them to be such, shall remain as inviolable in his oy
breast as in the breast of the, person commnnicating them to him, murder- a1
treason only excepted, and these left at his election. The penalty in th
oath varies from the penalty in the preceding degrees;-the body is to be
vered in two, in the midst, and the bowels burnt to ashes, and the ashes sew
tered before the four winds of heaven, (this is the substance of the penalty;
am not positive as to the precise phraseology.) The candidate also sweal
in this degree that he will not violate the chastity of a master mason’s wifi
mother, daughter or Sister, knowing them to be such, nor suffer it to be des
by others, if in his power to prevent it; in addition to the words in the penal
“‘my bowels burnt to ashes,”” I think are substantially added, and ¢‘the ashe
scattered before the four winds of heaven, that there may not the least trac
or remembrance remain among men or masons, of so vile and purjured a wrete
as I should be were I guilty of violating any part of this my solemn obligatiot

The obligation of mark master mason in Allyn’s Ritual is substantially th
same oath which 1 took on receiving this degree, I think there is some differ
ence in the phraseology, and some difference in relation to the mark andJew
ish shekel.

The obligation of past master mason in Allyn’s Ritual is substantially th
same oath which was administered to me. 1 don’t recollect that part ¢f th
obligation respecting giving a lecture was administered to me. In other re
spects the oath is substantially the same, as the oath administered to m
and I cannot say positively that this part of the obligation was not admini
tered to me.

The obligation of most excellent master mason in Allyn’s Ritual is substas
tially the same oath which was administered to me, so far as I recolleet.

In the master mason’s obligation I swore togo on a master mason’s erran
and to remember all master masons when on my knees offering up my devotios
before Almighty God. -

The obligation in the-royal arch degree in Allyn’s Ritual, is substantial
the same as the oath administered to me. I am confident that T was to as
sist a royal arch mason when in any difficulty, and extricate him from th
same, if ig my power. Ihave no recollection that any kind of difficulty wa
excepted. I have no recollection of the words ¢ right or wrong,” beiag ad
‘ministered to me, or any words equivalent to them. I am sure the word
right or wrong were ot in the oath administered to me. The words  with
out exceplion,” in relation to revealing the secrets of a royal arch mason, .
think were not administered to me. I do not recollect that the expressios
in relation to employing a companion royal arch mason in prefergnce to ar
other person were or were not administered to me. T'o the best of my recollectio
I swore to keep all the secrets of a companion royal arch mason committed t
me as such, and I knowing them to be such. I do not recollect of any ex
ceptions in this respect as in the other degrees.

The words, murder and treason not excepted, were not administered to me
The penalty I recollect distinctly, I do not recollect any further materis
variation.

I bave taken a degree in masonry called the check degree. After I b
taken the three first degrees in masonry, which I took in one evening, th
master said to me, that before I left the hall it was necessary for me to tak:
an oath in consequence of a book which had been published, revealing the se
crets of masonry; he stated it was necessary for me to do this in order to vis
it other lodges; and he said, ¢ if other folks get our keys, we must put @
new locks.” The oath was then administered to me. I do not recollect th
phraseology; the substance was, that I will not give the word or sign excep
. 30 a lodge or at the door of a lodge. The injunction was given that the wor



. 17 - -

should net be conversed upon except when absolutely necessary, as it was in-
tended as a key. After taking the oath,he gave me the word and sign which
were to enable me to visit other lodges. I never made use of it but once—I
did once. There was no corporeal penalty attached to this oath as I recol-
ect. I think the penalty consisted in being disgraced or expelled. After
taking each of the two first degrees, a charge was read to me. The charge
read to me I think is substantially the same as the charge in Webb’s Moni-
tor, printed in New-York, 1802, pages 46, 47 and 48. I have heard this
charge frequently read in the lodge. So far as I recolle& my impressions
were that this charge was binding on me in connexion with my masonic ob-
ligations. My attention was at that time more particularly turued to what
are called the secrets of masonry, than to what I knew I could examine at my
leisure. :

The charge in Webb’s Monitor, Salem edition, 1816, 62d page, was read
to me, I think. The charge on the third degree, 71 page, same book, is
usually read ; I have} heard it read to others on taking this degree—do not
recellect whether it was read to me or not on taking the third degree. The

‘word celebrated Artist mentioned in the charge of page 72, Webb’s Mon-
itor, is understood to mean Hiram Abiff, the widow’s son, whom the candi- _
date is understood to represent.

The charge in Ahiman Rezon, page 81, was not read to me. This book
written by L. Durmot, calied Ahimaa Rezon, is not to my knowledge a
standard work in any of the New-England Ledges. I do not know fmasoni-
cally, that it is a standard work in any lodge. Webb’s Monitor written by
Thomas Smith Webb, is a standard work in masonic ledges, this is in some
measure superceded by Cross’s chart. I dont know of Cross’s chart being
used in the lodges in this state. Webb’s Monitor and Cross’s chart are indis-
criminately used in lodges. BRI knew of no essential difference or any dis-
erepancy between Mr. Webb’s Monitor" and Mr. Cross’s chart.

1 published an address to the Grand lodge of Rhode Island, dated Szp-
tember 1st, 1831. I thiok I saw the same address published in the Micro-
¢osm, & paper printed in Providence., I think I also saw in the same paper
the address of Caleb Sayles to the public, purporting to be an answer to my
address. .

The pamphlet shewn to me,entitled *“ an address to the church and congre-
gation, under the care of the author on his seceding from the masonic insti-
tution, by Moses Thatcher, Pastor, of the church at North Wrentham,” is the
neme address published by me ; and that the pamphlet shown to me, entitled
“letters addressed to a brother in the church, on renouncing the secret prin-
ciples of fresmasonry, in answer to the three communications from him on the
fame subject, by Moses Thatcher, pastor of the church at North Wrentham,”
was also published by me. '

1have perused Allyn’s Ritual with considerable attention as far as the

- three first degrees; the mode of initiation, ceremonies and manner of workiag,
wre substantially the same as I have seen practised in masonic lodges ; tl;e
li?ns, grips, words and what "are called the secrets of masonry stated in
Allyn’s Ritual, are substantially the same as have been delivered fo me, and
a3 [ have seen practised in masonic lodges. .

I bave attended the lodges in Providence, one in my own neighberhood, and
one in a neighboring town ; and I once attended the Grand lodge in Boston.
L attended the lodge in Providence only when I received the: lower degrees ;
Ireceived the higher degrees in the same hall. The lodges which I have
visited, substantially agreed in their ceremonies and manner of working ;
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I speak in reference to the three first degrees. I was never in the chapler
after taking the royal arch degree. _ . : :

I have no recollection.whether the suggestion that the oath of the rojal
arch degree would not interfere with my religion or politics was or was not
made.to me before takicg said oath. I never saw it administered to otlen;
1 had not Morgan’s illustrations of masonry in my pocket when I appeared at
the lodge to take the degrees. All the degrees were conferred on me on ae-
count of my profession, gratuitously. I did not consider myself bound by my
masonic oaths to favour a mason to the personal or pecuniary injury of a fel-
low citizen who was not a mason. While a member of the lodge I did not
know of any higher punishment inflicted for violation of masonic obligations,
than expulsion; nor had any personal knowledge of any persen being expelled.

I heard the subject of masonic penalties once discussed in St. Alban’s
lodge, Wrentham, on the 13th of May, 1829, which was the; last time I
attended any lodge. Masons present who had taken the higher degrees, ex-
cept one, said nothing on the subject ; masons who had taken the lower de-

grees gave their opinions on the subject variously. The question of inquiryin -

this lodge was, ““ in what light are masonic penalties to be .considered ”
- and there was no vote taken on this question. This was an open lodge ;
Simeon Thormpson, Jr., presided that evening, Josiah J. Fisk, Rev. Luther
Wright, Anson Mann, Samuel Druce, and Asa Ware, Jr., acting as Secre-
taries, were present ; there were other persons' present ; the subject was is-
troduced as the matter of inquiry, there was no motion on the subject. One
member explained the subject in this way, ¢ that the candidate swears, that
rather than reveal his masonic secrets he would suffer so and 80.>* I do net
recollect that any member expressed an opinion that there were higher penal-
ties than expulsion. While a mason I did not vote for or support any per-
son for office on account of his being a mason ; nor did I consider m

bound s5 to do by my masonic obligations. I do not vecollect that any ma-
sonic obligation was ever administered to me that would literally oblige me
to vote for-a mason. I do not recollect of any political question being dis-
cussed in a lodge, or & nomination for political oflice being made. I pever
knew personally a public officer to discharge a person accused of a crime on his
making himself known as a mason. At the time of taking the n. .sonic obli-
gations I had no time to consider whether I could conform to them, and at
the same ‘time conform to my civil and religious duties ;. after mature delib-

eration I came to the eonclusion that these obligations would interfere with
my politics and religion ; and this conclusion was formed after I had takes -

alithe degrees which I ever took. I supposed the oaths were in themselves
unlawful, and so far I considered them as conflicting with my religion. 1

considered that I had no moral right to bind myself under a barbarous penal-

ty to keep secrets of 'the naturc of those of masonry. 1 supposed that my
masonic oath might, under certain circumstances conflict with a judicial oath,
particularly that part of the oath which binds a mason to keep masonic
secrets, murder and treason only excepted, and these left at his clection. 1
might be called to testify against a masonic brother where my masonic oath

bound me not tojtestify—that part of the oath which binds a mason to warn bis .

brother mason of all approaching danger ; he might be iu danger of being ar-
Yested as a thief, my masonic oath would bind me to warn hin of his danger
that he might escape. I understand that the words in the master masop’s
oath, ‘I will not speak evil of a brother master mason, ncither behind bis
back nor before his face, but will apprize Lim of all approaching danger, if 9
my ’{xower,” would require me to aid a masonic brother who bad committe
theft or any other crime less than murder or treason, to escape from punish
ment and to screen him from punishment. The words in my masonic oblig-
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ion, “ that I will not give the grand hailing sign of distress, of this degree,
mless I am in real distress, or for the benefit of the craft when at work, an
f1 should see that sign given or hear the word accompanying it, I will fly to
Ae relief of the person giving it, should there be greater probability of saving
iis life than losing my own,” would I consider, if I were on a jury, and a
sother mason on trial should give this sign, require me to afford him relief if
it were in my power. I might afford him relief by preventing a verdjct, or’
by influencing a verdict in his favor. This would be my conclusion if I were
to construe my masonic oaths literally, and I knew of no other way of constru-
iog an oath. I never knew personally, any mason being-a judge, juror, or

er public officer to put this construction upon masonic obligations, or to
practise upon this construction. I never knew the grand hailing sign of dis-
tress given by any man on trial to any judge, juror, or sheriff ; T never have
beem in a court of justice to my recollection, when any person has been on
trial, since I have been a mason.

I never heard the masonic oaths explained when administered, The fig-
ure and representation of the burning bush in page 33, of the masonic chart by
Jeremy L. Cross, is a correct figure and representation, and the explanation
of the same on page 148, of Allyn’s Ritual is substantially correct. I wit-
hessed the same representation at the time I was admitted to the royal arch
degree, except that I do not recollect of being requested to kneel down. .

ﬁrll’urther snlerrogalories put lo Moses Thalcher.] 1st, Before the sever-
tl oaths were administered to you had you endeavored to ascertain as far as
possible what you would be required to swear to ? .

2. When taking the oaths did you strictly attend to them and endeavour
fully to comprehoud their meaning, and what were the obigations you were
taking upon yourself ?

3d. Did you at the time understand the oaths you took, or was you "then
natisfied that you did understand them.—IJTad you any doubts—did you inake
awy inquiries before or at the time of taking the oaths. :

4th. Did you reflect after you had taken each oath upon the pature and
extent of it —And upon reflection were you satisfied: or if not satisfied did
you complain‘or object. ' :

6th.  When you took the general oaths, was it your understanding that
you thereby, as far as you could, gave jurisdiction and authority to the lodge
to ezecule upon you the penalties expressed in said oaths severally, that is to
take your life in the manner expressed in said oaths respectively ; and did
Jou consider that yourself, as a member of the lodge, was to share in the
same power and jurisdiction over others? :

6th. What do you consider the secrets or mysteries of masonry. Do you
know of any others than those disclosed in Allyn’s Ritual or Bernard’s light
on masonr} ? . )

th. Are the constitutions and by-laws of the lodge printed and published.
Are there any secret by-laws.

8th. Do you know of any oaths -or obligations taken by masons up to the
seventh degree other than those you have specified?

Sth. When you took the oaths did you consider any of them incompatible
with your religious, moral or soeial obligations?

10th. You say in your address to grand lodge, that you had a conversation
with a respectable mason in Provideiice, concerning reports from the west,
who assured you that it was nothing but a political manouvre. Who was that
gentleman;, apd what gentleman conversed with you about taking three de-
grées at once?

11th, In the same address you say that masons of high standing in the
hdge and chapter, repeatedly declared that if Morgan was put to death he
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bad met his deserved fate, and had paid no more than the life which he had
forfeited, by the infraction of hiz oaths. Who were those masons of bigh
standing?

!‘.’th.g In your said address you state a conversation with a Mr. Sayles,
respecting the alleged murder of a man some years ago in or near Provi-

_dence, by the agency-of the grand lodge of Rhode Island. Please now fo
relate minutely and fully, what 'that eonversation was? L.
13th. You say you have seen Caleb Sayles address to the public, in as-
swer to your statement above. It appears by his address that he declared
your statements to be false and erroneous, in some material particulars.. Did
you in consequence write to Mr. Sayles, or take any steps to have an explaz-
ation with him? Did you confer with the other persons to whom, you sayin
your address, Mr. Sayles had made the same communication? :
14th. Did you immediately communicate what Sayles had told you to the
rand lodge. Did you make any inquiries of them respecting the transaction.
%)id you place any reliance in what Sayles had given. How long did you
continue a mason after that conversation? B

15th. You say above that the royal arch mason’s oath taken by you did
not contain the exceptions contained in the preceeding. *The exception in
the oath of a master mason is of murder and treason, the keeping of which
secret is at the election of the candidate ; this exception being omitted in
the ,royal arch mason’s oath, did you construe that cath to mean that you
should keep those crimes also secret.

16th. Has there been any difficulty in your church among the members
upon the subject of masonry.

17th. Before you made your address to the church and congregation upen
the subject of your seceding, had it been intimated to you that it would be ex-
pected of you to secede?

18th. lZlave you related your said conversation with Sayles on any other
eccasion than in your addressto this grand lodge?

To the annexed intetrogatories, I answer as follows:

Answer to 1st. Before I went to the lodge it did not occur to me that any
eath would be required of me, I had before this seen Morgan’s book, but cor-
sidered it wholly spurious.  After taking the first three degrees, I concluded
that an oath would be required on all the subsequent degrees.
neAns. to 2d. When I was attending to taking the oaths I endeaved to coo-

ehend them as far as the circumstances in which I was placed would admit;
it required an effort to repeat them after the master.

Auns. to 3d. At the time I took the oaths I had no opportunity for reflec-
tion, and was sensible that it would require considerable time to render
oaths familiar; and when I left the lodge I did not immediately reflect on the
meaning of the oaths which I had just taken. On leaving the lodge ¥ took ¥
for granted that the oaths were harmless, from the fact that men of principle
had taken these oaths. I did not turn my attention particularly to the oaths
until several months afterwards; and I also took it for granted that thes¢
oaths were harmless because the master of the lodge had stated to me pre:
vious to administering the oaths, that they would not interfere with my relig”
ion or politics. The intelligence from the west respecting the Morgan affaif
and the disclosures of the Le Roy convention, lead me more particularly to st
tend to these oaths. 'This I think was in the latter part of the summer
1828. Upon reflecting on these oaths, in consequence of these occurrenees:
I did not immediately announce to the lodge my intention to witbdraw from it-
I communicated my intention to the lodge to withdraw from them on the 18t
of May, A. D. 1829, and at that time I stated to the lodge the principal re8”
sons which I had for withdrawing from them. The reason why I did not im”

—— TEe—
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ediately annomce to the lodge my intention of withdrawing, was that I-was
oceeding to investigate the subject, and wished to understand it thoroughly.

Ans. to 4th. I bave already answered this question I think.

Ans. to 6th. When I took these oaths I did not at that time consider that
was giving jurisdiction to the lodge to inflict the penalties of said oaths as
tpressed in the question, because I did not until some time afterwards give
rrious attention to the import of these oaths, as I have before stated; that the
rcumstances under which the oaths are administered render it impossible for
1e candidate at the time to take the real sense of them. I eonsider the last
art of the question answered in the above statement. .

Aus. to 6th. I cousider that Allyn’s Ritual and Bernard’s Light on Ma-
sary, contain all the secrets and mysteries of masonry up to the seventh de-
ree inclusive, so far as I was initiated; I know of no others that are called
iasonic secrets.

Ans. to Tth. The Book of Constitutions, so called, is published; the lodges
ave charters from the grand lodge which are written on parchment. The by-
ws of the lodge to which I belonged in Wrenthan, were written, and were
'ad in the lodge at stated times; this lodge had no other by-laws than those
hick were read to me, to the best of my knowledge and belief; as to the by-
wws of other lodges I have no information.

Aps. to 8th. I know of none.

Ans. to 9th. I consider this question as before answered.

Aus. to 10th. That gentleman was my uncle Moses Richardson, of Provi~
ence. The gentleman alluded to in the last part of the question, was my
susin William Emerson Cutting, of Providence, .

Ans. to 11th. I had not heard myself any Mason express such an opinion;
made that assertion in my address from information derived from others, up-
n whom I thought 1 could rely; I stated it as any other historical fact: Mr.
YVarren, a clergyman who now resides in Plymouth, told me that he had heard

high priest of a chapter express an opinion that Morgan had met his deserv-
dfate. Mr. Warren told me that he was a mason, I never sat in a lodge
rith him, Mr. Warren. He is now a seceding mason—I had no knowledge
f his being a seceding mason at that time. Mr. Warren did not name the
ligh priest to me, and de not recollect that he mentioned any other person.
naddition to what Mr. Warren told me, I had also seen it stated in publi-
ations that other masons had made use of similar expressions.

Ans. to 12th. The conversation was in substance as I have published it in
oy address. -

Ans. to 13th. I have never addressed Mr. Sayles on this subject, except
&Zrough the medium of the press. I did not confer with the other persons, to
thom I say in my address Mr. Sayles had made the same communication,
wfter Mr. Sayles replied to my address to the grand lodge—before that time
[ bad.—One of these persons was Dr. William W, Pride, of Gibson, Penn-
fylvania; and the other was the Rev. Luther Wright—these were the per-
ions who I said conversed with Mr. Sayles on this subject. Wr. Wright re-
ides in Holliston, Massachusetts. These persons were masons at the time

conversed with them. I conversed with Doct. Pride in the summer or Au-
wn of 1828, and with the other subsequent to that time. Mr. Sayles did
1ot inform me the name of the person alleged to be murdered by the grand
N:ge; I think he said that he belonged in one of the back towns of Rhode-

and.

Ans to 14th. I did not communicate what Mr. Sayles told me immediately
© the grand lodge. I placed reliance on the account which Mr. Sayles Lad
Elun to me. I continued a. mason four or five months perhaps after Mr,

Ayles made this communication tome. Mr. Sayles made this communica- -
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tion to me in the latter part of summer or autumn of 1828, I think, I doa't
recollect precisely the time. ' :

Ans. to 15th. At the time the royal arch mason’s oath was administered
to me I bad no distinct impression or opinion, but en subsequent examination
I supposed the literal expression and construction of the oath required theces-
cealment of murder and treason. .

Ans. to 16th. In consequence of a case of church discipline of the churck
of which I was pastor, a member who was a mason was dealt with and tried
before the church, upon the charges, one of abuse towards me in my family;
(this abuse charged related to masonry;) one for preparing or assisting to
prepare a report of St. Alban’s Lodge, which was considered slanderous; asd
the otber for becoming angry and uttering contemptuous language in a church
meeting. ’

Ans.gto 17th. No—it was neither intimated nor expected to my knowledge.

Upon being asked, the witness says, I do not recollect that, on taking the
master’s oath, these words, ¢ furthermore I do promise and swear, that if any
part of this obligation be omitted at this time, T will hold myself amepable
thereto whenever informed,” were administered to me. [ have no distioct
recollection on the sybject.

Ans. to 18th. I bave made the same statement relative to this conversation
with Mr. Sayles, in a note to my address to my church and congregation before
referred to. I have not made this statement in any other publication of mine.
I made the statement verbally before the antimasonic convention in Philadel-
phia in Sept. 1830. Isaw a report of the proceedings of this convention, and
have had it in my possession; I saw in this report a statement relative to the
subject purporting to be the statement made in the convention by me. I bave
ro recollection of having made this statement in any antimasonic convention ia
Boston or Providence.

The foregoing depositior., to the best of my recollection and belief, is true.

Moses THACHER.
Taken and subscribed December 7th, A. D. 1831.

Levi Chace sworn. I reside in Troy, Fall-River, Massachusetts; am &
manufacturer, and a minister of the gospel. I have been a freemason; I am
vot now. Ibave taken six degrees in masonry, up to the degree of most ex-
cellent master, inclusive. 1 was made a mason in the Manchester lodge, in
Coventry, Rhode Island, in theswinter of 1815-16. I took three degrees in
this lodge; all that the lodge was authorized to confer. The othar three de-
grees I received in the royal arch chapter, in Warren, Rhode Island, in the
fore part of the year 1822, I continued a mason until the year 1828; in the
fall of that year, I think. An obligation was administer«d to me at the time of”
taking each of these degrees. I cannot repeat the obligation in the first de-
gree; I could write the obligation on meditating on it; I can state the penzlty.
The oath administered to e, on taking the first degree in masonry by Joban
Greene, agent of the Warwick manufacturing company, in Warwick, and
then most worshipful master of the Manchester lodge, was substantially the
same oath now read to me from Bernard’s light on masonry, page 20. There
was no explanation of the oath given to me, until I was placed in a situation
to take the oath; I had no knowledge before this that an oath would be re-
quired. 1 was prepared nrevious to my taking the oath by being divested of
my apparel, excepting my shirt; a pair of drawers was provided and put on,
and 1 then was hood-winked by a bandage across my eyes, and then with a
cable tow around my neck, and my shirt was off of my left arm, and my left
breast naked; in this situation I was led into the lodge room. The other
ceremonies, until I came to tie altar, were the same as are laid down in
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s light on masonry. ThenI was informed by the worshipful master,
1 placed in a proper situation to receive the oath, or obligation which
ied me was not to infringe upon my religious or political sentiments;
1 me if I was willing to receive it on that condition, the answer was,
1s; theg he ordered me to repeat my name, Levi Chace, and repeat
the oath which has before been read to me. A similar assurance,
seology being a little different, was given to me on receiving each,of
iext degrees. " . .
ath now read to me from Bernard’s light on masonry, pages 44 and
ibstantially the same oath which I took on receiving the degree of
1ft, with three variations; viz: the first is when two cents in Berngrd
sed one cent in my oath; second, the words “‘or square and angle of
,”> were not administered to me; 3d, and the word “so help me God,”
f keep me God, were administered to me. The obligation of a mas-
m, now read to me from Bernard’s light on masonry, pages 61, 62
is substantially the same whieh I took in this degree, with these va-
in the obligation which I took, were the words ‘““and they left to my
will and choice, or election,” instead of *‘and they left at my own
? in Bernard; and also the word ‘‘ever’” was left out in the oath
wook. I distinetly recollect that these words were administered to
ny part of this my solemn oath or obligation be omitted at this time,
i1l hold myself amenable thereto whenever informed.”
bligation in the mark master’s degree, now tead to me from Ber-
tht on masonry, pages 98 and 99, is substantially the same as the
1 which 1 took, except, I think, the word ‘“‘swap’® was not used.
sligation in the past master’s degree, now read to me from Bernard’s
masonry, pages 109.to 111, is substantially the same as the obliga-
:h I took, except the words ‘“‘keep me steadfast,” instead of make
fast, as in Bernard. : ) )
bligation in the most excellent master’s degree, now read to me from .
's light on masonry, pages 120 and 121, is substantially the same ob-
which I took in this degree. : B
1 was initiated into the first degree, a charge was read to me by the
f the lodge; this charge was substantially the same, as the charge
| to me¢ from Webb’s, monitor, New York edition, 1802, pages 46,
18. The charge was read to me from Webb’s monitor. I did not
some parts of this eharge binding upon me, when it was delivered to
icularly that part which says “that no institution was ever raised on
principle or more solid foundation, nor, were ever more exsellent rules
1l maxims laid down, than are inculcated in the several masonic lec-
This in the only part which I did not at that time consider binding.
o protest at that time against this part of the charge, to the lodge or
esiding. The reason why I did not protest at that time against that
he charge, was, because that at my initiation, I had been brought into
+ with a rope about my neck; I considered myself placed in the situa-
slave at that time; as I was brought into this state of feeling that I
- protest.
ex? reason why I did not consider this part of the charge binding was,
d embraced the religion of the Son of God, which I considered far
to ‘the masonic institution, and still do. 'The circumstance which
: that last impression was, that I was asked when at the altar—
do you believe in?” My answer was in Jesus Christ the Son of
was checked and ordered to say, ‘“‘in God.”” This impressed my
t the institution wished to exclude the religion of the Son of God.
was checked I then replied ““in God.”” I consider that this was a
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mere ontside form or garment. I did consider that by this expression they
wished to exclude Jesus Christ, the Son of Gad, or the religion of the Savior.

When I replied Jesus Christ the Son of Giod, it was -not my intention to
exolude God and the Holy Spirit. .

[ Questions by committee.] 1st, Do you consider that the words “‘Jesus
i)hricl the Son of God” include God the %’ather, and the Holy Spirit? Ans.
1 do not.

2d. Do you or do you not consider that the word God is equally appropriate
to God the }ather, God the Son, and God the Holy Ghost? and inclusive of
all?  Ans, I do not in every sense of the word.

The design to exclude Jesus Christ, and the religion of Jesus Christ, which &
I before referred to, I impute to the masonic institution and not to the mem-
bers of that institution; many of whom I esteem as christians. Upon examis
nation I am still of the opinion that the masonic institution excludes the
christian religion, because I do not find the words Jesus Christ used in the six
degrees which I have taken. I never heard it explained in a masonic lodge,
that the scriptures were to be the mason’s guide of faith and practice. Ihave
heard portions of the Scriptures read in the lodge. I never attended the ma-
sonic lectures in a lodge, except those lectures used at the opening and closing
of a lodge. I do not know whether in the lectures and instructions in lodges
portions of the scriptures are read or not. I am not positive whether a
charge was read to me after taking the fellow craft’s degree er not; a charge

. was read to me after takiog the master’s degree. After hearing the charge
-read, upon’ receiving the master’s degree, it occurred to me, that it was
not altoiether systematical; but I considered it binding so far as it did not coo-
flict with my religion, The charge read to me after the master’s degree was
‘the same in Webb’s Monitor, Salém edition, 1821, pages 68 and 69. The
part which I did not consider systematical is the first sentence of the charge
JDefore referred to in Webb’s Monitor, page 68.

[Question by commiitee.] Have you ever read in Webb’s Freemason’s
-Monitor, in a grand master’s address to a master elect, at the installation,
the following, as part of the address, viz.: “The Holy Writings, that great
Hight in masonry, will guide you to all truth; it will direct your paths to the
ttemple of happiness, and point to you the whole duty of man?”’ Ans. ] bave
“before this time and now.read the same. I have never been present at the
+installation of a master. .

Is it usual to give the same charge on conferring the past master’s degree,
;t‘hat is given at the installation of a master of a lodge. Ans. I do pot
know.

[Answer o following standing interrogatories marked D.] Ans. to 6th.
I never had, because I did not expect an oath would be administered; if I bad
I should not trave appeared, nor would I have suffered what I did go through
for all the honorable gentlemen are worth. After I bad taken the first de-
‘gree and found that an oath was admiaistered, I endeavored to find out wheth-
er oaths would be required in the other degrees by inquiring of a brother ms-
son; and he said ah! brother you will be satisfied after taking the other two
‘degrees. After I had taken the three first degrees I did expect that oaths
would be required in the higher degrees.

Ans. to Tth. Ithiok I did as far as it was in my power.

Aus. to 8th. I am confident that I did not then understand the oaths as I
now do. The reason was the master gave one word or sentence at a time
and I did not know what was to follow next. When the master came to the
words in the penalty, ‘“have my throat cut across,” I stopped, he drew the
bandle of his mallet or whatever he hiad in his band across my jthroat, a0
#old me to repeat, and then I repeated the same word that he used. All
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-obligations are given in this manner, the master proceeds to state the oath in
ths same manner, as if a school iaster or school mistress should say to a
child learning the alphabet A—and the child repeats A. The master in the
lodge states a word of the obligation and the candidate repeats it; this is the
only way. At the time of receiving these oaths I had, and ever since I hava
had doubts as to the propriety of administering such oaths. I made no in~
quiries before or at the time of taking the oaths. I am here speaking of
the oaths in the three first degrees. ’

Ans. to 9th. I consider that the first part of the gquestion is before an-~ -
awered. After taking the first oath I did reflect upon it before I took the
second, and in consequence reflecting upon the first oath I inquired of a broth-
er respecting further oaths as before stated ; upon this reflection I was not
satisfied with the first oath. In answer to a question, I say that after taking
the first oath and before taking the second, I made no’inquiry relative to tha
oath, except of the brother as before stated. After taking the other two
oaths I was not satisficd, I did not complain or object to these oaths while L
was a mason, because my masonic _obligations would net tolerate it, and L
was afraid the penalties of these oblizations would be inflicted upon me. L
never afterwards attended that lodge. Iuthe year 1816 I took the inaster’s
degree, and I took the degree of inost excellent master in the year 1822, L
removed from Warwick in April or May, 1816, two or three months after

I was initiated. .

[Questions by committee.] 1st. If you were dissatisfied with the three
first oaths, and you thought it dangerous to complain, was there any thing ir
your masonic oaths that prevented or made it dangerous for you to dissolve .
your connection with the lodge—was there any thing in your oaths that forbid
or prevented your complaining to the lodge, if so, what was it ?

Ans. T did cdnsider it at the time dangerous to secede. I then thought
there was danger of my complaining to the lodge ; I thought that the part of
wy obligation which forbids me to speak evil of a brother, either in the lodge
or out of it, and to keep the secrets of a brother inviolate, rendered it danger-
ouy for me to complain to the lodge, for I could not speak against the insti~
tution without speaking against those supporting it.

2d. Was there any thing in your masonic obligations which compelled you
to go on taking further degrees ?

Auns. No, there was not. i

8d. Were you asked these questions before taking the first degree, viz: “Do
You seriously declare upon your honor, before these gentlemen, that you are

* * solely prompted to solicit the privileges of masonry by a favourable opinion

conceived of the institution, a desire of knowledge, and a sincere wish of
being serviceable to your fellow creatures? Do you seriously declare upor
your honor, before these gentlemen, that you will cheerfully conform to all the
ancient estdblished usages and customs of the fraternity?” .
Ans, I wae asked these questions, and answered them in the affirmative.
4th. What was there in these questions which induced you to believe that
it was against your obligations to the lodge to complain to the lodge.
Ans. 1 considered that complaining to the Jodge would be complaining
against the usages, customs, and obligations of the lodge. I had these ques-
tions in connection with other things on my mind when I said I thought that
there was danger in y complaining to the lodge. .
5th. Did you consider the questions before referred to, and read to you on
your presenting yourszIf for the first degree ; the charges and oaths adminis~
- tered to you, as all to be connected ,in masonry, and equally binding upon

those who take themn ; and did you so masonically consider them yourself
when you took them.
4
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Ans. I did so, masopically consider them after reflection, and do so comil-
er them at this time, and I consider them as explaining each other.

Ans, to 10th. At first I had not time to consider them, but afterwardsen -
mature deliberation and reflection I did consider the oaths of that nature.
.Probably in the course of one year, I came to this conclusion. I then cos- |

_ sidered that I ought to be cautious in what I said against the institution.

Ans. to 11th. X know of none other. g
" Ans. to 12th. T de not know.

Ans. to 13th. I do not.

Ans. to 14th. I did, immediately-on reflecting upon them.

Ans, to 15th. I have before stated, when I took the degrees. I seceded
from the lodge in the year 1828. In the year 1827, I went frcm my resi-
dence’in Dig%ton, to Pawtucket in the latter part of September. I was at
the bouse of Capt. Baker ; Elder Daniel Greene, of Pawtucket, came in
and said he waanted to speak with me ; he then, after we retired into a room
asked me if I had visited a lodge lately, and I told him no—1 did not know
that I ever should again ; he then asked me if I knew that I eould not get
into a lodge. I observed to him that I (thought I could ; he observed that

. he bad reference to a particular circumstance that had taken place. I ask-
ed him what circumstance ? He observed that he had reference to Morgan’s

" illustrations, a book so called ; that, on that account, the lodges had passed
another degree or check word, in order to stop book-masons ; (having refer-
ence to the book before mentioned,) but observed, if you had been here last
evening, I could bave vouched for you, and you could have taken the degree
or check word. I then asked him if that book was true, and he answered .
with a aod of his head. I then asked him if Morgan was murdered, he said
be dare not say any thing to me on that subject, no otherwise than he would
there say toJme, no doubt he had suffered his just deserts according to his ob-
ligation, he then taking me by each arm said, ¢ I suppose that he bhad his
choice.” This was what first led me to a serious meditation, and to seeking
a fit opportunity tosecede. I then went home, and there secretly borrowed that
book. X read the book through, and found that-the oaths, obligations, and
penalties in that book, were in substance, the same as those conferred upon
me. This was the first operating cause which led me to seek an opportunity
to secede. I publicly renounced masonry in the fall of 1828, by publishing m
renunciation in a newspaper, the Fall River Monitor. I considered that
was then a master of the Manchester lodge from a notice I reccived last May.
1 ‘pade no private communication to the Marchester lodge, bccause I was
afraid to before I came out publiely.

How many members did the Manchester lodge consist of ?

Ans. At the time of my initiation, the lodge consisted of between thirty
and forty members, and perhaps more. I don’t know how many members the
lodge had at the time I withdrew or seceded, or who the members were at
that time.

[ Question by committee.] Were your brethren of the Manchester lodge,
with whom you bave been acquainted at the time you was initiated, or at abny
time since, men of such character that you should fear for your lie, n case
you communicated fo that lodge your intention to withdraw, before you had
come out publicly. )

Ans. The characters of the members of this lodge were fair ; I considered
them fair moral men, and some of them £ hope are christians. I could not
tell what their masonic obligations would lead them to do ; and therefore I
feared, to communicate to them iny renunciation.

during. the twelve years that you was a mason, ¢id you corsi’cr vourself
bound to execute such penalties vpon others? :
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Ans. I considercd myself masonically bound to perform all the oaths and ob-
gations to the lodge, but not morally and virtually bound to execute such
enalties. \ .

Ans, to 16th. I did not. :

*Ans. to 17th. I never heard that, and I never knew personally of any pun-
shment being inflicted by a lodge.

Auns. to 19th. I knew nothing about their deliberations, either one way or
1e other. To the second part of the question I knew nothing about the de-
berations of any lodge upon that subject.

Ans. to 20th. I considered masonically, that if the grand hailing sign bad
een given to me in such a case, I should have been in duty bound to vote for
1e mason ; the reason is, that the penalty of the obligation is, that I am
ound to go ona master mason’s errand, and to relieve him4f there is greater,
robability of saving his life, than of loosing my own. I speak masonically,
s a free man, and exelusive of the masonic obligation, I should not vete for
fe mason in such case, as a seceder 1 should not.

Ans. to2ist. I should masonically. I never practised under such a con-
truction of my masonic obligations, for I never received the grand hailing
ign. . )

Ans. to 22d. I never did ; to the latter part of the question I say, person-
lly I never did. : .

n answer to a question ; I never received . from others any information
hich satisfied my mind that any such crimes have been committed by masons,
s mentioned in the 16th interrogatory.

Ans. to 25th, I have never frequented lodges in other States; but I have
:ceived the same signs from masons from seven different states, {including
ais State.

In answer to other questions, witness says, ¢ the .reason why I was not
dumitted to the royal arch mason’s degree when I was propounded, was, that.
here were not three candidates for admssision at the time appointed for my
dmission ; and afterwards there was some mistake as to the time; and after
his I did not eare about being admitted.” . )

You said that on taking the first degree in masoury, you considered its
uature deistical and irreligious. Did you receive afterwards any explanation
hat satisfied you on that point, before you applied for the three last degrees
fou took ? . .

Ans. T never did. .

At the time you applied for the three last degrees did you then consider

three first as deistical and irreligipus ?

Aus. T did.

If theye were your cenvictions at the time of applying for those last degrees,
"hat were your motives in applying for them ? : :

Ans, T was informed by a brother, the Rev. Thomas W. Tucker, a
Methodist preacher, that he had been dissatisfied in the lower degrees, but
Yas informed that the upper degrees were more agreeable to the christian’s
lr‘“’ll!lgs, and he was goidg to take them, and thought I bad better ; and a

k was placed in my hand, the purport of which appeared to be more
Igteeable to the christian religion ; -this book Was a poem in praise of ma-
Yury, which book is now in the hands of Benjamin F. Hallett. Mr. Tucker
“blerved, that if I would take the higher degrees, the lodge would not require
ke fee for the degrees, as I was a clergyman, and he said he tho,l%bt I
fhould b2 satisfied. I mentioned to Mr. Tucker my dissatisfaction with the

Yee first degrees on account of their irreligious tendency. Mr. Tucker said
j'lf the Methodist brethren in Bristol, whose minds were exercised on the
Whject of religion were members of the lodge, many of them ; Mr. Tucker
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also said, that after the lodge in Bristol had closed in the mark master's de-
gree, they would open the master’s lodge, and I should see how pléasant it

was. I attended, and they did open a master’s lodge and they satisfied my

- mind some, on the subject of the higher degrees, for they had a pleasant time,
eonversed on the subject of religion, and appeared to be good men. I now
think it was a catch and was not a regular lodge. I worked myself into the
Jodge, in Bristol, and had no voucher I thought, I was not very bright, asa
mason, they said I was. I have conversed some with [the Rev. Wanton
Case on the subject of masonry, and expressed to him my dissatisfaction on
the three first degrees on account of their sath and irreligious tendency. He
had taken the higher degrees, did not incline to say much on the subject, said,
¢ there were many men of many minds.”” The subject cf my dissatisfaction
was not conversed about in the lodge.

When asked whether you considered your obligations binding, you bave
meveral times qualified your answer by saying they were masonically bind-

ing. When you se qualify them, are we to understand that although masoni-

cally binding, you did not consider them morally and virtually binding?

Ans. I did not. I considered them of that naturc that they ought oot to
bind a freeman ; and where I have spoken of my obligations as masonically
binding, I cannot explain my meaning better than by repeating this part of
my ohligation, in answer to this question : ¢ 1 do promise and swear, thatI
will always hail, ever conceal, and never reveal, any part or parts, arter
arts, point or points, of the secret, arts, and mysteries of ancient freemasonry,
which I have received, am about to receive, or may hereafter be instructed
in, to any person or persons in the known world, except it be to a true sud
Jawful brother mason. To all which, I do most solemly and sincerely prom-
ise and swear without the least equivocation, wental reservation, or self eva-

. aion of mind in me whatever.”

If on any occasion while you jwere a mason, your masonic obligations had
come in direct conflict with your religious, your moral, or your social -obligs-
tions, with your duty to your maker, to your country,¥or to your fellow citizens,
which obligations should you have considercd paramount, or of most binding
effect, and which should you have obeyed, your masovic, or your religious,
ormoral, or social obligations ?

Ans. I should have obeyed my religious obligations even to the sacrifice of
my life, if required.

Have you heard any mason justify the murder of Morgan except Elder
Greene; if so, who was the person, and where?

Ans. At a tavern about ten miles this side of Dedham, at the time of the
first antimasonic convention held at Dedham, about three years ago, I hes
& man say, if ever there was such a man as Morgan, and *‘ he had taken such
oaths as be had published, he was a damned perjured wretch, and deserved o
be killed.” This man was an entire stranger to me; I did not know his name,
and he said he was a_mason. Mr. Brayton Slade of Troy, Massachusetls,
and Luther Lincoln of Norton, Massachusetts, were present at this converss-
tion, Mr. Lineoln observed that he must be careful what he said, that a %-
ceder was preseat. 'The man replied, that he did not believe there was ase
ceder; but if there was, he was a perjured wretch, and deserved to die.
d_d&}uest. Had any mason seceded from any lodge in this State before you

i

Ans. There was not to my knowledge.

Quest. How long was it after you was told of the murder of Morgan by m3-
wons, as you have before stated, before you seceded from masonry?

Ans. I had the conversation with Elder Greeve sometime in Septembers
1827. 1 had heard of the death of Morgan before this, and had nerer seed
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any thing written on the subject; I seceded I think in the latter part of Octo-
ber or November, 1828. I made my mind known to my wife four or five
months before I seceded, and she persuaded me not to secede, from her fears
that I should be exposed to some injury. Levi Chace.

Abraham Wilkinson, having taken the affirmation, says, “I reside in North
Providence, and am a manufacturer; 1 am not a freemason, and never have
been, and I don’t think I ever shall be.

"[Question by Commitlee.)] Have you ever heard any mason or masons
express his or their approbation of the killing of Morgan; if so, who were
they, what did they say, and on what oecasions, and where?

Ans. After the news came to our village of the abduction of Morgan, on
several occasions I have heard masons speak on this subject; some weuld
Justify the killing of Morgan, and some would not: I have sow but one person
in my recollection who justified the killing. This is Samuel Greene, then re-
siding in North Providence, but now of Smithfield. He said, that if Morgan
bad disclosed the secrets of masonry, he did not see why any body need to
complain, for he bad suffered no more than his deserts, or what he had agreed
to; eitner one or the other of these expressions he made use of. I think this dec~
laration was made in the New England Pacific Bank, or by the door of the

Bank. There were several persons present; I think William Harris was

resent. I thiok this was in 1828; I cannot say positively that William

arris was present, but 1 believe he was present. I think there were sev~
eral persons present: I can’t say how many. The subject of the abduction
and murder of Morgan was introduced by some one; 1 do not recollect posi~
tively by whom, but as likely by me as any body; for I very early took an inter-
est’in this subject, and was considerably excited on the subject. ‘I'here was
ar argument between me and Samuel Greene on the subject. He appeared
to be some considerably excited; he seemed to speak with his usual degree
of warmth. I have had a great many conversations with masons on fhis sub~
ject; and some would seem to justify the killing of Morgan and some would
not justify it; but they would all seem to wish to get rid of it; would smile

and rather laugh at the excitement. These expressions, ¢ Morgan was a

poor, dissipated, perjured rascal; he received no more thao his deserts, and

you are meddling with that which was none of your business,” have been fre~
quently made to me by masons. I cannot recollect by whom these express~
ions were made, or when. When I have mentioned the subject, and spoke of

Morgan’s poor wife and children, these masons would reply, that ¢‘she was not
" his wife, but a poor prostitute picked up in the streeis of Philadelphia.” The

person who ‘made this expression I think was Col. Brastow, of the Manufac-

turer’s Hotel in Providence. I have been threatened for my attempts to in-
vestigate this subject. I was in the Roger Williams Bank in Providence
some-time in the year 1828, or the fore part of the year 1829; there was no
ene present but the cashier, Nathaniel Smith, and William Harris; and Sam-

uel E. Gardner came in and says, “ How do you do, Mr. Wilkinson?’’> and I
- replied, ‘“ ho w do you do?”” He says, “1 understand that you are an encour~

ager or~patroniser of that Free Press at Pawtucket.” 1 replied, ¢ suppose

I am, is there any thing unlawful in it, that I bave not a right to do?” He

says ‘It will do you more injury than any thing you ever did in your life.” [

_said ““You alarm me; be good enough to tell me how I am to be injured in d6=

ing that.” He says “It will be done by an unseen hand.” I do not recollect
" that any other conversation passed. I thought this was about far enough.

[Question by commillee ] Are you well acquainted with Samuel E. Gard-
ner, if so, is he not a warm tempered young man; rather hasty and intemper-
ate of speech frequently; and did you consider what he said as merely in cliar~
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acter and in bravado, or did you consider it a serious threat and warning, is- l
tended to be carried into execution? ' : : ‘

Ans. I have been well acquainted with him something like fifteen years; he
isa pretty free rified man in his conversation; speaks his mind freely, and ir-
dependently. I could not tell what he meant, but his counterance looked
pretty white, and as if he spoke the sentiments of his heart. I was impress-
ed seriously by what he said, with the conviction of the danger I was in, and
have ever since remained so impressed. There has been nething occurred
since to remove or lessen that impression, but on the contrary many things
have occurred to strengthen and increase it.

Ques. Were, or were not, your sentiments formerly favorable to masonry?

Ans. They were. I never withdrew my confidence from ‘masonry, judging
it by masons whom I knew, until the Morgan affair. I had many friends,
who were masons, from the time I was twenty-one years old; I used to open
my doora to them on public occasions, and joined with them in their festivities
so far as I could without being initiated, and this confidence I never have
withdrawn.

Ques. Have you, in conversation with Samuel Gréene, called the masonic
hall in Providence, thg slaughter house?

Ans. I have so called said hall, but do not recollect whether in conversa-
tion with Samuel Greene or not; and I have so ealled said ball several times.
I did this in conversation, but not nreaning that any body had been murdered
in that hall; but I meant to apply it to the institution or government of ma-
sonvy. I meant that the laws and principles of masonry lead to the commis-
sion of such crigres. I consider that the penalties of the masonic obligations
have kept the secrets of masonry so Jong. I have said that I believed mason-
ry has been the cause of the death of hundreds and hundreds, and I still he-
lieve it, I have evidence, that satisfied my mind, that such has been the
fact. This evidence is the account of the murder of Morgan, and the account
-of the murder of the author of a book called Jachin and Boaz. I do not
*know, who was the author of this book; I bave seen his name in some pub-
dication; I do not know what publication or when. ’

Quest. How long ago was it that the author of Jachin and Boaz was sup-
posed to be murdered? :

Ans. T have no data with me by which I can ascertain; 1 don’t know that
I have any at home; my memory don’t fix on any time.

Quest. From any impression now on your inind, or from any recollection of
-documents, can you say whether that event took place one hundred, or two
hundred years ago, more or less? .

Ans. My impression now is that it was an hundred years ago; but I have
no eertain recollection; I bad rather refer to some document for more certain-
ty, my impression now is, that it was one Samuel Pritchard who was myrder-
ed somewhat over one hundred years ago, and that masonry in consequence,
at that time, dwindled down to nothing, and was made a laughing stock to
the boys in the streets.

Quest. What other evidence have you for believing that bundreds and bun-
dreds of persons have been murdered by masors in corsequence of their ma-
sonic obligations? -

Ans. The accounts that one Murdock was murdered in‘the State of New-
York about thirty years ago. These accounts are what have been published
in the paper called the National Observer, at Albany, May 16, 1828; also
the same paper of April 11th, 1828. :

Quest. Have you ever said that you believed that five hundred masons had
been murdered in St. Jobn’s Hall in Providence?

Ans. I never said so, neither did ever think so. I have no sufficient evi-
deace to satisfy me that any person had been murdered by masons in this State.
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Ques. Have you any other evidence or information to communicate op this
subject? Ans. [ would communicate the account of the murder of Morgan
published in the Daily Advertiser and American, extra, dated March 1831;
and the Lockport trials reported in the Albany Journal of March 25th 1831;
and the account of the murder of Murdock in the Free Press, published at
Boston, June 11th, 1830: and also would refer the committee to the account
of the origin of the holy royal arch chapter in the'Antimasonic Review, 2 vol.
{:ff 294, and also to the account of the murder of William Miller in the same

, page 160; and I would also exhibit & print styled *Illustrations of Ma-
sory,” representing the murder of Samuel Pritchard and William Morgan,
X would also refer to the account of the murder of Archibal Kennedy, referred
toin the report of the proceedings of the antimasonic state convention of Mass-
achusetts, May 19th and 20th, 1831, page 10th; also to Webb’s Mouitor,
New-York edition, 238 page, relative to punishment of death. '

Ques. Have you not seen publications denying the murder of William Mil-
ler. Ans. Ihave. AranaM’ WILKINSON.

William Harris having taken the affirmation says. I reside in North-
FProvidence, and am a manufacturer. I recollect a conversation by Samuel
Greene in Pawtucket, on the subject of the murder of Morgan, said Greene
mid, “that if Morgan had been guilty of disclosing the secrets of masonry,
as be had been charged with deing, he had suffered justly,’” or expressions to
®hat effect. I believe that I have beard one other mason justify the murder
<f Morgan; this mason was Barney Merry of North Providence, recenily
grand master of the lodge. Said Merry’s expressions were very much to the
mame effect as those uttgred by said Greene. I am not a mason and never

ave been. I was once encouraged about ten or twelve years ago or more by,
Mr. Hezekiah Howe, formerly of North Providence, but now residing in the
Biate of New-York, to join the lodge; and I then asked bim whether if I
mhould by any means, sleeping or waking, disclose any of the masonic secrets,
ior oaths, what would be the consequence ? And he answered, very solemnly,
%death.” Said Howe now regides, as I understand, at Mr. David- Wilkin-
son’s manufacturing establishment near Albany, N. Y.; and he is a royal
arch mason, as I have been informed. Said Howe was a man that spake
very freely. I do not know of any other conversatious of this kind on ma-
sonry that is important. .

T will state one other circumstance; about two years since, I was in con-
versation with a person who had been a master of a.vessel end who had been
a high mason,—his name was Chace James,—I think he belonged formerly
on the Cape;—now resides in Pawtucket. He stated to me that in a eer-
tain voyage he had made, when he was mate, (Chace had then been captain
twenty-five years,) he said their vessel was in distress when they saw a
French ve;ael appro «ching, I think, but am not positive; the captain, he said,
gave ‘the foreign vessel a masonic signal, but did not bring her too; he, the
captain, came to Chace and stated the circumstance, that he could not bring
the vessel too, he Chace ther undertook it himself, as being a higher mason
from what I could draw from him; and after hailing the ship gave a masenic
tixnal, and -in relating this he repeated the same signal in my view, not
knowing that I, the witness, was versed in masonic signals. = I upon this stat-
od to said Chace; I know %ow you brought too this vessel—you gave the grand
hiling sign, as you have now given it to me. When said Chace discovered ,
his mistake in using this sign in my presence; I not being a mason; be beg-
ged of me not to name the circumstance to anp person; for he was fearful
tbat the masons would serve him as they had served Morgan—and I could
plainly perceive by his feelings that he was alarmed: it struck me so. I then
stated to said Chace, that I would not injure him. This was my difficulty
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about my declining at first in this statement to give the name of said Chace. '
I then stated to him the observation of Solomon Southwick, that he, South-
wick, “had for some time felt himself in jeopardy of his life, but there was
one consolation, that masonry had already killed one too many to attempt it
again.” » :

g‘E;}.uest. Was this remark made by Southwick at the time he was a can-
didate for governor? :

Ans. 1 think it was a little before he was a candidate. -

Quest. Were you then intimately acquainted with the masonic signs and
for how many degrees; how did you acquire your knowledge of them; aad
what was your inducement for making a study of the masonic signs?

Ans. lyam troubled with a short memory, and could not give many of
said signs. I bad studied Bernard’s Light on Masonry. [ think he goes to
forty-four degrees. My inducement for pursuing this study was to watchile | .
operations of masonry, which I have for the last twelve years. |

Quest. Were you one of the signers of the antimasonic memorial to the
General Assembly, and a member of the late Antimasonic State Conventio,
so called? -

Ans. I was; and for attending the first antimasonic convention I was
accosted by a friend, a high mason, who stated tome, with a greatdel
of earnestness, that I had better keep in the back ground; that he was per
suaded, thrat it would be very much to my injury to have my name made usedf | -
in that way; he said I might do as much in the back ground and pushth
thing as hard as I pleased against masonry; but as a friend he prayed thatl
would not come forward in the way that I had. This friend of mine was
Crawford Titus, now of Warwick, R. I.

Quest. Was you present in the Antimasonic State Convention when that
couvention resolved and declared “itself to be a political party; and if so did
you vote for that resolution?

Anps. I was present at that convention, and think I voted ‘for said resol-
tion, I do approve of it, and am a political antimasan.

Quest. Was it not the circumstance that Yhese conventions had assumed]:
the character of a political party, that your friend Mr. Titus gave you this
friendly advice ?

Ans, T do not know but it might be.

Quest. When Samuel Greene made the declaration before alluded to, was
be in an argument on _the subject of masoory, and was this the case with
Barney Merry ? .

Ans. I think said Greene was in an argument on the subject of masoory,
and I thought his feelings were rather excited, by the looks of his eye. It was}.
from some question put to said Merry, ithat he made the declaration be-
fore stated; I think I told him that Morgan was murdered, or kidnapped,
or something like it. Merry is a very cool man. This conversation with said
Merry, I thiuk was a year or more after the news of Morgan’s murder was ia
circulation.

Quest. At what time was Bernard’s light on Masonry published?

Ans. I think in the summer, or fall of 1829,

Quest. Was there not just previous to the excitement on the subject of ma=:
sonry, a strong party feeling in Pawtucket? - ;

Ans. There was. ¢

Quest. was there not an unusual bitterness of feeling in that community?

Ans. There was. :

Quest. Had one’ or more of the principal members in the lodge in that’
place had a law suit with your father in law, Mr. Abraham Wilkinson, knowa
by the name of the seargent trench case. .
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- Ans. David Wilkinson, & mason, and a member of that lodge I presume,
was a party to said law suit. ’ ’
Quest. -Were you present at the time of the conversation between Abra-
ham Wilkinson and Samuel E. Gardoer in the Roger Williams Bank, meo-
tioned in the deposition of said Wilkinson, and did you hear the conversation?
Ars. I was present and heard the part of said conversation, in which said
“Giardner said “it would be done by an unseen hand.”
WirrLiam Harnis,

To the Honourable, Committee of the State of Rhode Island, &ec. for the

purpose of investigating the charges against freemasonry. ’ :
. Gentlemen—1I should not presume to trouble  you, were it not, for the fact
. that my name has been made use of by Messrs. Abm. Wilkinson and Wm.
_ "Harris, in their examination before you in Providence: that  only must be m
**apology, for trespassing on your time in stating the conversation I had wit
- them'in September, 1828, in the Roger William’s Bank, in Providence, viz:
I went into the Roger William’s Bank in Sept. 1828. Mr. Abm. Wilkinson
and Mr. W. Harris was in the bank, Mr. Smith and his clerk, behind the
counter, Mr. Wilkinson said to me I wish you to renew one half of our note
due your bank (Lime Rock, R. I.) of $1293,15, due the 20th instant. I
"-imaid to Mr. Wilkinson, that the wants of the bank were such that we could
i mot do it, or comply with his request. Mr. Wilkinsen then said, then you
will have the honour of having one of our notes protested. I told Mr. Wil-
kinson that if he was as great a general as he was stated to be in the
Cadet, I did not believe he would let his note be protested. Mr. Wilkinson
said that was what that nasty, little, stinking Sturtevant had written, and
made several personal allusions respecting masonry, and his brother David.
Mr. Wilkinson then said that Sturtevant met him in the street in Pawtucket,
and asked him if he had made use of the above language. Mr. Wilkinson
told him he bad not, for be left out the word stinking. At the August
town meeting, Mr. Wilkinson said he told him to stand further off as he did
not wish to be made drunk so early in the morning by inhaling his breath, and
said a good deal more respecting town meeting and voting in August. I ask-
ed Mr. Wilkinson how much money he subscribed for the Pawtucket Herald,
he said I could find out by going or calling at the office. I told ‘Mr. W.
Harris that T understood he put in $1000, he said only $500, and I think then
" went out, but I am not positive. I then told Mr. Wilkinson that it was the
worst business he ever undertook. Mr. Wilkinson said, in great warmth,
ou tell me I have undertaken a bad business! I never was told so in all my life
before. I then told Mr. Wilkinson he could not discover the hand that might
injure him ; or words to that import. Mr. Wilkinson said in reply, great}
agitated, my God, am I to have my throat cut, and I not know it ! No,
will sooner lay down on my belly and eat dirt, before I will come to the Lime
Rock Bank, for an other favour, and I will whip my dogs out of your track or
path immediately. So ended the conversation.

I will now explain—We were both labouring under great excitement at
time, and one word will often bring on another in reply, and it being some-
what wy disposition to irritate Mr. Wilkinsor; the words spoken were with-
out any future meaning, nor were intended to have been remembered by me,
-much more to have had them brought in question to establish a thing, that I
spoke the sentiments of masonry, or that any otherjperson should suffer for my
indiscretion in use of words; when excited, a great many things are often said
in haste, without meaning or sense in order to niaintain your ground or irri-
tate the .persosn with whom you are conversing, and should not be laid to
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charge him criminally, or subject others more reserved in conversation to
blame. I remain, yours, respectfully, :
: Samoer E. Garpxen.

Barney Merry, of North Providence, Rhode Island, manufacturer, sworn
says, in answer to the following questions. o L

Do you recollect the conversation imputed fo you by William Harris in bis
deposition now read to you ? . _ .

Ans. I do not recollect any such conversation; I have reflected upon this
subject and have endeavored to bring it to my mind, but cannot recellect any
such conversation. I never have deliberately justified the murder of Morgan
in any manner whatever, or the conduct of those masons, who were coneerned
in that transaction. . . .

Question by request of Walter Paine, Jr. Did youfnot take io the
Knight Templar’s degree an obligation called the fifth libation ?"if so, it -
not considered and explained by masons, of that degree to be the seal of all
-your former oaths and the most serious of any obligation administered in the
anstitution? i

Ans. I shall decline answering this question. .

Question by the commiltee. Did you take in the Kuight Templar’s degree
the obligatian read to you from Bernard’s light on masonry, page 164, called

_the fifth libation, and commencing with the words, ‘¢ This pure wine,” &e. !
_ Ans. Idid not.

Question by request of Joseph S. Cook Did you ever take any masonic
obligation wkich you thought would conflict with your civil, moral, religious,
or social obligations?

Ans. I never did.

Question by request of William Harris. Did you not in this house ob-
serve to me in speaking of my evidence, after saying you did net recollect it,
observe that if you did make such a declaration, it must have been in reference
to the oaths in masonry ?

Ans. I do not recollect any such conversation ; I had some conversatioa
with you on the subject of your evidence, and observed to you, that I could
not recollect any such declaration as you had imputed to me; that if I ever
bad made any such declaration it must have been in consequence of some un-
reasonable charge against masons, and under the excitement of my feelings i»
consequence of such charge. :

Question af the request of William Hurris. Have you at any time, since
the excitement against masonry, in the capacity of grand master, visited the
lodges in this State, with the view of explaining the oaths or obligations, of
to induce them not to give up their charters. Please explain minutely the

* purpose of said visitation to any or all of the lodges in this State?

Auns. I never have visited the lodges for that purpose.

Question by the request of the same. Have you ever as grand master re-
ceived any masonic communications from the grand lodges in other states, of
their officers. And if so what was the nature of those communications?

' Ans. 1 never have, as an individual, received any communications from the
grand lodges or their officers in other States; and the only communicationss

. ever received by the grand lodge in this state since I have been a member,
from such grand lodges, or their officers, have been notices of their proceedings
at their annual election of officers; and these communications are at the ser—
vice of, and may be seen by the committee, -

Question by request of Benjamin F. Hallelf. A charge from Webb’s
Monitor, page 72, has repeatedli been read in the course of this investigatioa
by the committes. In that charge this sentence occurs, ¢ Be true and
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Rithful, and imitate the example of that celebrated Artist, whom you this eve-
wing represent.” Please explain the allusion and meaning of this part of
said charge, and the nature and object of the representation there alluded
to, with its reference to masonic penaities. - .

Please state whether the following: injunction or the like occurs in one of
the lectures of the master mason’s degree, referring to the same representa-
tion alluded to in the above charge addressed to the candidate, viz :—
“ Brother A. before we can proceed any further with you, in this solemn cer-:
emony, it will be necessary for you to travel in order to convince the breth-
ren of your fidelity and fortitude. In the course of your travels you may meet
with ruffans who will endeavor to extort from you the secrets of a master
masons. Some will go so far brother A. as éven to threaten to take your
life, but you must he prepared even to lay down your life, rather than to re-
veal any of the secrets of freemasonry that have been communicated to you,,
Therefore on your firm fidelity and fortitude, rest our further favors.”

Ans. I shall decline answering this question. _

" Question by request of Joseph S. Cook. Do you consider the question as
alluding to part of the ceremontes, which you do not think material to the pub-
lic, as a reason why you decline answering it? : L

Ans. This is the only reason why I decline answering this question.

Question by the commitlee. Can the masonic ceremonies, signs, manner

working, and what are called the secrets of masonry in any way directly
or indirectly, affect the rights or interest of any person not a mason?

Ans. They cannot to his injury so far as I am acquainted. They are
confined exclusively to masons.

Question by request of Benjamin F. Haleit. If a mason is required to
suffer his life to be taken, rather than have ‘the secrets of masonry extorted
from him, ought he not to suffer imprisonment and death, sooner than disclose
the secrets if called upon in a court of Law, and compelled to disclose them
wunder his civil oath ¢ e

Aunps. This is an extreme case which I know nothing about, and cannot tell
what & mason ought to do in such a case. And I cannot conceive any possi-"
able case in which it would -be the duty of any court to require a mason to re-’
veal his masonic secrets, or if such secrets should be revealed they could
affeet directly or indirectly the rights or interest of any person not amason.

Question Zy request of Benjamin F. Haliett. May not masonic signs and
secrets be used by bad men as a medium of communication and concert, dan~
gerous to the rights of those who are not masons? : g

Ans. I do not know what might be done by bad men; and I do not
think that masons could use the signs and secrets in this wayyand act upon
the principles of masonry. B

Question by commiilee. Is not this principle taught in. masonry, to suffer
death rather than disclose the secrets? . - C

Ans. Such a principle is not at.all taught in masonry. L )

Question by request of J. Freize. If satisfied that masonic secrets conflict-
ed with the duties of a good citizen, would not your obligations and charges
as you understand them, require of you to give up those secrets in obedience
to your civil oaths ? :

Ans, They would require me so to give those secrets.

Question by Benjamin F. Hulletf. 'If a mason were to give the masonic
sign to a masonic juror, and that juror be induced thereby, to aid him as'a
brother mason, against one who was not a mason, could wnot this secret of
masonry in such a case affect the rights of those who are not masons ?

Ans. [ never knew of any such case, and norespectable mason could receive
suy such communication, as it would be in direct oppositien to the princi-'
ples of masonry.
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Question by request of .Abraham Wilkinson. Would not a mason on trixt
have secret means. of communication with a judge or juror, who was a mason,
whieh one, not a mason could rot have ? :

Anps. Masons have certain signs which they occasionally make use of to
recognize each other; these signs are made use of by masons for masenic in-
tercourse, and to enable masons to know each other, and for no ether purpose
whatever. I never knew the signs made use of to obstruct the cause of
Jjustice. . BarnEYy MERRY.

Samuel Greene, of Smithfield, in Rhode Island, manufacturer, sworn, says,
I am a Mason, and have taken the several degrees in Masonry, the Royal
Arch degree and several of the degrees in Knighthood.

Did you utter the declaration in these words, that ¢ if Morgan had disclosed
the secrets of Masonry,” you ‘ did not see why any body need complain, for
he had suffered no more than his deserts or what he_had agreed to,”” imputed
to you by Abrabam Wilkinson in his deposition now read to you ?

Answer. I never uttered any thiog like this declaration to bim. There
was some conversation about Morgan, and there was a good dea) of warmth
expressed on both sides between myself and the other persons. The expres-
‘sion which I made use of as near as I recollect, Was that ¢ Morgan was a
great scoundrel according to his own showing ; and perbaps got nothing more
than justice ;> and T further said too, I thought that the Anti-Masons ought
not to complain as long as Masons only killed Masons, and perhaps that would
be a better way to get rid of such scamps as we masons were. This decla-
ration was not made to Abraham Wilkinson. When I uttered these declara-
tions I was a good deal irritated. I never intended o approbate the killing
of Morgan, for I detested it as much as any man could. Alter uttering these
declarations and having heard that Abraham Wilkinson and William. Harris
had stated in the streets that I bad justified the murder of Morgan, I saw
said Wilkinson, I think, at the New England Pacific Bank ; and in conver-
sation with him he charged me with these things, and I told him it was a
misrepresentation, and endeavored to explain to him what I had said on thi¢
subject and in what manner I said it. He bad said a great many irritating
things ; called the masonic hall in Pawtucket a slaughter house ; saidif I did
not leave that abominable, stinking, blood staified order, my character would
stink above ground. I do not positively recollect to whom I uttered the said
declarations, but I think it was a chap by the name of Claflin, who had bees
in the employment of said Wilkinson ; and he made bimself busy in makiog
nischief between me and said Wilkinson. I have no recollection of utter-
ing any such expression as is imputed to me by William Harris in bis
deposition now read to me. I have stated to William Harris more than once
or twice, that I never bad taken any obligations in masonry which would
influence me to do any thing improper, as a good citizen or neighbor, and that
I considered myself bound by my masonic obligations to support the laws of the

overnment under which I lived, and to be a good, quiet and peaceable citizes.
i[e replied at the time that he did not doubt that such was the case with me,
but be believed it was different with some other masons: that be had no fault to
find with me as a peighbor or citizen. Mr. Harris said he would take m
word on any subject but that of masonry, and then he would not believe what
said because he considered I was sworn to lie.

Did you utter to any person or persons declarations similar to that uttered
¥ Claflin ?

WAnswer. I Lave no recollection of it.

In answer to a question. 1 recollect that the general features of the royal
arch mason’s obligation read to me from paper marked [B] are the same 85

~
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the oath which I took, and I do not recollect any variations. I do not recol-
iect to have heard of any of the variations, from the ‘vath now read to me
from paper marked [E] as laid down in the obligation in Allyn’s Ritual, pages
148, 4, 6 and 6, administered in any chapter.

In answer to a question by request. I cannot say whether there was or
was not agy thing ig the royal arch oath, which bound me to keep the
secrets of a companion royal arch mason. It is a number of years since
[ heard this oath administered, not having been in the habit of visiting lodges
and chapters for the last several years, excepting occasionally at the election:
of officers.

In answer to a question. I say that I have no recollection of having taken
the thrice illustrious knights of the cross.

In answer to a question. I was present at a lodge in Pawtucket, but
cannot recollect what year, when something was instituted to prevent impo-
sitions on the lodges. I think this was called a check. The reason given for
instituting this check was to guard against impositions. SamueL GREENE.

Duansel Greene, having taken the affirmation, says, I reside in the village
of Pawtucket, and am a minister of the gospel by profession. )

Question by commiltee. Do you recollect a conversation stated in a depoz
sition given by Levi Chace, and now read to you, which conversation is rela-
ted by said Chace in the words following viz: “ Elder Daniel Greene of Paw-
tucket, came in and said he wanted to speak with me ; he then, after we
retired into a room, asked me, if I had visited a lodge lately; and I told him
wo, I did not know that I ever should again, he then asked me if I knew that I
could not get into a lodge. I observed to him that I thought that I could;
be observed that he had reference to a particular circumstance that had taken
place. I asked him what circumstance ? He observed that he had refer-
ence to Morgan’s illustration, a book so called ; that on that account the
lodges had passed another degree or check word, in order to stop book ma-
sons, (having reference to the book before mentioned,) but observed if you had
been here last evening, I could have vouched for you, and you could have
taken the degree or check word. 1 then asked him if that book was true, and
be answered with a nod of his head. I then asked him if Morgan bad been
murdered ; he said he dare not say any thing to me on that subject, no oth-
erwige than he would then say to me no doubt he had suffered his just deserts
according to his obligation. He then taking me by each arm said, I suppose
that he had his choice ?” . :

Answer, I recollect, if my memory serves me, of having three conversa-
tions on the subject of masoary with said Levi Chace. The first conversation
was at Capt. Baker’s ; I sat some time in the room at Capt. Baker’s and
conversed on other subjects, and previous to our parting, we. went into the
other room, (I being familiarly acquainted with the family,) and I then asked
said Chace if he had visited a lodge lately? (we standing up and conversing but
a few minutes,) he replied he had not. I told him I doubted whether he would®
be able at that timeto get into a lodge, if he.had not visited one lately, as there-
was a good deal of excitement in consequence of many books and some impos-
tors that were about; that the grand lodge had taken a great deal of precaution
and had instituted something new among them to prevent these impostures ;
that if he bad not learned that, he would not be able to visit a lodge until he
had, and I should advise him to get it immedimtely if he intended to visit a
lodge. I think I observed to him that if ke'had been here last evening, I
could have vouched for him, and he could bave got what the grand lodge had
instituted ; but that he could not get it except at the lodge where he belonged,
untless some ons could voush for him. There was no conversation at that time
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between said Chace and myself respecting the murder of William Morgan.—
I had a conversation with said Chace on this-subject at my house ; we were
alone by ourselves ; the substance of the couversation was this. He asked
wme if I thought that Morgan was murdered ? I replied that according to the
best accounts I could get I believed that Morgan was murdered. He then
‘asked me if I believed that the masons did it > I told- him I believed they
had done it according to the accounts in the papers which I bad read. The
expressions which I then made use of were these : I told him, that I thought
it was an awful thing before God, but that we were not to blame for what
others did ; and that there was no society but what bad its bad members,
never justified the murder of William Morgan in any conversation with said

Chace or before any man living, in any way whatever.
~ Answers to the several questions hereunlo annexzed, on paper marked [D.)
Answer to Ist. I have taken all the masonic degrees in"regular succession
up 1o the degree of kright templar, inclusive, as administered by the regular
lodge in Pawtucket, and by ,the chapter and ‘encampment in Providence, and
in said lodge, chapter and encampment. I -cannot recollect by whom the
séveral oaths and obligations were administergd ; this can be ascertained by
veferring to the records. ’ '
RIAnswex' to 2d. I Lave not read Bernard’s Light on Masonry or Allyn’s

itual.

Question. Are the oaths or obligations in the entered apprentice’s, fellow:
- eraft’s and master mason’s degrees now read to you from paper marked [A]
substantially the same oaths and obligations which were administered to you
. on taking these several degrees ?

Auswer. According to the best of my recollection they are substantially
the same. o

Quest, Was this clause ip the obligation which you took on receiving the
master mason’s degree, viz. ¢ I do promise and swear, that if any part of
this obligation be omitted at this time, I will hold myself amenable thereto
whenever informed?”’

Ans. It was not; [ never heard it before, or any thing of the kind.

Quest. Was there in the master’s oath which you took any thing relative
to the grand hailing sign of distress? -

Auns. I donot remember any thing about such a clause. )

Ans. to 10th. I did not understand that I gave any such jurisdiction; or
that I was to exercise it over others.

Ans. to 14th. 1 did not. I have always understood it to be a charitable
institution; and I have found it to be snch.

Ans. to 16th. I never did.

Aps. to 17th. Y never did.

Ans, to 18th. They do strictly.

- Ans. to 19th. I never did.

Ans. to 20th. To the first part of the question I say, I did not. To see-
ond part of the question I say, I should conduct in such case in the same way,
as towards a brother in the church.

Ans. to 21st. I never did. ‘

Ans. to 22d. T never did.

. Ans, 0 23d. T consider that these several obligations can never come is
conflict with each other. ’

Ans. to 25th. I never visited but one lodge in another state; and I do ot
know that I discovered any difference in this respect in that lodge.

Ans. to26th. I do not know any thing about this subject.

Ans. to 27th. 1 do not know. .

Ans. to 28th. Ido notknow any thing about it; I do net know.that I

" have visited a lodge since that time; but 1 may have.
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Ans. to 30th. I do not know of any. : S
_Ans. to 31st. 1 do not know any thing about it. ‘
- Question by request. Did you ever learn masonically, or any other way in
vhich you placed conlidence, that Morgan was about to, or had disclosed
he secrets and oaths of masonry? :
- Ans. I never knew any thing mere about it, than what the antimasons
old me, and what I have read in their books, papers, almanacs, &c.

Ans. to 33d. 'l never heard.

Ans. to 35. I do not know any thing about their funds, further than as X
1ave been concerned on committees in appropriating them for charitable pur-
roses. . : -

Ans. to 36th. There are certain signs and ceremonies by which a mason
:nters and leaves the lodge; and I never inquired into these signsand cere-
nonies, so far as to ascertain whether they refer or have allusion particularly
0 the masonic obligations or not. I do not remember particularly whether
nasons are taught that these signs and ceremonies refer to the masonic obliga-
tions or not; but I presume they are taught all about it in the lectures,

Question by request. In your entered apprentice’s oath, you bound your-
self in no less penalty than baving your tbroat cut across, &c;. to whom did '
your consider you bound yourself under that penalty?

Ans. 1 did not consider that I gave power to any one to inflict such pun-
ishment upon me. . -

Question by request. Have you ever had any evidesce to satisfy you that
:ipgculative freemasonry existed previous to 1717; if so what was that evi-

ence. : -

Ans. I always believed it to be an ancient insfftution; I never examined
into the evidences of it critically, I have no particular.evidence, other than
the masonic monitor.

Question by request. Have you ever held out the opinion to others, or be-
lieved yourself that the Institution has existed 5831 years?

Ans. [ do not remember of having stated how old the Iupstitution was. I
believed it to.be’ ancient. )

Question by request. Do you as a royal arch mason, consider yourself un-
der stronger obligations to a brother royal a.ch mason, as respects cherity,
than you do to an eatered apprentice? What is the object of having so many
degrees in masonry, by means of which the various classes of masons have
secrets to keep, not only from the world, but from each other? -

Ans. To first part of the question, I do not know that I do  In answer to
second part of the question, I say, I do not know what the object was of hav-
lng so many degrees in masonry. .

In answer to a question by request, I say, that I cannot recollect any thiig
about the obligation read to me from Beroard’s light on masonry, page 164,
talled the 5th libation. . .

Question by request. Can you remember of ever Yrinking wine or its rep-
*esentative out of a human skull in an encampment? ) .

Ans. I do not know, that it can effect the interests of any person whether
[ have drank wine out of a skull, or out of a tin cup, or bason.

DanieL GREENE. *

Charles F. Searle, of Providence, Rhode-Island, sworn, says, in answer to
the following question: o o,

Quest. by the request of Moses Richardson. Did you ever hear Abraham
Wilkinson say, that there had been 500, more or less, murders committed in
mason’s hall in Providence or Pawtucket? = .. = - ' :

Ans. In the latter part of the spring or the fare-past of. thia last- summer, X
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think, but am not positive, Mr. Southworthand Mr. Abrahi  Wilkineon were
conversing together near the market-house in Providence, on tne subject of ma-
sonry; a large ‘number of persons were collected around, perhaps fifty; Mr.
Southworth pointed to the masonic hall and asked Mr. Wilkioson how memy:
‘men he supposed had been murdered in that lodge? Said Wilkinsoa
ed, more than five hundred, you puppy! He said it in an irenical way, and rair
ed a considerable laugh. They both appeared to be excited. '

Quest. by request of Abraham Wilkinson. Do you know that I saw him
point to the hall? :

Ans. I cannot say positively that you did. You and said Southworth were
facing each other. ..

Quest. by request of Abraham Wilkinson. Was not my answer applied
generally to masonry, or by means of the institution? ]

Ans. I do notknow how others understood it, I understood it as applyiag o
masons. Csaries F. Spanus.

- Burringlon Anthony, of Providence, Marshall of the district of Riwde-
Island, sworn, says, I am not a freemason.

Quest. Have you ever heard Abraham Wilkinson say that there bad beea
five hundred, more or less, murders committed in the mason’s hall in Providesc
or Pawtucket? ) S

Ans.” Sometime ago I was coming out of Mr. Searle’s office, and heard
talk in the street near the market house, and this called my attention to the
market-house window in front of the street. . The conversation appearedts be
between Mr. Abrabam Wilkinson and Mr. Southworth, and upon the subjestef
masonry and antimasonry™as I inferred from their remarks; and it a
to be toward the close of their conversation. The only-words which I disti
Iy recollect were these.—Mr. Southworth said, how many do you think haw
been murdered in this hall? (at the same time throwing his hand up towards the
masonic hall.) Said Wilkinson replied very quick, and rather.in a passios,
ﬁ;e hundred, you puppy! These were the expressions as near as I canr:
them, :
Quest. by request of Abraham Wilkinson. Do you know that I saw. hin
point at the bali? '

Ans. I do-not know whether you saw him or not. ’

Quest. by request of Abraham Wilkinson. In your conversations with Mr.
Wilkinson at different times, on the subject of masonry, did you ever heat
him speak otherwise than of the institution; and did you ever hear him apply
his opinions to its members?

Ans. I cannot recollect any particular conversations with him on that sb-
ject. : BuRRINGTON ANTHOAY.

John Gardner, of North Providence, manufacturer having taken the sl
mation, says, in answer to the following question. .

Have you ever heard any freemason justify the murder of William Morges.
Xf 80, who was the person, when and under what circumstances?
;Ans. I cannot say that T have other than this ; about four-yearsage

I fell in with Morgan’s book, and with some other disclosures of masosry ;
and about that time I fell in conversation with Samuel Greene, then of
Providence, but now of Smithfield; and I asked bim respecting the trefd
the disclosures by Morgan and others; and he-gave me rather an evasivess-
swer; and very soon began in this way, ‘ he said that any personthat
take them oaths and then disclose them, ought to suffer death.” The co*-
versation there stopped; I said no more to him nor.lie to me on the suject.
This* conversation took place in our store in Pawtucket, the said Gusess, b
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father and myself being then in business together. Said Greene made this decla-
ration deliberately. He went out of the store, and in the course of three or four
-days after thgt he came in the same store, and then asked me if I bad reported
that he had said, ‘it was good enough for Morgan if he was murdered.’ I told him
I never had said so; and then asked him, if there was such a report in circu-
{ation, he said that there was. Itold him then he need not fay it to me, for
I never had said any thing about the conversation which took place a few days
before, to any person; this was all that was said at that time on the subject.

In answer to a question by the Lommittee.

I belong to that political party in this State, calied political antimasons ;
there is no mistake about that.

Question by request. Were you a political antimason at the time of this
conversation; if not why are you a political antimason now?

Ans. At the time of this conversation I bad rather a favorable opinion of
masonry, and could not be considered as an antimason; since that time by
reading the disclosures which have been published on the subject of masonry,
and writings on this subject, for I read both sides; I became an antimason.

In answer to a question by request. I have never been a mason.

Question by request. Did you ever hear Abraham Wilkinson, for any
sther person say any thing about a murder said to be conmitted by masons in
Rhode Island, if so please state it?

Ans. I cannot say for certainty, that I have heard Abralam Wilkinson
say any thing on this subject, I may have heard him speak of it. I do not
know that I have heard any thing in particular said on this subject ; but I
have heard the subject conversed upon frequently, and have also read the ac-
count of it in the papers. ' :

In aoswer to a question by the committce.

I never heard any person’say, that he knew of any personsfbeing murdered
in Rhode Island by masons. - ' JoHN GARDNER.

Ray Potter, of Pawtucket, Massachusetts, minister of the gospel, being
sworn, says, I have taken one degree in masonry, but am not an adhering
mason. Rev. Moses Thacher called on me I think in September or October,
1831, and shew me a letter relative to the report or statement of said Thach-
er, that a man had been murdered by the grand fodge in this State. This
letter was from a man in the State of Maine or New Hamipshire; there was
an injunction of secrecy in the letter, that the name of the writer should not
be revealed; and Mr. Thacher beld his thumb partly over the name of the
writer. I do not know the name of the writer. His letter stated that the
writer kad seen the account of ‘said Thacher published in the Masonic Mir-
ror. And the name of the person, who was said to have been made a mason
illegally, was Delton C. Smith, who now resides in the state of New-York,
and is the brother-in-law of Caleb Sayles; aad said Smith has a brother now
residing in Burrillville or Gloucester. The letter also represented that this
affuir, relative to the man’s being clandestinely made a mason, took place
about thirty years ago. The object of the letter was to obtain the name of
the person, who made said Smith a mason illegally. The writer of the letter
formerly resided in Rhode Island, as it appeared from the letter, and had
forgotten the name of the person who illegally made said Smith a mason. Mr.
Thoacher did not say any thing about what he had done in consequence of bis
baving received said letter. The letter contained no other reference to any
other facts or circumstances relative to the alleged murder of the person, who
made said Smitha mason illegally, than what I bave before stated.

Said Thacher communicated to me no other facts or circumstances rela-
tive to said alleged murder, than what he had before published in the papers.

6 .
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" 1 do not recellect the name of the town where the letter was dated; I saw the

pame of the town and think I saw the post mark. I never have heard that
said Thacher has made this lettcr known, .

Questica by the committee. ~ From all that you found in that letter, and
all that Moses ‘Thacher added to it, did you come to the conclusion and be-
lief, that any such murder, as was by said Thacher or the writer of the let-
ter hinted at or alluded to, had ever been committed?

Ans. I did not come te any such conclusion. .

Ques. Have you ever mentioned and cipculated the circumstances related
in your last answer; have ‘you done so frequently and publicly?

Ans. [ bave spoken of them a number of times, from the time of the com-
munication of Mr. Thacher to me. I bave had some fears and suspicions
that the murder was committed. My reasons for those fears and suspicions
were that in the first place, I kaew the penalty of the masonic obligations to
be death in case of revealing the secrets; and if masons thought it right to
annex such a penalty, thzy might of course think it right 1o inflict their pen-
alty for rovealing the secrets, as evidently was the case of Morgan. These
are all the reasans I have to give for my fears and suspicions.

Qnestion by the committee. Do you consider that an ancaymous letter
ought to be received by any man as evidence in relation to so high a charge
as murder; especially when the person, who shews such a letter, is in some
degree committed by making the charge, and is to be essentially benefited by
the contents of such letter, or the impression it may make?

Ans. I think not.

In answer to a question by the committee. I had been conversing with said
Thacher relative to his statement published in the papers alludiog
to the murder of a man said to have been made illegally a mason; and in eos-
sequence of this conversation, he shew me the letter before referred to.

stion by committee. Did you and Mr. Thacher have any converss-
tion about the murder itself, and about the circumstances of, and who probs-
by were concerned in it? -

Ans. Xdon’t recollect that we had any conversation upon the subject afier
the letter was produced, we were presently called to tea, if there was any
forther conversation, I can’t recollect it.

Ques. 2. Did you consider tbat Mr. Thacher put his thumb on the
name for the purpose of coneealing it?

Ams. [ did, f have ne-doubt of that.

Ques. 3d. Did you notwithstanding endeavor to see it? What part of it 1
did you see?

Aps. [ was desirous of seeing the name, and did see the christian name.
I ean’t recollect it; it appears to me that it began with an O, something like
Orin, but 1 can’t recollect. Mr. Thacher appeared to be willing that }
showld see part of the name, and said he would give the whole name if the
writer bad not requested that bis name should not be mentioned.

In answer to a question by the committee. After seeing this letter I did
sot. make any inquiry relative te said alleged murder, for I did not know
where te inquire. :

In answer to a question by the committee. I was initiated in masonry i»
the lodge in Pawtucket village, Rhode Island, about ten or eleven years ago;
and I publicly renounced masonry after the account of the abduction of Mor
gan. I wasa mason about five years, and during that time my impressioss
were that the penalty of violating my masonic obligation was death; but I did
mot reflect upon the obligation; when I thought sericusly of it, I renounced ms-
sonry.

- Xn answer to a question by the committée. When Mr. Thacher called cn
me, I took that opportunity to inquire of him about the publication which be bad
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made relative to the alleged murder; and I had no further conversation with
himn on the subject after that time, Said -Thacher was sobn after a candidate
for the senate of Massachusetts. . Ray Porrer.

Willard Ballou, sworn, says, [ reside in Warwick, R. 1. and am a man-
ofacturer. I have been and I am now a freemason. "I have taken sevem
degrees in masonry. X was admitted and took four degrees in Federal Lodge
No. 80, in the town of Paris, New Ybérk ; and I took the other degrees in
New Hartford, in the state of New York. I have been master of the War-
wick Lodge, in Rhode Island, and I was master of that lodge in 1828.

1 have read Bernard’s Light on Masanry ; the oaths in that book, up te
the 6th degree on masonry, inclusive, are substantially the same as the oaths
which I took in these degrees, and the oaths which I have seea administered
in the Manchester Lodge and Warwick Lodge, in Rhode Island.

There is no difference between the oath in the first degree administered te
me, and the oath I have seen administered in the said lodges in Rbode Island;
and no material variation in the 2d degree. 1n the oath'in the master’s de-
gree, in addition to the oath in Bernard, I swore to support the constitution
of the grand lodge of the United States. 'The oaths which I heard adminis-
tered in the Manchester lodge and in the Warwick lodge, were substantially
the same as the oaths in Bernard’s lignt on masoury, except some clauses in
these latter oaths were left out. One clause left out was the words that ¢« 1
will remember a brother master mason when on my knees before Almighty
God 3’ and also the-words, *“ I will go en a master mason’s errand, &c.”

Question. Did you everreceive a letter in the royal arch cypher ?

Answer. Idid. And the letter now shown to me is the letter which I
received. There was nothing in the letter except the cypher and a piece of
blue paper. This cypher, when interpreted by the c)'phers laid down in Ber-
nard’s book, page 138, means ‘¢ Revenge is sweet.” I do not know from
awhom this letter came.

Questions by committee.

1st. Have you ever taken the degree of royal arch mason ?

Ans. 1 have not. )

2d. Have you ever formally or publicly seceded or withdrawn yourself
Trom masonry ? ,

Ans. I never have. T signed a paper certifying that Elder R. Potter
E-a.ve the purport of the entered apprentice’s oath correct. This is all I have

one. This was the 25th of July last."

3d. Have you means of ascertaining whether the letter came from a ma-
son or an antimason ? : : .

Ans. I havanot. I can merely give my suppositisa. The latter part
of the year 1827, 1 think, I was at Manchester lodge ; there werc two can-
didates to be initiated that night. There was no one present that bclenged
to the lodze *hat felt competent 1o giv~ th: obligation ; scveral members
inqu.red for Morgan’s book that they might give the obligativns out of that,
I told of it afterwards; that I suppose was the reason of my reccivicg the
fetter from Connecticut. ¥ know of no other.

4th. What was the fourth degree that you reccived ?

Ans. It was called the union degree. T never saw it administered in
this state. The seventh degrec as I tock it was the iuost exccllent master.
The penalty in the union degree, whith I took, was to have mjy body severed
4rom shoulder to hip diagonally. .

Ques. Did you ever know the word affirm used in administeriog wasonic
oaths ?

Ans. I never did. ’ ' ‘WiLLarp Barioyp,
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Barney Phelps, sworn, says, I reside in Smithfield, Rhode Island, and I
am a machinist. I have taken thrce degrees in masonry. I am not row an
adhering mason ; but have not made a public renunciation. I took the thres
degrees in Columbia lodge, No. thirty-four in Brattleborough, Vt. The oaths
administered to me were substantially the same as the oaths in the three de-
grees in Berpard’s light on masonry. I received the degrees in the fall of
1826, I think I considered the obligations binding about two years; and I
was then convinced, that they were not binding.

Quest. Did you ever hear any mason in a lodge or out of &-lodge, justify
the death of Morgan?

Ans. I heard a mason say, that allowing that Morgan had got his throat
cut from ear to ear; and allowing that the book which he had published was
true, he had had justice done him, or words o that effect. The mason was
Timothy Bracket of Guilford, Vt. and he uttered this declaration some time
in October, 1830, I think. His declaration was made in the highway, ia
Ghilford, near the door of his house ; his wife and my sister were present. I
do not recellect that any other persons were present. The subject of mason-
ry was introduced by some one among s. I do not know whether said Brack-
et was in anger or not; he did not appear to be. I and Mr. Bracket always
had been on friendly terms. Mr. Bracket is a paper maker, I believe—I do
ot know but he is a respectable man. - Barnky Puerrs.

Orrin Packard sworn, sy, I “reside in Cumberiand, R. I. and ama
blacksmith. I am a freemasan, I have taken five degrees in masonry.
took the three first degrees in the Pacific lodge, at Amherst, Mass. 1 took
thl;e zther two degrees in Mark lodge, Cumberlard, R. I in the year 1827, 1
think.

Quest. What did you hear said in the grand lodge in said Cumberland rel-
ative to the Morgan affair? ° q

Ans. At the annual election of the officers of the Cumberland lodge in 1821
or 8 I think; there were officers of the grand lodge present at this time, in
regular lodge meeting. These oflicers were Peter Grinell, Barney Merry,
Richard Anthony grand master, and I think Samuel Greene and some other
gentlemen from Providence. Mr. Anthony spoke about the death of Morgan
and said there was no doubt that Morgan was killed; this was the first time I
bad heard of it. Mr. Anthony said probably it would come out in print shortly;
and that he should read it in bis family the same as any other print, and let i
pass, or words to that effect. There was nothing else on this subject passed
at that time in the lodge. I do not consider myself bound by any of the ma-
sonic obligations which I took. - OrRIN Packaro.

John A. Kent, of North Providence, in the village of Pawtucket, sworn,
says, .1 am not and never have been a mason.

Quest. ‘Have you ever heard any masons justify or palliate the murder of
Morgan, if 80, who were they, what where the declarations, when made, and
under what circumstances?

Ans. Some. time last summer, in the village of Pawtucket, Mr, Henry
Lord stated to me, that *“ if Morgan bad revealed the secrets and obligations
be bad just what he had agreed to have done; if any man would take such ob-
ligations as he had and reveal them, he ought to suffer death.”

Heory Lord, said he bad taken twenty degrees in masonry, and said i
he bad money be would go clear up, he stated this before three others, viz =—
William Bagly, Mr. Child, aud Mr. Jonathan West. Said Lord is a ms-
chinist and pamter. I was speaking to said Lord about the murder of Mer-
gau and asked him if masonry was so good a society, how they came to take
the life of Morgan ?
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In answer te a question by the committee. I have been here more or Jess
every day since the committee have been in session. I am an antimason, ¥
bave come here, and have attended this examimation of my ewn accord.

- Jonx A. KenT.

. Henry Lord, of Providence, R. I. manufacturer, sworn, says, I am a
freemason, and have taken the following degrees in masonry: three degrees
I took in the state of Connecticut,and the higher degrees I took of Jeremy L.
Cross. 1 took all the degrees regularly up to the degree of royal arch ma-
son inclusive. I then was made a member of the select council. [ took the
following ineffable degrees, royal and select master, perfect master, oman
eagle, and Mediterranean pass.

Question by the commitiee. Do you recollect the conversation imputed to
you by John A. Kent in his deposition now read to you relative to the murder
of Morgan?

Ans. Said John A. Kent used to be in the habit almost every day of speak-
ing to me on this subject in a jocose manner, and he would clench me by the
neck, and call me a murderer, and make use of many grimaces, exhibit the signs
which are laid dowa in the antimasonic almanacks. I did not think be was
serious, until Mr. West told me that be had circulated reports about him.—
After this time I had some conversation with said Kent, and told him that if
Morgan was killed he was not killed by masons, for the principles of masonry
did not justify such conduct. I never have uttered any such declaration as
maid Kent bas imputed to me ; and bave not said any thing to bim justify-
ing the murder of Morgan. And the inference which said Kent should have
drawn from all my conversation on'this subject was that I did not intend o
justify the murder of Morgan, and that the principles of masonry did not jus-
tify said murder. Qur conversations on this subject were carried on in a jo-
cose and ironical manner.

Question by request of B. Cransion. Has not said Kent spent. most of
his time in abusing masons?

Ans. At that time bis whole theme was on this subject; and the most of
his conversation was blackguarding masons ard masonry.

Question by request of William Harris. You allude to the Mediterranean
pass as being of advantage to those who have taken it, please to explain in
what way it would be beneficial.

Aops. At the time I took this degree, I took it with the officers of Commo-
dore Decatur’s squadron, and at that time the United States were at war
with the Turkish powers in the Mediterranean, and the degree would have
been beneficial to such of our countrymen as might have fallen into the hands
of their enemies. ’

Question by request of J, S. Cook. Would it not in your opinion have
been beneficial in softening the barbarous treatment towards prisoners.

Ans. I think this was the object of this degree.

Henry Lorbp.

Caleb Sayles, of Wrentham, Massachusetts, maoufacturer, sworn, says,
in answer to the following questions. -

Question by the Committce. Have you seen a statement in the newspa-
pers published by Rev. Moses Thacher, relative to a conversation said to
have taken place between him and yourself on the alledged murder of a man
in St. John’s hall ; and if so, is that statement a correct account of the con-
versation which took place between said Thacher and yourself ?

Answer. I have seen this statement published by said Thacher, and it
is ot a correct account of the conversation between him and myself. I pub-
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lished a reply in the Masouic Mirror, in Boston, to the statement of said
Thacher; and this reply was a correct statement of the conversation betweea
said Thacher and myself. :

In apswer to a question by the Committee. I am a freemason and bave
taken twenty-five or six degrees in masonry, and I took the three first degrees
in Watertown, in the state of New York ; I took all the other degrees,
(except some ineffable degrees,) in Rhode Island. : ]

In aoswer to a question by the Committee. The statement to the public

in reply to the statement of said Moses Thacher, relative to the murder

alleged to have been committed by the grand lodge of Rhode Island, published
in the Rhode Island American and Gazette, a newspaper printed in Provi-
dence, September the 27th, 1831, and dated North Wreatham, Sept. 10,
1881, is the same statement which I published in the Masonic Mirror ; and
this statement is substantially true in every respect. I do not know the name
of the person who is said to have been murdered. I have made inquiries for
the name of the person, but bave not been able to ascertain it ; and I heard
during the oxamination before this committee, that his name was Smith. 1
received the information which I communicated to said Thacher, from

brother-in-law, Delwin Smith, who, at the time I received said informatios,

resided in Watertown, in the state of New York; and I do not know whetber .

my brother-in-law is now living or not. I have not heard from him in about
twelve years.

Question by Committee. At the time of your conversation with Mr. Moses
Thacher, as you have above stated, what was his reply to the eommunics-
tions you made to him; what opinion, if any, did he express on the occasion ?
Did ke express any belief in the truth of the rumor or story ; did he expres
any opinion favorable or unfavorable to masonry; did he intimate any intention
to quit the fraternity ?

Answer. I do notrecollect what reply said Thacher made, if any, or what
opinion he then expressed on my communication, if any ; and I do mot
recollect that he did or did not express any opinion either favorable or ua-
favorable to masonry ; and I think he did not make any intination about
;eceding from the fraternity, for if he bad, I think that I should have remem-

ered it.

Ia answer te a question by the Committee. I have never had any eonver-
sation with said Thacher on this subject since that time.

Question by request of Walter Paine, Jr. Did you know that Mr. Thacher
was a mason at the time you held this conversation with him?

Answer. 1 did.

Question by request of Walter Paine, Jr. What was your motive in making
this communication.

Answer. My motive wasto give him information of this circumstanpece in
connexion with the Morgan affair. I do not recollect that I have ever stated
any other reason for giving this information.

Request of John S. Harris.

Please to ask Mr. Sayles to answer the seven questions contained in the
Boston ¢ Free Press” of October 12, 1831, And oblige yours, &c.

Tue Hon. Com. J. S. HARRIS.

By the Committee. Please give an answer to each of seven interrogatioss
hereunto annexed, taken from the Boston Free Press of October 12, 1831.

1. Did you, or did you not, relate the same story to othcr masons, desids
members of St. Albanw’s Lodge ?

2. You say, thatthe “conversation with Mr. Thacher was in 1828 ;" add
that ¢¢ soon nlsﬂer” this conversation, you made inquiry in the ¢ back towsas of
Bhode Island, in order that you might be satisfed, if possible, as a mamo,

o
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whether there was, in truth, any foundation for the story with which you had
precipilately, alarmed your bretbren.” Did_you, or did you not, so late as
the spring of 1829, relate the same story to a mason, who was not 2 member of
8t. Alban’s Lodge ? .

. 8. Did, or did not, a freemason, who was also a knight templar, so late as
the spring of 1829, ask you, in substance, if it was sntended that masonic
penalties should be execuled, in case the oath of secrecy were violated ?

4. Did you, or did you not, give it as your opinion, that it was the inten-
tion of freemasonry, that the penalties should be executed, in case the "oath of
sécrecy were violated ?

6. Did you, or did you not, at that time, give this as a reason, why ma-
;:nic??’enalties should be executed, ¢ That masonic law was older than civil

w ?

6. Did you, or did yon not, give this same mason to understand, that you,
as one, would be willing to assist in executing the masonic penalty upon a de-
linquent, who had violated his oath of secrecy ?

7. Inorder to impress upon the mind of this freemason, that it was intended
Masonic penalties should be executed, did you, or did you not, bring the Grand
Lodge of Rhode Island, as authority, by relating substantially the same story,
with which you say, in 1828, you ‘“ bad precipitately alarmed your brethren'*
- Answer to 1st. I answer in the affirmative.

Aaswer to 2d. I answer in the affirmative.

. Answer to 3d. I answer in the negative.

Answer to 4th, I answer in the negative.

Answer to 5th. I answer in the negative.

Answer to 6th. I answer in the negative.

Answer to 7th. I answer in the negative.

Question by the Committee. IJid you reply to the publication of said
‘Thacher in the Boston Free Press of October the 12th, 1831,

* Answer. I did reply to said publication of said Thacher, in the Masonis
Mirror published in Boston ; I think, in October, 1831, CaLes Savires.

Samuel Young, of Providence, grocer, sworn, says, 1 am a frecmason: and
bave taken seven degrees in masounry. :

Question by the commillee. Have you heard the reports in circulation rel-
-ative to a man’s being murdered for disclosing masonic secrets? If so piease
state what you know or have heard relative to this affair.

Ans. I recollect that about two years ago there was a report in circula-
tion and very prevalent in this town, that a man by the name of Smith, E
think his name was Thomas H. or Thomas S. Smith, had been murdered in
8t. John’s hall in Providence. I was very well acquainted with the wife of
this said Smith, and she frequently visited my house since her husband has
been missing; and I never heard her say or intimate that she thought or be~
ligved that her husband had been murdered, she has told me that her husband
went away or absconded. I have understood that this Smith was the same
man, who has been represented by Moses Thacher from the press and pulpit,
to have been murdered in St. John’s hall. I never heard it reported that any
other person was murdered in that hall, and therefore I drew the inference
that said Thacher alluded to this Smith in the statements whish he has made
—said Smith formerly resided in Gloucester, in this State.

Question by request of John Harris. Did you ever hear Mrs. Smith
say, that her husband had been summored before the lodge. And was not
her maiden name Bowen, and was not Bowen a high mason?

Ans. I never heard Mrs." Smith say that her husband bad been summoned
before the lodge. Mrs. Smith’s maiden name was, I think, Maria Bowes,
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daughter of Doctor Bowen who formerly resided in- Providence. I do met
know whether her father was a mason or not. .

In answer to a question by the committce. 1 pever heard it rumoreder
reported, that any other person, than said Smith, had been murdered in St.

John’s hall, or by the grand lodge, or by any other lodge, or by masons, in this
State. SamuzL Youne.

Thomas Truesdell, of Providence, merchant, having taken the affirmation
says, in answer to the following questions, says, o .

Question by the committee. Have you heard the reports in circulation rel-
tive to a man being murdered in St. John’s hall in Providence for disclosiag
masonic secrets. ‘ff 80 please state what you know or have heard relative to
this affair.

Ans. [t has been frequently reported that Thomas Smith, formerly of
Gloucester in this State had been murdered in St. John’s ball in Providence.
This report 1 think I beard about a year ago. I knew this Thomas Smith
very well; and I think in 1821, he started to come to Providerce from Gloe-
cester, and the report came in town that he had been robbed, and it was fear-
ed that he had been made way with by the robbérs; and considerable m
was made for bim; and it was reported that his horse and waggon was
in Cranston or Johuston; and the supposition after this was, that he had gose
to Kentucky or Ohio. He was owing the firm of Wheaton & Truesdell abost
$550, and we sent our accounts out to a young man by the name of Brows,
son of Doct. Brown, then residing at Louisville, for collection; and the same

ear Mr. Wilder; the partner of Judge Jessee Tourtellott came from Ohiofs §

rovidence by the way of New-Orleans, and upon inquiry he told me thaths
saw said Thomas Smith in New-Orleans; said Wilder said he felt satisfied
that it was Thomas Smith whom he saw; as he approached said Smith in New
Orleans Smith sheared off and did not give said Wilder a_chance to speak
with him, as be was asbamed to see said Wilder. This last fall I inquired of
Judge Tourtellott whether he had seen' said Thomas Smith, and he said b
bad not; but that said Smith was in the neighbourhood of Cincinnati in the
year 1821, as said Tourtelotte was informed by his friend. This Thomss
Smith is the same person who has been reported to have been murdered in Bt.
John’s hall in this town; I bave never heard of any other person’s being wur-
dered in St. John’s hall or in any other masonic hall or by masons in this
State. Iam not a freemason and have never been. Said Wilder was well |!
acquainted with said Smith and was brought up in the same town with him. |'
The observations which said] Wilder made to me there, on my inquiring
of him if he had seen Thomas Smith, he said yes, I saw him in New-Orleass
but did not speak to him; I tried to speak to him but he avoided me. I thea
said to said Wilder are you sure you saw Thomas, and he replied yes, I am
sure of it, for I was brought up close by him. TaoMas-TruEspELL

Lewis C. Brown, of Smithfield, Rhode 1sland, mill wright, sworn, says,
in answer to the following questions.

Answer to first general interrogatory, on paper marked D. I am a free
mason, and have taken the several degrees in masonry up to the royal arch
degree, inclusive. I took the three first degrees in the morning star n
Cumberland, and the other degrees in the chapter in Provideace; and I am
still an adbering mason, I do not attend lodges very often, but do not consider
myself as having withdrawn from masoanry.

Question by request. Did you ever have any difficulty with the ledge at
Cumberland and the grandlodge? If so what was it, and what were the
proceedings?®
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Ans. I never bad any dificulty with the grand lodge. There was some
lificulty between myself and the Morning Star lodge in Cumberland in the year
1814. This difficulty began by some of the members of said lodge being at
variance with me; this difficulty happened in this way: I wasabsent from the
State, and some of my creditors, being members of said lodge, attached my
real estate. And one of these creditors did not succeed in his attachment of
my property ; and then accused me of cheating him. And this creditor made
& complaint to said lodge against me for defrauding him; and the lodge took
notice of it, and appointed a committee to investigate the subject. And on an
investigation the committee unanimously reported against me to said lodge;
afid I appealed [rom the report of said committee to a second committee, as I
had a right to do by the by-laws of said lodge. This second committee in-
vestigated the affair and also reported to said lodge against me. And as I
was at thistime a member of the chapter in Providence, the same complaint
was made, after the report of the second committee to the said chapter—and
the chapter appointed a committee of three to iuvestigate said affair atd report
thereon. I think this committee were Messrs. Joha Carlile and Peter Grinnell,
sad a Mr. Jackson of Providence. = This committee, after hearing the parties,
reported to the chapter unanimously in my favor. After this report I went
ts the Morning Star lodge and iusisted on being reinstated in said lodge; and
this request said lodge refused; and I then made a complaint to the Grand
ledge, and the Grand lodge appointed a committee of three to investigate the
affair and to report thereon. This committee consisted, I think, of Messrs,
John Carlile and Peter Grinnell of Providence and ‘Mr. Richard Anthony. of
North Providence. The committee cited the Morning Star lodge to appear
before them and show cause why I should not be reinstated in said lodge.
The said lodge appointed a committee to represent them before the said cown-
mittee of the grand lodge; and both parties appeared before the committee
of the grand lodgs. This committee after a full investigation of the subject,
reported to the grand lodge, that U should be reinstated in all the privi-
leges of masonry, and that I should have a right to visit any lodge under
the jurisdiction of the grand lodge; and this report was adopted by the
grand lodge; and I then went to the Morning Star lodge, and again claimed
to be reinstated in all my privileges in said lodge; but said lodge refused to
reinstate me and contended that the grand lodge had no right to reinstate
me. The reason why the Morning Star lodge could not reinstate me was
this: their by-laws required that to reinstate a member who had been expell-
ed, there should be a unanimous vote of all the members present. And the
second committee of said lodge had reported against my being reinstated,
except by a unanimous vote o? the members of the lodge present. And when-
ever the members of the lodge voted upon this subject the person who had ac-
cused me, and some others, voted against me and thereby prevented a unani-
mous vote. After repeated application to said lodge, I was, I think, in the
fall of the year 1828, restored to all my former rights and privileges in said
lodge, by an unanimous vote of said lodge. My accuser bad, at this time,
removed into the State of New-York.

Question by request. After this, or before this, or at any time, did you
with another person write something against the institution of masonry, which
got before some person or persons not masons, and which when known to ma-
sons or the lodge, created another or the same difficulty?

Ans. Ibelieve that there was no difficulty created by any thing T ever
wrote on this subject. During the difficulty before referred to I kept a jour-
nal, and wrote in it the reports of the committees, and comments on some
parts of their proceedings which I deemed illegal and unmasonic; and I also
wrote letters to the lodge on this subject of which the lodge did not approve.
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All the proceedings before the said committees, and in the said lodge, chap-
ter and grand lodge are matters of record in their several bodies. he per-
son who made the accusation against me, urged against me before the com-
mittee and the grand lodge the fact that I had kept said journal and written
said letters, representing that I had written against masonry; but the com-
mittee of the grand lodge decided that I had not written any thing against
masonry; but that I had only written against the conduct of certain masous
in self defence. )

Question by request. Did you understand that the lodge’s persisting in the
first judgment was on account of what you bad said against the institution, or
against masonry, or on some other account ?

Answer. It was not on account of any thing said or written against ma-
sonry ; Tor I do not consider that I had said or written any thing against
masonry, for the reasons which I have before stated.

Question by request. Did the lodge some two or three years ago, or any
masons pay or offer to pay back all the money which you bad paid them upon
certain conditions ? if so state the reasons and conditions.

Answer. No such offer was ever made to me.

Question by request. Have you ever known any person to obtain masonry,
or the degrees in masonry, illegally, or as they say, clandestinely ; if so who
was the person, and who gave said degrees on such illegal information; whcre
did the person reside, and what became of him, and where was he tried i
tried at all ? . .

Answer. No such case ever came within my knowledge. '

Question by the Committee. Have you ever received any information
which induced you to believe that any such case ever happened within this
state. .
Answer I never had any knowledge of such a case and never received
any information which was proof to my mind that such a case ever did happen
in this state. 1 have heard it reported, but I never heard it reported by any
person who knew the fact, (one of the persons from whom I heard this re
was my father,) that one Joseph Follet, formerly of Cumberland, obtained
masonry clandestinely, bit I do not know from whom. I have heard no new
circumstances ahout this report. I heard this report about thirty-two years
ago. I cannot tell whether the persons from whom I heard the report were |
masons or not ; my father was not a mason, but was rather opposed to ma-
sonry. ‘This report has been revived within about five yeays, and was cires-
lated in a Vermant paper. This report in the Vermont paper I-knew to be
incorrect. The account stated the case to be about fourteen years ago ; it
did not name the person, but came so near the report of the Follet case, that
I thoyght it must be that case. I knew the report of the Fallet case to bave
been made about thirty-two years ago ; and at that time it was represented
as having taken place not a great many years previous to that time. [ was
well acquainted with said Joseph Follet ; he died about twenty years ago,
and left two dauﬁhters, one of whom, the younger, married my brother. 15;
elder daughter of the said Follet, I think, is about thirty-five years old ; ard
the younger daughter, the wife of my brother, Fenner Brown, is ahout thirty
years old. My father died in the year 1800. ¢

Question by the Committee, What other rumors have you heard on this
subject. :

1 have seen the rumors in the newspapers reported by Moses Thacher and
others, and I considered that they had reference to the same case. The
person alluded to in these reports, I consider to be the same person who is
said to have made said Follet a mason clandestinely. In conversation with
my brother’s wife, she said that her mother told her that a stranger came to
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board in her mother’s family, and that ber mother washed the stranger’s
cloaths, and ‘that on one occasion she saw some blood on his shirt ; this
stranger Soon after disappeared. I do not know that the stranger was known
in the neighborhood ; it is supposed that Mr. Follet knew him. 1 do not
recollect that my sister-in-law told me that Mr. Follet knew him. I think
that my brother’s wife said, that her mother told her, that the stranger was
intimate with Mr. Follet, and that said Follet and the stranger were often in
a room alone. .

In answer to a question by the Committee. I was intimately acquainted
with Follet, but never heard him say that he was clandestinely made a mason,
and never heard bim say that any person had suffered by masons on his ac-
count.

In answer to a question. I was from twenty to twenty-five years old at the
time of the death of Mr. Follet. )

Question by request. What has been represented by Mr. Follet’s family
as his feelings and mind upon this subject when in his last sickness.

Answer. I never heard it represented by said Follet’s family that he had
<hanged his mind on the subject of masonry. Said Follet was buried with
masonic honors.

I never heard from any of said Follet’s family, that he said any thing about
the stranger before alluded to, nor of any person’s having suffered by masons.

Question by request. Were you not restored to your masonic privileges by
the grand lodge because they were afraid you would publish your difficulties
to the world ?

Answer. I think the grand lodge restored me to my masonic privileges
because justice required that it should be done. .I cannot know their motives.

Question by request. Did you threaten to publish the proceedings had-at
that time, and did not your friends in the grand lodge as you understoed say
that if you were not restored you would publish the whole proceedings.

Answer. I think there was something of that kind said by the cemmittee of
the morning star lodge on this subject, to the committee of the grand lodge,
(there was nothing said in the grand lodge, ) but do not know what effect it had.

Question by the committee. Did the controversy relate to a difficulty be-
tween yourself and the lodge ; and would there have been any thing improper
in your publishing these proceedings ?

Answer. It did. There was nothing that would have injured the prinei-
ples of masonry if these proceedings had been made public ; but would only
bave shown the inconsistent conduct of the lodge.

" Question by request. Have you ever read Morgan’s illustrations of ma-
sonry, or Bernard’s light on masonry ; if s0, are they, or either of them sub-
stantially correct ? .

Answer. Ihave read some parts of Morgan ; I have not read Bernard.
I think that Morgan wrote as well as he knew ; the reason of my opinion is,
Ithink that he wrote the book to get money by it, and that he would of course
write as correct as he knew ; there are some errors in it in my opinion. T
eould not point out the errors without looking the book thr\:fb :

Question by request. Have you ever taken what is termed a check degree
or test oath, and have you had given to you since 1826 a new pass word ?  If
20 when, and by whom, and what did you understand occasioned it ?

Answer. I'took what is called a check degree, in the morning star lodge,
Cumberland, some time in the’l{ear 1828. ‘The degree was given by the
presiding officer of the lodge. ere was but ljttle said about it at the time ;
the object was to keep out of the lodge such persons as might get knowledge

enough out of Morgan’s book and others to get in to the lodge. -

Question by request. Did you understand that this degres came from New
York ?



Answer. I understood that this degree bad been lately received, but from
whence it was not explained or told to me, Lewis C. Brown,

Jesse Brown, of Cumberland, R. L. farmer, sworn, says, I am a freema-
son. I have taken three degrees in masonry; and I was initiated in mason-
ry, more than thirty-five years ago in St. John’s lodge, in Providence, R. 1.

Question byrequest of John Harris. Do you know of any person having
been made a mason illegally, or clandestinely, if so who was the man, and
who made him such, and where was he made, and what was the name of the
- person, who it was said, made him such ?

Ans. I do not know of any such case. It was a common report ia my
neighbourhood in Cumberland, that one Follet, late of said Cumberland, was
clandestinely made a mason. 1t was reported that the man’s name who made
said Follet a mason clandestinety was Adams., I do not recollect bis christian
name, and am not quite positive that his name was Adams. The report was,
that said Adams removed some time after this to the westward, and that be
embarked in a vessel from Providence with bis family. It was reported that
said Follet was clandestinely made a mason by said Adams in Massacho-
setts. Said Adams was a transient person and professed to be a mason.—
Said Follet was not satisfied with the manner in which he had been made a
mason, and came forward and was made a mason in the Morning Star lodge
in Cumberland, in the legal way. It was said Adams was going to remove
some distance to the west; and some of my masonic brethren.told me that
they saw said Adams and his family on board the vessel in Providence.
Said Adams had visited the Morning Star lodge with myself and other ma-
sons; and we had become some acquainted with him. I beard it reperted
that :said Adams made another man a mason clandestinely, but do not re-
collect his name, it was not in my neighbourhood. I do not recollect that said
Adams visited the lodge after these transactions. This transaction was
generally known in Cumberland by masons and other people too.

Question by request of John Harris. Did you ever know that szid Adams
was called upon by the lodge in Cumberland, or any other lodge for what be
bad done. Did you understand that the lodge or masonry bad any thing te
do with his going away, or paid any thing towards his removal?

Ans. I never knew that the lodge in Cumberland or any other lodge ealled
upon said Adams for what he bad done, but I understood that several masors
conversed with him on the subject, and asked why be had done so? and I ur-
derstood that be replied that he did it to get funds to remove himself and
family. I never have heard that the lodge or masonry had any thing to de
with said Adam’s going away or paid any thing towards his removal.

In answer to a question by eommittee.

I cannot recollect exactly how long ago this transaction took place, butl
think it must be more than twenty years ago. :

Question by request of John Harris. Have you not frequently said or
thouglit there was something wrong about this transaction, so far as masoary
was concerned? .

Ans. 1 have not; further than I have heard it said, and have thought
myself that said Adams did wrong in getting said Follet’s money from him.

Question by request of Joseph S. Cook. Did yeu ever hear or do you
know, that Adams suffered in any way, for communicating the masonic secrety
and making clandestine masons?

Ans. I never knew or heard of his suffering in any way, except that sever-
al of his brethren spoke to him and told him that what be bad dome wass
breach of his trust.

Question by request of William Horris. Have you heard from Mr. Fel
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let’s family, or any other person respectingda stranger who boarded at Mr.
Follet’s and went away suddenly; and of Mrs, Follet’s discovering blood oz
bis clothing, which she washed?

Aps. I pever did. . JessE Browx,

Samuel S. Peckham, of Middletown, being sworn, saith in answer to the
following questions,

Have you ever heard a mason of reputable standing in society, justify or
palliate the abduction or killing of Morgan; if so, who was he, when was it,
what was the occasion and manner of expressions? Did it appear to be the
deliberate opinion or sentiment of the speaker, or was it said in the warmth
of debate or retort? Had there been any thing previously said in accusation
of masonry or masons?

Ans. He thinks be has, one only, he was James Tuell, blockmaker of this
town, it was about two months ago, in at Capt. Varrs’ store, there were a
number of others there, Capt. William and Jobn Vars were there, who else
he don’t at present recollect. We fell into conversation upon the subject of
Morgan’s death; Tuell began about antimasonry; witness then told him he
bad heard that he had said, that there wgre 3 or 4 men in town who he wish-
ed were served the same as they said Wgnn was; this he denied, and then
said that if any man should do as Morgan had done, he would deserve to have
his throat cuot, and that any man who belonged to a religious society and
should come out from it, and try to pull it down, he would deserve to be served
the same way. He (witness) met said Tuell some days after, and reminded
him of what he had said about a church member, when Tuell said if he bad
said so, it was wrong and he was sorry for it. What Tuell said about Mor-
gan appeared to be his deliberate opinion. He, witness, had frequently bad
conversations with said Tuell upon the subject of Morgan, sometimes pleas-
antly and sometimes in warmth. He knew Tuell to be a mason, or expected
that he was.

Ques. Do you belong to the antimasonic party, which has voted itself to
be a political party; are you one of a committee appointed by that party?

Ans. 1do not consider myself bound to any party whatever. I am under
no pledge to any, and hold myself free to act according to my own senti-
ments, but I &rofess to be an antimason, and opposed to all secret societies.

. Ques. DH you attead the antimasonic state convention at its last meeting
ia Providence?

Ans. He did. He was chosen by a meeting of those who are opposed to
secret societies, in Middletown.

Ques. Was you appointed on a committee by that convention? What
committee? :

Ans. He was appointed on a committee; the county committee.

Ques. Did you ever know the grand hailing sign of masons, or any ma-
sonic s;g'n given in any court to any judge, juror, officer or witnesses by any
ason

Ans. No; Be bas never been in eourt but very little. _

Question by requeat. Have you at any time while ona jury, had conver-
sation with a fellow juror, respecting the masonic trials as they were. called,
ia this town, if 50 what information did be give you?

Ans. Some where about three years ago, he was taken up as & juror while
here in town, upon a case in which the town of Newport was interested.
Stephen Barker, of Middletown, was one of the drawn jurors from Middle-
town, but was not one of the Jury. He does uot regellect which court it was.
Thinks it was the fall term of the court, is not certain, while on the jury one
of the jurors from Tiverton, a stranger to bim, and whose name he does ot
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recollect, nor from what part of Tiverton he came, in answer to witness® re-
mark that he never had been on a jury before, told witness that he never had
but once, and that was on one of the masonic cases, and many of the jurors -
being objected to for various causes and taken off, an officer was sent over to

Tiverton to take up jurors, and they had 2 man there at the four corners to
tell him, the officer, who to take, that he, the juror, was one that was takea
up and came over, and sat on the case. He did not tell witness who the man
was, that was stationed at the corners, nor the name of the officer. He meant
that the man was placed at the corners by those masons who were opposed to
Dr. Case. The juror did not tell witness how he came by his knowledge, and
he, witness, did not ask him. The juror said that that was the way he came to
be on the jury, and he should not have been otherwise. The juror said he had
changed his opinion from what it was, when he was on the jury who tried the
case. Thecase he, the witness sat on as above mentioned, was the case of
Clarke Rodman, town treasurer, vs. Nicholas Hazard.

Questions by reqiest of George Turner to S. S. Peckham. 1st. Had you
heard Tuell say, that there were 3 or 4 men in this town, that he wished
served in the same way Morgan was; if so, who were those men, where did he
say so, and what was the occasion,gnd what were the circumstances?

Ist. In answer to this, he says, he never heard him say so; he witness
was told by Tlwmas Sherman, and he thinks by George Bowen. Witness
never heard that Tuell named the 3 or 4 men, or any one else.

2d. Have you at any time heard other masons, whose names you do not
recollect, justify or palliate the killing of Morgan?

2d. To this he answers that he does not know that he has.

) Samrer S. Peckmam.

~ The above named Samuel S. Peckham, being again called says,

Quest. Was Benjamin Grinnell the name of the juror, who had the conver-
sation with you stated in your deposition.

Ans. I have ascertained that that jurors name was Grinnell.

Quest. Were you a church member in the same church with James M. Tv
ell and Robert Dennis; if so, have you withdrawn yourself, or left off commu-
‘ning with them on account of their being masons? .

Ans. He was a church member with them, and bhas left off communing with
them as church members, but not on account of their being magons. I bare
left them because they deny what thousands have declared about masons and
put their names to; and I therefore consider them as not acting up to their
profession,

Quest. Have you said and do you think that adhering masons are not {0
be believed on oath because they have taken oaths not to tell the truth?

Ans. Thatis only my opinion; my meaning is that a mason bas takent
solemn-obligation not to disclose the secrets ofp masonty; of course I cannot
believe any thing he says about those secrets. In matters of business I would
believe him as soon as any one else. )

* In answer to a question he says, that he never had any congersation with
said Grinaell but in the Senate chamber when on the jury with him. Never
saw said Grinnell before nor since, to know him, as he recollects. He knew
the name of the man was Grinnell, because Mr. Stephen Barker who was o8
the jury so informed him a few days after the court, and has since, lately,
again so informed. him, . Sanver 8. Prcxmax.

William Vars, of the town and county of New&ort, of lawful age, on so
ema oath doth declare, and say in answer to the following interrogatories:
Quest. Are you a freemason?
Ans. T am aet.
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Quest. Do you recollect a conversation taking place in your store about two
ionths ago, between Samuel S. Peckham and James M. T'uell, upon the sub-
it of the murder of Morgan? .

Ans. I remember they had some conversation, but do not now recollect
‘hat it was nor the time,

Quest. by committee. Have you any impression on your mind that any
ring was said by Tuell in that conversation which went to justify the murder
f liorgan?

Ans. He can’t say that he has; he can’t recollect any conversation of the
ind. Tuell observed that there were some in Newport who deserved to be
erved with the same sauce, or something to that effect: this the witness is sure
f, because he said to Tuell, “Now you are going too far.” He (Tuell) and
'sckham got quite earnest in the conversation. Saml. S. Peckham’s depo-
tion being read to him, he further says, that he now recollects Peckham’s
Ming bim he had heard that he said the same as stated in said deposition, but
ses not remember Tuell’s answer. The conversation mentioned above took
lace immediately after

Quest. by Geo. Turner. Who began the conversation in your store; who
as present besides yourself and your brother John; and did Tuell mention
ny names of those whom he wished served as Morgan bad been served?

Ans. He does not recollect. WiLLiam Vars.

George Bowen, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on af-
rmation, doth declars and say, in answer to the following interrogatories:

Quest. 1st Have you ever heard James M. Tuell make use of any expreas-
»ns going to justify or palliate the murder of Wm. Morgan? 2d. Have you
ver heard said Tuell say that there were three or four men in town who de-
erved to be served the same as they said Morgan was?”’

Ans. to 1st part. Whatever conversation 1 bave had with Tuell has been
a a joking manner. I think that once in his shop he said in a joking manner
hat Morgan had been served right; do not recollect that he ever had any
onversation with him upon the subject in witness’ store; remembers that
®eckham and Tuell were once there, but does not recollect what was said.

Ans. to 2d part of question he saith, he does not recollect that he ever heard
iim say so. Whatever I have heard Tuell say upon the subject has always
reen considered by me as mere joking.

Quest by request of George Turner. Did you ever hear Tuell mnake such
«n expression on more than one oocasion?

Ans. He only recollects once.

Quest, by request of same. Did you ever hear any other mason attempt to
palliate ov justify the murder of Morgan? .

Ans. He don’t recollect that he ever did. The witness further saith tbat
e has been in the habit of playing mason or antimason just as he happened to
Al in with them. Geo. Bowkn.

Thomas Sherman, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on
wlemn oath doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories:

Quest. Have you ever on any occasion, at Geo. Bowen’s store or else~
where, heard Jas. M. Tuell justify or palliate the murder of Morgan? - Have -
you ever heard him say there were three or four men in town who he wished
Wﬁe‘re gervéd the same as they said Morgan had been served, or words to that
eltect?

Ans. He can’trecollect any thing of the kind. About the time that anti-
Wasoury first came up, he frequently saw Tuell and Saml. S. Peckham tégeth-
tr, sometimes in his (witness’) shop, sometimes in Geo. Bowen’s; they would
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both get high, and witness and others would put in to keep it vp; but they al-
ways ended in good humor. Tuell is a man easily irritated, and he, witness,
and Geo. Bowen and others would amuse themselves by working upon him
until he would get into a passion, but after a while he ceased to
be so operated upon aond they then let him alone. He never con-
sidered any thing that was said as having a serious point of view, nor can be
now recollect any thing about those conversations; he considered it all asa
piece of sport.

Questions by request of George Turner. Did you ever tell Tuell that Peck-
ham meant to send Tuell a letter about what he bad said?

Ans. That Peckham told him he meant to or he believed he should send
Tuell a letter, and this, he, witness mentioned to Tuell,

Quest. Did you ever know Tuell order Peckham not te come to his shop
agein?. - )

g.Av'. That he dont recollect that he ever did.

Quest. Do you know who used to begin these conversationa?

Aps. He cant say who begun the eonversations.

Quest. Did you or did you] not begin your answer to Mr. Hazard’s first
question, by saying, ‘I have forgetten what the conversation was?”

Ans. He does ot recollect how he began the answer?

THoMAs SHEARMAN.

The said Thomas Shearman being recalled, says, in answer to questions by
George-Turner, as follows:— :

Quest. Did you ever bear James M. Tuell mgntion that there were in this
town some persons whom he wished served as Morgan had been, and ifw
who were they, and when was it? ’

Ans. I do not recollect any thing of the kind.

Quest. Do you recollect baving ever stated to Abner Peckham, or any
other person, that youhad heard Tuell say so?

Ans. I donot; both the Mr. Peckbam’s, Samuel and Abner, spoke to me
about it the other day, and I told them I did not recollect any thing about the
conversations refered to.

Question by committee. Are you or have you been a mitson?

‘Ans. No; nor an antimason. ThoMas SHEARMAN,

James M. Tuell, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, o2
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following ,interroga-
toriés.

Quest. Are you a freemason, if so how many degrees in masonry have
*you taken, by what lodges or chapters were you admitted, and at what time!

Ans. I am a freemason, and about July, 1826 took threé degrees in 8t
John’s lodge, No. 1. Newport.

The part of Samuel S. Peckham’s deposition which relates to witness be-
ing read fo him, he saith in answer thereto, that said Peckham has frequent-
Iy been at his shop and endeavored to irritate him about masonry, generally
would introduce the Morgan business; would say provoking things to witness,
would tell him if he and Rook Dennis did not renounce masonry, calling it
that wretched society, that he would no longer consider them as church

" membets, sometimes he would call witness Morgan, who in reply would call
him anti; frequently both would get very angry and say very hard things to
each other, which ti:ey neither of them meant. I told Peckham several tunes
that I did not wish to talk with him upon the subject any more, I wished
he would drop it and talk upon things more [profitable, or not come to my
shop, but he would not ; at the time we were talking about ;Mo:gtn, I “told
him I knew nothing about it, he replied you do, you well know that Morgss
was murdered and all you masons know the same. I wnswerod it was et 0,




4

that I did not know it and would not beleng to any society whish would be
eoncerned in any such business: afterwards, I think it was the same day sa
‘which-T kad the last conversation with him already stated, Thomas Shear-
man came to me and said Peckham informs me, he intends writing you a let-
ter, to which I answered I dont wish to receive any letter from him, but if ke
fiad any thing to say, and woeuld come to my shop like a man, he would hear
%im, but not any thing about masonry; afterwards he got me {o make a pump
for him, and called and asked him to go and set it, and said if I would, he
would make an antimason of him, that I was half a one already. As to the
conversation refered to in said deposition as baving taken place in Var’s store,
die sajth, that he recollects going to said etore, when he thinks one of the
Vars or else Peckham, began a conversation about Morgan, it was one of
the three. He deos not remember what the conversation was more than a child,
he was not in the store more than three minutes, was in a hurry and left as
wsoon as he had got what he went for; he dont recollect that he ever said to
any person that there were three or four persons in town %ho ought to be ser-
wed in the same manner they say Morgan was; he is sure he never thought so.

Question by request of Geo. Turner. When did the conversation at Vars
take place, and who besides the two Mr. Vars, was present.

Question 2d. by do. TDid you ever begin conversations at your shop or
<lsewhere with Peckham about Morgan’s affair.

Ans. 1st. Hesays he docs notrecolect.

2d. He says he don’t recollect ever having commenced the conversation
with him at his shop or elsewhere; it would be commenced sometime, by one,
sometime the other, by passing compliments. Peckbam calling him Morgan,
and witness calling kim brether anti. James M. TuoeLr.

Sworn to before B, Hazard one of the Committee,
Newport, Jan. 3d. 1832.

Benjamin Grinnell, of Little Compton, in the county of Newport, of
lawful age, on solemn oath, doth declare and say in amswer to the fol-
lowing interrogations. :

Int. Were you one of the petit jury of the March term Sup. Judicial
Court, A. 1. 1829, on trial of a case between Clarke Rodman, Town
Treasurer of Newport, and Nichols Hazard?

Ans. I was. N

. Int. Were the following persons on that jury with you, viz: Jonathan
Dennis, Stephen Barker, Clarke Chace, :3d, Samuel Borden, Stephen
Simmons, Hazard K. Carpenter, Gideen Peckham, Johnson Whitman,
Jonathan Anthony, Samuel S. Peckham, Jethro Peckham. i

Ans. 1 was not acquainted with many of the jurors, I recollect
Clarke Chace, 2d, Samuel Borden, of Tiverton, and Stephen Simmons
of Little Compton; the latter came into town with me, The rest of the

_jurors I do not know the names of, except that there was one of the
name of Peckham, who had a mark or something on bis chin; his christ-
ian name I don’t know.

Int. Was you also on the petit jury at the March term same counrt,
1828, on the trial of a case between St. John’s Lodge, No. 1, in New-
port, and Francis C. Schaffer; if so were the following persons on that
jury with you, viz: William Howland, gjule Compton,) foreman, Wm.

urner, Nathaniel Church, Jr., L. Gates, Abraham Barker, John
Hambly, George Durfee, Godfrey Bennett, Arouet LeMunyon, God-
frey Cooke, John Irish. :

Ans. Irecollect William Howland, Nathaniel Church, John Hambly,

9 .
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Arocuet J.eMunyon, Godfrey Cuoke and John Irish; but’do mot know
the names of the rest.

Int. Were you a drawn juror, or taken upon a venire; if the latter by
what officers were you summoned?

Ans. I was taken upon a venire. The officer’s name was Carr, the
Sheriff, who was attended by George Howland, Deputy Sheriff, whom
I heard say that evening that Mr. Carr had requested him to come with
him, as he, (Carr,) was unacquainted with the people, and did not
know who were qualified to serve as jurors. C

Int. Who else were taken for jurors by said officers at that time ?

Ans. William Howland, John Irish, Godfrey Cooke.

_ Int. Had you any knowledge or any reason to believe that either of
the parties in said case, or any of their friends, had any agency or direc-

tion in the taking up of yourself or any of the other persons you have

named, for jurors? .

~ Aps, Ihad no such knowledge or belief; on the contrary it was men-

tioned hy George Howland that the object of their coming there wasto

get jurors who did not know any thing about the case.

Int. Have you ever from that time to this had any reason to believe
that any improper influence was employed on that occasion in taking up
those persons and yourself? :

Ans. No.

Int. Have you ever expressed any such belief to any one at any time:

Ans. I have no recolleetion at all of having done so in any way er

shape.
({uestion by George Turner. Did Mr. Carr sunimon you on both of
the juries you have mentioned?
Ans. I was one of the drawn jurors at the March term, 1829, before
mentioned.
Question by George Turner. Had you'ever been on a jury before
that time; if so how many times and in what cases?
Ans. I had been on the grand jury twice Lefore the March term,
1828, but never before on the petit jury to my recollection.
’ . his
BENsamN .54 GRINNELL.
mark. - :

Daniel Howland, Esq. of Jamestown, of lawful age, on solemn oath,
doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories.

Quest. Have youever known the hailing sign of masons given in any
court to any judge, juror or officer, or witness, by any mason? 2d. Have
‘you ever known any judge, juror, officer, witness, or other person to
obey any such sign, and to make any difference in his conduct betwees
parties on account of one being a mason? )
- Ans. To the first part of the question he answers he never did. To
the second part of the question he answers he never did.

Question by request. Was you ever on a jury when one of the par-
ties in the case on trial was a mason and the other not a mason, au
werc there any masons on that jury, if so, what was the result?

Ans. He answers that somewherc towards forty years ago he was
on a jury, when acase was tried, where one of the parties was a ma-
son, when the jury went into their room, eleven of them were immedi-
ately agreed, the other juror would not agree, and held out until the comt
were obliged to take the papers and no verdict in the case was rendered;
on the next trial he understuod that a verdict was given the eame way
that the eleven jurors were in favor of giving it; the case was one ofthe
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plainest he ever heard. The juror who held out was a mason. The rest of
the jury a number of times asked him who held out, why he would not
sign, and all the reply he inade, was, that it. was not agreeable to his wish-
€s or to his mind, or something ofthat kind. He did not know of his own
kaowledge that the juror was a mason, neither that one of the parties
weas a mason, and not the other; nor did he know that there were not
more than one mason on the jury. But while the jury were out some of
themn to account for the twelfth man holding out, said why he is a mason
and one of the parties is a mason, to which the juror made no answer as
I recollect, who tlie persén or persons were, that made the remarks wit-
ness dont recollect. Dont recollect the case or parties, thinks it was the
superior court. It is rather his impression that Thomas Arnold was fore-
man; but cannot recollect; cannot now recollect names of any of the
jury, but thinks Abner Cundall was one, and a Mr. Oxx of town. Does
not recollect any other instance of the kind. He is rather of opinion
that the twellth juror wasa Newport man, but cant be positive.
DiaNier HowLanp.

Julin Slevens, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrog-
atories.

Ques. Was you one of a jury at the court of common pleas in this
eounty, at May term, A. D. 1808, on the triul of a case between Nich-
olas Webster and Dr. Jonathan Ilaston; if so, were the following per-
sons on that jury with you, viz: Daniel Howland, (‘foreman, William
Malbone, Nathaniel Lyndon, Clarke Taggart, B. Taber, Gideon Sea-
bury, Joseph Stevens, George Eungs, John Barker, Philip Peckham
and David Sherman.

Ans. I was one of the jury on that case, the time I can’t recollect,
but it must have becen about that time; recollect part of the jury, viz:
said Howland, Malbone, Seabury and Engs. .

Ques. Did that jury agree on a verdict, if not how were they divided?

Aus. I think the court tock the papers from us about 12 o’clock, think
it was Saturday night. The jury f think were about equally divided,
some were for giving a verdict, and some not. I was for not giving a
verdict, and I think about halfthe jury were of the same way. of think-
ing; I think George Engs was. Mr. Howland was for giving a verdict
for plaintiff; he put his foot down and said he would'never decide against
the note, which he said was a true genuine note, or words to that effect.

Ques. Did you hear any one charge one of the jury with holding out,
because he was a mason, and one of the parties was amason? Did you
know that either party was a mason, or that any of the jury were masons?

Ans. T answer in the negative, and am satisfied nosuch charge could
have been made as half the jury were on each side as well as I recollact.

_Ques. Do you recollect on which side William Malbope was?

Ans. He was very restless, and anxious to get out of the room, and
did not appear to care any thin§l about the case. .

Ques. Are you a mason, or have you ever been? .

Ans. Y am not, and hope never to be; but that I may not be misup-
derstood, Iadd that I am equally as far from béing an antimason.

JouN STEVENS.

John Prentice, of Providence, Merchant tailor, having taken the affir-
mation says, in answer to the following interrogatories. .

Answer to interrogatories on paper marked D. .

Ans. to 1st. . I have been a freemason, and have taken thrce degrees
in masonry. I took these degrees in St. John’s lodge, No. 2, in Frov-
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idence, R. I.abéut eighteen years ago. I consider myself now as alto-
gether opposed to masonry; and was informed about a year ago rather
unofficially, that I had been turned out of the lodge, but do not know
for what cause. . X X

Question by request. Are you a political antimasoni?

Auns. If being opposed to masonry, constitutes an antimason; I amf
one to all intents and purposes. Iam not qualified by the laws of the
State to vote.

Question by request. At what time did you become opposed to the
institution of masonry, and what was the particular circumstances which
led te your conversion to antimasonry?

Ans. Ibecame opposed to the institution of masonry, after I had be-
come satisfied from investigation that the whole fabric of the masonic in-
stitution was based upon falsehood and deception. My mind was also for-
cibly impressed with the influence of the principles of masonry, as they
were legitimately carried out in the forcible abduction and murder of
William Morgan. And alse in the obstructions which were thrownin
the way by masons, in obedience to their masonic principles, of the
conviction of ihuse who were concerned in that wicked transaction. My
mind became interested to inquire respecting the truth or falschood of
masonry, in the winter of 1829; and my mind was fully satisfied on this
subject during the winter of 1829 and 1830.

Ans. to 2d. there was.

Ans. to 3d. T recollect distinctly, that on taking the first degree,
these preliminary remarks were made to me; and in regard to the other
two degrees I do not recollect distinctly whether they were or were
not made to me; I think it probable that they were. '

Ans. to 4th. I do not think that I could repeat these obligations.
The obligations now read to me from paper marked A. in the three
first degrees are substantially the obligations which I took, with these
variations and additions: the word affirm was not used in the oaths which
I took. I usedthe word swear. ‘¢ The word my body’’ instead of fhat,
referring totongue, was used in the first obligation. I do mot recollect
the words ‘‘within the first angle o= square of my work’’ in the fellow craft’s
obligation. In the master’s obligation which I took, this expression i¢
in the penalty, ‘‘that there might not be the least track, trace or remens
brance of sa vile and perjured a wretch, as I should be, were 1 wilfully
to violate these, my solemn obligations.” I do not recollect any other
additions, )

Ans. to interrogatories on paper marked E.

Ans. to No. 1. This I took. )

Ans. to No, 2. This I took.

Ans. to No. 8. The words ‘‘und they left to my only elcction®” were not
administered to me, :

Ans. to 4th. Ido notrecollect these expreseions.

Question by request. How many points were there in the Master
mason’s oath as you took it ?

Ans. I do not recollect.

Ans. to Sth. he recollects that the charge now read to him from
Webb’s Monitor, page 46, New-York edition, A. D. 1802, was read to
him at his initiation in thc first degree. He presumes that the charges
now read to hrim {rom same book were the charges read to him at his ini-
tiations into the 2d and 3d degrees. He considered the principles is-
culcated in those cbarges’ to be binding upon him, as being sound mo
principles, and as being as binding before as after they were read to
himn, he considered them as the advice end instruction of the masters of

the lodge. .
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To the 6th. he anawers that he had no moans of asceriaining, before
h:k went to the lodge. He did not know that there were oaths to be
taken.

" Ans. to Tth. The situation in which I was placed, and the manner in
which the oaths were communicated made it impossible for me to under
stand them.

Ans. to 8th. Idid not make any inquiry asto the meaning of the oaths
at the time of teking them, or imntediately afterwards.

Anas. to 9th. I took the two last degrees the same evening. I had no
scruples respecting these oaths at the time of taking them.

Aaus, to 10th. I do not know that I ever came to any definite conclu-
sion on these two points. I did not believe that, if I broke these obliga-
tions, the logge would take my life. I considered that as a moral being
[ had noright to take the life of any individual.

Ans. to 1'1th. I consider the oaths, signs, and manner of working and
he manner in which lodges are arranged as the secrcts and mysteries
f masonry. I know ofno other secrets and mysteries of masonry, than
hose disclosed in Bernard’s light on masonry, and in Allyn’s Ritual,

Ane. to 12th. I believe they are generally, Iknew of no secret by-
aws, or other hook containing secrets,

Ans. to 13th. I do not.

Ans. to 14th. I did not for some considerable time after taking them
wmd until I saw them placed before me in print, and had an opporiunity
.0 examine them deliberately. Ithink I saw those oaths in a book cai-
led Jachin and Bcaz, which some masons used to have in the lodge, I
believe the same winter that I was initiated; it was considered rather
unmasonic to read the oaths in this book in the lodge; and I did not
study them for the purpose of forming any opinion upon them. In the
winter of 1829 and 1830, I formed my opinion upon masonic oaths.

Question by request. Did you not frequently hear these oaths ad-
ministered in the lodge, and could you not understand them as well
then, as by seeing them printed.

Ans. repeatedl{ heard them administered during the space of two
or three years, but I did not understand them. I believe the original
object of masonry was to get together and have a high frolic, and to
promote the interests of each other to the exclusion of the interests of
others, and to bring thereligion of the New Testament into contempt. I
cannot say, what is the object of those masons, whe now endeavor ta up-
hold this Institution. I do not believe that those masons with whom I

ave an acquaintance, believe that they are upholding an institution
based upon such principles.

Question by request. Where do you find the proofs of this, on what
do you found your opinion?

ns. Inall the prayers used in the lodge the name of Jesus Christ
8 left out; and there is no reference made to Jesus Christ in any ofthe
teremonies. The prayers are addressed to God. The masonic insti-
‘ution conflicts with the religion of the New Testament in this respect;
he one I believe to be a system of truth, and the other a system of
falsehood.

Question by request. Do you know of a quotation of a passage from
he Testament in a masonic book from which the name of the Saviour
has been excluded, although it appears as printed in the Testament?

Ans. In oneof Paul’s %pistles which is used in the lodge the name
of our Lord Jesus Christ, which occurs in the original text is left out.
I think the quotation is embraced in a charge in Webb’s Monitor.

Question by request, Did you ever read or hear read to you the

Sy
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eharge to masons in the first part of the records of St. John’s lodge, in
which it is said that the universal religion, or the religion of nature is
the only religion taught in the lodge, or words to that effect.

Ans. Ineverdid. - :

Question by the committee. What do you understand is meaat by
the word God?

Aps. T understand it to mean that being who created and upholds
the universe.

Question by request, In whose name is a witness sworn in .a court of
law?

Ans. I decline answering this question.

Ans. to 16th. I never did.

Ans, to 17th. Inever did.

Question by request. Did you ever have a conversation with a ma-
son relative to his obligation to conceal a crime if communicated to him
masonically ?

Ans. T had a conversation with a mason onh this subject a year ago
this last summer. This mason was Benajah Warner, of Providence,
and there were no other persons present at the time of this converss-
tion, but said Warner :mdp myself. He asked me why I had renounced
masonry, and I told him that one reason why I had, was, that I consid-
ered the principles of masonry as inconsistent with my duties as a citi-
zen. He asked me to show him in what respect I considered them in-
consistent? And I then stated to him the following case, by way of il-
lustration, (referring him to his masonic obligation and to that part of it
which required him to keep a brother’s secret in every respect save
murder and treason) that if a brother mason should be guilty of burning
a neighbor’s house and should come and communicate to him the fact,
and require him to keep the transaction secret; and I asked him how
he could consistently with his obligation as a citizen keep his masonic
obligation? And I asked him what he would do in such a case? And
he replied that he would not tell of it, but let people find it out as they
could. There was no reference to any trial in a court of justice.

Ans. to 18th. [ cannot say that they do. I never heard any politi-
cal question discussed in a lodge.

Ans. to 19th. Ineverdid.

Ans. to 21et. I did not; my moral obligations I considered para-
mount to all others.

Question by request. Ilave you known any instances where the
influence of masonic obligations have been extended to the prejudice of
those who were not masons? : :

Answer. I have.. Some time in the summer of the year 1830, I was
called upon by a young man by the name of William Hall, who then
resided in Providence, but now resides in Connecticut, I believe in
Norwich, to become his beil, he having been sued by Mr. Griflin Child,
of this town; and I, not bLeing sufficient bail, called on Mr. Lowell
Adams and requested Mr. Adams to become bail with me for said Hall's
appearance in Court, to which said Adams consented; and a few days
after said Adams and myself had become bail, said Adams remarked to
me that he was apprehensive that we had got ourselves into difficulty,
for that said Iall was a great villain. I asked said . Adams how he knew
that fact; and he observed to me that he was told it by a brother mason
as a mason; and I asked him who the man was; and he refused to tell
me his name, saying it was communicated to him as-a mason, or upe®
the principles of masonry. I ascertained afterwards that it was the very
man who had caused the writ to be served upon said Hall. This man

.
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iffin Child. The suit which was breught was for elander.  After
was withdrawn said Adams told me it was said Child.

rer to 22d. I never did.

tion by request. Didthe lectures treat of the duty of obeying
nd hailing sign of distress when given?

ser. After taking the master’s degree, the master of the lodge
ed to me the duty of dbeying the grand hailing sign of distress,
siven, or the word when’ uttered. 1 do not recollect that the
s explained this any more than other masonic duties.

ver to 23d. I have already answered this question.

ver to 25th. I never had any experience on this subject.

ver to 26th. I am wholly unacquainted with that subject.

ver to 27th. I believe it is.

ver to 28th. I do not know, not having been in a lodge for sev-
ars; and 1 have no information on this sutbject.

ver to 29th. I am not informed.

ver to 30th. I do not know any thing on this subject. _

ver to 31st. I believeit isin lodges of the same degree. Tothe
part of the question I would say, I have no particular informa-
this subject.

stion by request. What is understood by a worthy brother.

ver. I believe that is considered among masons, that a brother
is to be considered worthy until he has been adjudged otherwise
lodge to which he belonis.

wer to 32d. Not to my knowledge.

wer to 33d. 1 have had repeated conversations with djfferent

3, at different times, upon the subject of the Morgan outrage, and

pressions which I received from their remarks lead me to believe

ey justitied the abduction and murder of Morgan, upon masonic

les. My recollection is so.indefinite, that I should not name any

lual. These conversations were, I am pretty positive, within two

last past, and were in Providence; but I do not recollect any

lar place in this town. I do not recollect any particular expres-

f masons which lead me to these impressions; and I do not recol-

iy particular occasions upon which these conversations took place.

stion by request. Was the printed letter npow shown to you with

ame printed under it, and which is hereunto annexed, your letter,

lished by you? '

. This1s my letter. :

Provipence, JuLy 25, 1831.

r Sir—In answer to your questions in reference to the declara-

it forth by the grand lodge of Rhode-Island, viz. ¢ We solemnly

1-the 'sight of heaven, and appeal to the Great Searcher of hearts
our sincerity, that we have never received, given, nor counte-

d any obli%-ation requiring or sanctioning the sacrifice of human
the penalty for disclosing masonic secrets,’’ I would simply re-
that 1 have taken the following degrees in masonry, viz. entered

atice, fellow craft, and master mason. Annexed to the obligation

entered apprentice is the following penalty, viz.

inding myself under no less penalty than to have my throat cut

i from ear to ear, my tongue torn outby the roots, and my body bu-

1 the rough sands of the sea where the tide ebbs and flows-twice

mty-four hours.”” .

aexed to the fellow craft’s obligation is the following penalty:—

ding myself under no less penalty than to have my left breast torn
and my heart and vitels taken from thence and given as a prey

+ fowls of the air, and wild beasts of the field,”” &c.
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Annexed to the master’s oath is the following penalty:—‘¢ Binding
myself under no less penalty than to have my body severed in two in the
_midst, my bowels burnt to ashes, and the ashes scattered in the four
‘winds of heaven, that there might not the least track or trace of remem-
brance remain among men or masons, of so vile and tPerjm:ed = wretch
-as I should be, were I ever to prove wilfully guilty of violating any part
of this my solemn oath or obligation of a master mason.’’

I have repeated the above penalties substantially as I received them
in St. John’s Lodge, No. 2, in this town, from Worshipful Samuel Jack-
son, 2d. There may possibly be some trifling omissions, and the phra-
seology may not in every particular be precisely the same. I am confi-
dent however, as I before remarked, that they are in substance and
meaning the same as were administered to me by Worshipful Samuel
Jackson 2d, in St. John’s lodge, No. 2, Providence, Rhode Island.

After reading the above you will not be at a loss to determine what
my opinion is respecting the declaration of the grand lodge. Perhaps
the grand lodge know of some process by which to preserve the life of
a human being though his throat be cut, his tongue torn out bzethe roots,
his body buried, &c. In which case perhaps, the{ would be justified
in making the above assertion; but if they know of no such process, I
cannot conceive-how they could consistently with the facts in the case,
make such a declaration.

I would also remark that during the time that I was 2 member of the
lodge, (which I believe was about eighteen years) the former part of
which time I was quite active, having gl]ed the office of junior deacoa,
I never heard any one attempt to give any other explanation to the
oaths and penalties of masonry, than those that strike the mind whes
they are first repeated, viz: a plain, literal signification. I have seen
& considerable number take these degrees, and I never heard any omse
attempt to explain these oaths and penalties different from what they
vread. I wourd further remark that during my attendance at the lodge
I bad frequent opportunities to hear the obligations of masonry adminis-
tered to candidates, and I am confident that the idca of expulsion from
the lodge as a punishment for a breach of masonic obligations, was nev-

er mentioned either directly or indirectly. Respectfully yeurs,
Rev. Ray Porrer. JOHN P TICE.

Question by request. Were you expelled from the lodge; if so, is
what form were you noticed previous to your expulsion?

Ans. I was not noticed at all; and knew not for what reason I wvas
expelled,

Question by request. Had you divulged to any person when yos
heard of your expulsion, what is called the signs, ceremonies, pa
words and grips of masonry, or was it because you understood you
born testimony in favour of the revelation of its obligations?

Ans. As to the first part of the question, I think it was very probsbl®
that I had. In answer to the second part of the question, I thinki®
very probable that that was the reason.

In answer to a question by request. I think I have been told by m
sons, whether in a friendly or threatening manner I cannot tell, that 57
speaking against masonry would injure me in my business.

Question by request. {Vhat explanation did you receive of the res
son why, as you advanced in the degrees, the number of times the cable
tow was placed around your neck or body was increased? - Did it allude
to the binding nature of your obligation? .

Ans. I think it was so explained at the time. Joux PrewrICcE.
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that I had then violated my masonic obligations. I told the mem-
f the lodge that when my term of office as Secretary should have
:d, that I should not any more frequent the lodge; and on the
itment of my successor in said office, I did not any more frequent
adge. I gave my opinion freely on the masonic institution before
expelled, in relation to its antiquity and its traditions. I am a
:al antimason, so far as I consider it necessary to act politically for
irpose of putting down the institution of masonry. I cannot repeat
:im, the masonic obligations which I took, or those which I have
. administered. I recollected enough of said masonic obligations
»id the violation of them.
estion by the Committee. Are the masonic oaths or obligations
three first degrees on paper marked [A] substantially the same
and fobligations which you took, and which you have usually
administered in lodges in these degrees.
swer. The two first oaths or obligations are substantially the
and the third oath or obligation is substantially the same, except
fter the words ‘“ murder and treason excepted,’’ the words ‘‘ and
5m¥ own oplion,”’ I have heard administered in the East Greenwich
cannot say how this obligation has been administered in other
s in this state. I think also in the penalty in this third oath or
tion after the word remcmbrance, the words ““ of so vile @ wretch
" men, and wmore especially among masons, should I ever be guilly of
ng, &c.”” have been usually administered. I received all the
es which I have ever taken in North Carolina, and I may have
:d in my mind the forms of oaths there used with the forms of oaths
st Greenwich lodge. .
:stion by request. In the lectures on masonry what is the answer
question, what makes you a mason?
wer, My obligation.
sstion.  Did you ever hear any candidate who was presented for
ree, say that he would not swear, but would atfirm!
swer. I never did.
s you aeked in the lectures why you had a cablc tow around your
or body?
wer. I remember very little of the lectures and do not remember
he answer was.
the master before giving the oaths, address the candidate and
ave you any objection to taking an oath which has nothing in it
interieres with your religion or politics?
swer. I have usually heard such an address made to the candi-
«cfore administering each oath.
you ever know- the penalties in the oaths to be explajped in a

awer. I do not recollect that the penalties were explained in a
to mcan any thing but what thoy say.

not the by-laws in the East Greenwich lodge provide for the
sion ol a member for disclosing any of the transactions of the lodge?
iwer. I do not recollect any such provision, but there was a
ion’in the by-laws that if a member should violate the by-laws, he
1 be expeiled. .

re the obligations incorporated into the by-laws?

wwer. No.

wmswer to the standing interrogatories marked D, I say,

wer to 10th. 1did as far hag a rignt to, and that I was to share
same jurisdiction over others.
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Answer to 14th. I never expected that these oaths would come ia
conflict with my religious, moral, social, or civil obligations. I did not
exercige any private judgement about it; from the anthult{ of the insti-
tution and the character of its members, I thought that the obligatioms
must be right. Could I be convinced of the truth of its antiquity and its
traditions, I should feel that I had done wrong in answering any inter-
rogatories on the subject. In regard to the object of masonry, I have,
at some times, had an cxalted opinion of it, as a benevolent institution;
at other times I considered it as a mutual insurance, instead of = bener-
olent institution. :

Anawer to 16th. I think not, only as they are explained in the lec-
tures, and the explanations I do not recollect.

Answer to 17th. Answer no, nor even expulsion except as it is men-
tioned in the by-laws and in the lectures. I never knew of any higher
punishment being inflicted, nor even expulsion.

Ans. to 13th. % never heard the subject of politics or religion discuss-
ed in any lodge, and I think the by-laws prohibit it. ‘

Ans. to 19th. I never did. . .

Ans. to 21st. No; and I never myself practiced upon such a constrae-
tion of said oaths: if I had a favor to bestow I considered I had a right
to select the object of my bounty.

Ans. to 22. fnever did so far as my own personal observation hasex- §
tended. I never kuew any judge, juror or officer to practice upon such
a construction of said oafhs. So far as my own ohservation has extend-
ed, I never knew masonry to be used as a political engine, and for the
purpose of obstructing the administration of justice. .

Quest. by request. What is the manner or motion with which a masa
enters or leaves tbe lodge? .

Ans. The mason enters and leaves the lodge with a sign called the
duegurd of the degree. ’

Quest. Did you consider yourself as a mason bound to give a prefer-}.
ence to a mason over another person not a mason, under the same cir-
cumstances? .

Ans. 1 think, but cannot be positive, that every thing being equll.i'
requested by a brother mason, I should: but such a case never occar
red to me, for in almost every instance there has been something by
which to distingnish between the persons, and in such case I have j
ed accordingly: and I should have acted in the same way betweeas
brother in the church and a person who was not a brother.

Quest. Did you ever know a mason or his family to receive froms
lodge in charity, as much money gs he had paid in er fees and quarter
ly dues?

Ans.gl knew a case while I was a member of King Solomon’s Lodge,
that a member had received more than he paidin; I am not positive #
to the amount. ’

Quest. How much was bestowed in charity while you were Secretsty
of said lodge? -

Ans. I do not recollect as any thing was so bestowed. I do notrec-
ollect that there was any application fgr charity during that time.

In anewer to interrogatories marked E, I say:

Ans. to 1st. I recollect to have heard this in substance inculcated,
but cannot recollect whether in the obligations or lectures, but am is-
clined to believe it was in the lectures: lgconsidered it obligatory. The
words, **for the benefit of the craft when at work,” were not in it as I rec-
ollect: I think there were these additional words, ¢‘as far as I could !
see the sign by day or hear the word by night.”
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I, Lemuel Burge, of Wickford, in the county of Washington and State
of Rhode-Island, do depose and say, that I have never introduced the
subject of masonry or antimasonry, in any conversation, before the
world, to my recollection, since the Morgan excitement: That at times,
on the hearing of declarations, often heard by me in my daily walks, I
have taken the ground laid down by the speaker, and raised the follow-
ing interrogatories. On one occasion, happening to meet John Hall,
BMq. and others, at the post-office, or at an adjoining shop in this village,
and hearing the said Hall make sundry declarations concetning Mor-
gan’s book and death, I said to him—‘¢ Do you really believe that Mor-

an is dead?”’ his answer was, ¢‘ I have no doubt of it.”” *¢ Do you be-
teve that the book said to be written by him, is a correct representation
of freemasonry?’> ‘¢ I do,’’ was his reply. ‘ You believe then that
he was murdered, and that by masons, for having violated all the obli-
gations he there says he had voluntarily taken?’’ He replied, ¢* To be
sure Ido.”” Ithen asked him, (solely for the purpose of seeing what
answer would be given) whether as a mason he was not guilty; and if
guilty, whether he had not met with the fate he justly merited? I wait-
ed for an answer, but there was no answer given. I further depose and
say, that this 1s the ground I have uniformly taken, in order to avoid a
declaration, or any thing that might lead to a declaration of my. opinion
respecting the supposed death of Capt. William Morgan, or his illustra-
tions. I further depose and say; that on Friday, the 9th instant, John
Hall, Esq. called at my house and informed me that he was summoned
st Providence, as a witness before the Legislative Committee then in
session there, to give evidence concerning a conversation he had with
me sometime in the year eighteen hundred and twenty-seven, relative
to the death of William Morgan. He then read from a paper which he
held in his hand, a statement which he called the substance of the con-
versation, and desired me to correct it if necessary. This Idid, by tell-
ing him it was altogether incorrect, and then stating it as above, which,
after a little reflection, he acknowledged to be correct. And further
your deponent saith not. Lemuer Buree.

Washington ss.—North Kingstown, December 17, 1831, I hereby
certify that the within deposition was subscribed and duly sworn to be-
fore me agreeable to law. Ricuarp Tuomas, Just. Peace.

Edward Murphy, being sworn, in answer to the following questions, says.

Ques. 1st. . [—ﬁ.ve you ever told any one that you once while the court was
sitting in this town, saw Capt. S. T. Northam and Dr. Cotton, or either of.
them, go up to one of the jurors in the ¢ourt house and pnt something into his
bands. Please state particularly what you saw, if any thing?
. Ans. He can’t tell the time, nor which court was sitting, it was when one
of the masonic cases was ou trial, and the parties were pleading. Just as
he went up stairs and entered the lobby, he saw Capt. Northam and Dr. Cot-
ton, together, going very quick towards a man in the lobby, who was at the
same time approaching them, he, the person, was going towards the court
room doos, and they towards the stairs; they, Capt. Northam and Dr. Cotton,
ﬂ:rted when the man came up and he went between them; some words in

ste past between the three, but the man did not stop a second, but while
ssing he, witness, saw Capt. Northam hand him something; what it was

e cannot tell; he don’t know. He did not hear any thing that was said; it

was said in a low tone.

Ques. Did you know the man? '

Ans. No;. bult I took eare to go and see where he went, and saw bim go

0
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on to the jury, and sat about midways; which he, witness, should not have done
but for what he saw.

Ques. Did you mention this at the time? To whom?
. Ans. I told Capt. William Price. He is my uncle by marriage. I
found him at my father’s house, when I returned bame.

Ques. Did Capt. Price take you to point out the man to him?

Ans. Noj; nor did he ingnire of witness who he was; nor did he, witness,

know the name of the man, nor where be was from, nor inquire who he was.
He does not now recollect any of the jury.

Ques. Do you livz in one of Dr. Case’s houses; if so, how long have ysu?

Ans. He does; and has about 3 years.

Ques. How old was you at the time? :

Ans. About twenty I think; and I am now in my thirtieth year?

Ques. What time of day was it?

Ans. In the evening; the candles were lighted.

Ques. Did you see the thing, whatever it was, which you say Capt. Nerth-
am handed the man? :

Aps. He saw something but can’t tell what it was; it looked like a piges
of brown paper rolled up, to him; it was done very quickly, and they passed os.

Ques. Have you told Dr. Case or Capt. Price that it looked to you lke
money, or you thought it was money?

Ans. No; He could not tell what it was. I did not tell Dr. Case of #
at that time. I told him the other night, I think night before last. He,
Br. Case, then asked me if [ bad not said so and so, and I told him I bad.
I don’t recollect that there were any other persons in the lobby.

Ques. Were they pleading to the court, or the jury? .
Ans. I do not know. )
Ques. Did you see the man’s face? .

Ans. I did not until be was going into the jury-box.

Ques. What part of the court room did you go into? -

Ans. 1 went to the gallery.

Question by George Turner. Do you recollect any thing of the mard
person or appearance, by which you would know him again if you saw him?

Auns. Tcannot tell, {don’t think I should know him again.

Ques.  After you saw the man go on to the jury, did you take any furfbes
notice of him?

Ans. No; I just see that he went on; that was all the notice I took, ad
then I came out.

Ques. Are you a mason?

Ans. God forbid that I should be; although I have no artipathy agamst
any mason, or any wen at all. Epwarp MunrpaY.

Capt. 8. T. Northam being sworn, and the forcgoirg dcposition of Edward
Murphy being read to him, he deposes, . )
That he has not the slightest reccllection of any such ecircumstance as hat
witness states. He presumes that it carnct be necessary for him to say that
- hie never in his life in any way ivas guilty of tampering with any judge of
juror, on any occasion. That it is well knoizn to all concerned in the masoss
trials that be took very littlc part in them; took no active part ia them. He
never served on any committee for the purpose of seeing to thein, havisf
always business of his own; and neve. attended any of the trials otherwise
than as heuway have gone into the court house occasionally, but not irequently,
and stood perhaps a quarter or half of an hour at a time.
S. T. NorTHAN-
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Capt. William Price being sworn says in answer to '

Quest. Do you recollect baving been told by Edward Murphy, at
ris father’s house, any thing about Capt. Northam and Dr. Cotton meeting
1 juror during one of the masonic_trials, and Capt. N’s. putting something
li‘:: the hands of that juror ? Please state particularly all you recollect
ibout it.

Auns. That is very easily done, for I don’t recollect anything abont it.

WiLLiam Price.

Stephen T. Northam, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age,
n solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interroga=
ories. -

Quast. Are you or have you been a freemason ; if so, how maay degrees
o masonry have yeu takea, by what lodges or chapers were you admitted, and
1t what time?

Ans. I am a freemason, and about forty~two years ago I took the three
irst degrees in Orange Lodge, in Charleston, Squth Carolina.

In answer to further question. He says that ke has read over attentively
he forms of oaths for the degrees he took, as contained in annexed paper
narked A, and declares them to be in substance the same as those adminis-
ered to him ; the minute or particular phraseology he does not recollect ;
mt the sense, the substance and principles of them he docs perfectly,
ind they are the same as those he has read in said paper. He has
attentively read over the foregoing annexed deposition of N. G. Boss, and
‘he interrogatories therein answered, and he considers the facts, statements
aud explanations therein given te be true and corrvect; and should he be called
upon to answer the same questions, his answers would be the same in effect
te all of them upon which he was informed. Upon recollection, his answer
to the 36th standing interroatory, would be that the sign is always given at
entering and leaving a lodge if left before closed, and it is the sign of the
order; that is, if the lodge be an entered apprentice’s lodge, the sign oa
entering must be the sign designating an entered apprentice, who otherwise
cannot enter, and so of thé rest. He has no knowledge whether the sign has
any particular reference to any part of the obligation, or any other reference
or allusion whatever. .

Question by George Turner. By the substance and principle of your
masonic nbligations and eaths, do you include as well the penaliics, as the
promises, or how is it?

. Ans. By my masonic oblizations I mean those express and solemn prom-
tses, which I made and entered into at the time I was initiated into each
degree. I know of nothing else as making part of any obligation taken by
me, What is now read to me and ealled the penal purt of the entered
Apprentice’s obligation, I have no recollection of having been administered to
ue, but if it had been I should not consider it as making and part of the obfi-

tion. -

ra(q),ues;tion by George Turner. Did you or did you not swear to submit to
tome penalty, as well as promise to perform your engagcments, at the time
rou took each of the oaths of the degrees you have taken in masonry?

Auns. I never took any such oath. I never promised or intended to submit
my self to the jurisdiction of any lodge, to inflict upon me any of the penalties
specified in either of the forms of obligation before mentioned, or any thing in
the remotest degrec like them. S. T. NorrHAM.

Benjamin . Case, sworn, says. I reside im the town of Newport, R. I.
and am a physician by profession. I am a freemasen. 1 took the slerea
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first degrees in masonry in regular order, and then I took the other degrees,
up to the degree of secret master inclusive. The first degree which 1 took,
was taken in St. Jobn’s lodge, in Newport, R. I. in the year 1796. 1 fook
the two next degrees in South Kingstown, R. I. in the year 1798 or 1799 1
think. I took the four degrees in the chapter in Newport, R. L. between the
year 1814 and 1816 to the best of my recollection. Soon after this I took the
four degrees in the encampment in said Newport. And after this I took the
degrees in masonry up to the degree of secret master in said N ewport;
and I think this was about the years 1816 or 1817,

An oath or obligation was administered to me on taking each of these de-
grees. There was no cautien addressed to me by the presiding officer of the
lodge or chapter previous to taking each of these oaths or obligations; nor was
there any qualification of said oaths and obligations at the time of administer-
ing them. It was not the practice to address any caution or {o qualify the
oaths or obligations until after this time, viz. 1796. The oaths, forms of ir-
itiation, and manner of working in lodges were similar to those laid downin
a book called Jachin and Boaz, until about the time of the publication of
‘Webb’s Monitor in 1802. I knew but little about the forms of initiation and
manner of working in lodges between 1796 and 1802; nor but little from that
time until about 1814, as I did not visit the lodges very frequently. At the
time of my initiation it was the practice in St. John’s lodge Newport, to er-
deavor to frighten or alarm the cendidate during his iritiation, while he had
the cable tow about his neck and while he was blindfolded, by making noises,
shuffling on the floor, throwing sticks down and directing the cardidate te
step high. I was so disgusted with this mode of initiation that I did not coo-
scot to take the fellow craft and master mason’s degree until the year 1798
or 1799. In taking the degree of master mason 1 became still t{mher dir-
gusted; in this degree about the time I was to personate or represent the
death of Hiram Abiff, the widow’s son; there was a brother of the lodge,
by the name of Elisha R. Gardner, who whispered in my ecar, while I was
blindfolded, directing me or telling me not to let them get me down; and
when Jubelum struck me to get me down, I sprang from bis grasp and from
the grasp of his assistants and I got them down. ? continued this frolic as
long as they attempted to get me down, but when they told me to lie down,
I then laid down. In this frolic they tore my clothes pretty badly and I was
disgusted with it. These were the reasons why I did not more frequently
visit the lodges at that time. There was a further reason; about 1801 or 2,
I obtained a book called Abbe Barruel upon the Illuminati of France, and
Robertson’s proofs of the conspiracy in Fraace; and after reading those
works in conversation with the masons at Newport, I told them, that I co>
sidered illuminatism to bc masoory; but they denied it, or would not acknowl
edge it; and [ from that time or near that time, for eight years I refused fo
visit the lodges, except on funeral occasions, .

About the year 1810 or 1811, Col. John C. Ludlow of New-York city,
who was high priest of the chapter of the State of New-York, (I believe the
gran d chapter) came to Newport to and purchased stock in my coal mioe;
and while there he and I attended a funeral of a masqpic brother. he foud
that I had not taken but three degrees at that time, and he was very ans-
ious that I should take the bigher degrees; and soon after I went to New-
York and at his solicitation attended the grand lodge there. At the time ssif
Col. Ludlow was at Newport he attended an instaliation of a chapter, |
think, aud the ceremonies were performed in the mceting house. Webb's
masonic Monitor was read on that occasion; and said Ludlow left the meet-
ing house, and afterwards stated ta me that he was so disgusted that be
would not stay to hecar Wehb’s Monitor read, and at the same time stated (o
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me that if he had published such a book as Webb’s Monitor in New-York,
disclesing such masonic secrets as had not before been made public, he should
have been put to death in consequence of it. On my visit to New-York said
Ludlow and John G. Bogart of New-York city pressed me very hard to take
the higher degrees, and they stated to me that any man who should become:
a master of a lodge in New-York, would be certain to make his fortune; and
they stated a caseof a man whose name was Barnum I think, who was a’
few years before poor, but having become a master of a lodge he was able in
a few years to purchase a house in Bréadway in New-York city, and had at
that time given something like thirty thousand dollars for the same. They
mentioned a number of similar instances, and said that they did not know of
a master of a lodge who had not made his fortune. In consequence of these
entreaties and other inducements I two or three years after this took the
bigher degrees. After these conversations with said Ludlow and Bogart I
visited the lodges again at Newport, and I then found material alterations in
the ceremonies and oaths in the lodges; changes were introduced, which were
not in use at the time of my initiation.

Further examination of Doct. Case continued on Friday the 30th inst. in
Newport.

In answer to the following interrogatories marked D, he says,—

T'o the 7thand 8th interrogatory he says, when he took the oaths he was

laced in such a situation and they were administered in such a manner, (be-
ing administered word by word by thé master and so repeated by him after
the master) that it was not possible for him or any one else, he thinks, fully
to comperhend them. To the last part of the 8th question; he replies that be
made no inquiry about it, he took it for granted that it was all proper or neces~
sary; before taking the oaths he did notknow that it was necessary to take any.
9th. He replies he did not.

10th. He replies that be did.

" 11th. - He answers they are fully explained in those books, and he knows
of no others.

14th. He answers, that when he took the oaths he did not think any~
thing about it. He can’t say that he had any serious reflections upon the
subject until after the death of Morgan, nor indeed until after the publication
of the proceedings of the Le Roy convention about the summer of 1828 or
between that date and 1826. After this he took the subject iuto full and
serious consideration and came to the conclusion that the masonic oaths were
not compatible with bis religious, moral, civil or social obligations and of
course void and not binding.

Question by committee. Had there ever occurred, up to that time, any
occasion on which two different obligations came in conflict?

Ans. To the best of his recollection no such occasion had occurred.

22d. To this he answers in the negative. _

23d. To this he answers that on ordinary occasions he should have ad-
hered to his civil obligations but if a secret had been communicated to him by
a brother under the five points of fellowship or masonically, especially if his
life was in danger, he has no doubt he should have kept that secret, and had
he been called to testify respecting it in a court of justice he should have re-
fused, or should have stood silent, and should have thought his life forfeited if
he had not so acted.

Question by committee. As you are now and ever since you reflected upon
the subject have been of a different opinion, and as no occasion previously ev-
er occurred, upon which you had an opportunity of forming any opinion—upon
what ground is it that you now found your belief that you should have acted
as you state in your last answer.
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Ans. Inthe master’s degree are these words ‘I furthermore promise and
swear that I will give a brother master mason a preference in his trade or
calling.” This I well recollect for I have often repeated it. I was taught it
by John A. Shaw and Gen. Stall. I have repeated it at least sixty tumes,
baving initiated over that number of members, and have besides repeated
all the masonic oaths of the three first degrees twice a year, as required by
the by-laws, all the members standing, and repeating after the master; [
have been a master of a lodge Since 1817 or 1818. The last time I so re-
peated it was last month,on the anniversary of St. John the evangelist.

Ques. How are the ceremonies in the royal arch and knight templar’s
degrees explained to the candidate, and what are these ceremonies?

Auns. They are correctly explained in Allyn’s and Bernard’s books, together
with all the secrets appertaining to those degrees.

Quest. Do or do not the lodges devote some portion of their disposabls
funds to purposes of conviviality and refreshment, as regularly as they de to
charity; state the facts, and your means of knowing. -

Ans. I think more regularly and to much greater amount the Treasurer’s
books and the lodge books will explain.

Ques. What consequences do you know to result from the masonie institu-
tion, to balance its charity, &e.

Ans. I know that lodge meetings lead to dissipation, and I believe that the
strongest adherents to masonry are intemperate men. He refers to annexed
certified copies of proceedings from lodge books.

Ques. How far, and for what purposes, do you consider the antimasons as
a politieal party.

Ans. I consider the whole purpose of it to be to assert the supremacy of
the laws. :

Ques. Are you assured of the consequences of refusing to answer legal
questions in a court of law?

Ques. Would you, or would you not, have considered the penalty of 8
breach of your masonic obligation, as more to be dreaded, than any penalty
that could have been inflicted for refusing to take a civil oath?

Anps. I am aware of the penalty for refusing to answer legal questions in 2
court of law; it is fine and imprisonment, which I consider not to be com-
pared to the loss of iife, which I should have considered the consequence of
breaking my masonic obligations.

Ques.  Does a mason by taking the degrees in chapters, encampments and
councils, cease to be a mason of a subordinate lodge, or lose his standing on
that account?

Ans. He dves not. .

Ques. Is not every member of all the chapters, encampments, or other
masonic bodies in this country, attached to or connected with some subordi-
nate lodge, and does not that connexion and dependence form one of the meast
of communication between all the masonic bodies in this country; and cansot
any mason of any state or country, and of any degree in masonry, enter into
any lodge or other masonic body in this country or state, if not opened on 8
degree above that to which he has arrived in the “sublime science,’” and does,
or does not that circumstance afford another means of communication and cos-
cert between masons in all states and countries?

Ans. To the whole of this question I answer in the affirmative.

Ques.  Are the ceremonies and oaths practised at initiation in the master
mason’s degree, correctly given in the books of Allyn and Bernard?

Ans. I answer ip the affirmative.

Ques. When a lodge is opened on the master mason’s degree, are, or a7
not the members reminded of the penalties of all the the three first degress’
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And are, or are not, the penalties annexed to the oaths, taught tu'be the niost
binding parts thereof, and in the lectures of the second degree, are, or are
not those penalties always alluded to? '

Ans. At thie opening and closing of a lodge the sign of the penalty is alwars
given by the master and repeated by the members. The remainder of the
question I answer iu the affirnatise. N

Ques. Did George Howland at-any time loan you a Look m cypler as
stated in his deposition; aad has he ever required it of you?

Ans. Yes, he lent me such a book and has not said any thing to me about
it since. 1 loaned the sam= book to 1. Hazard, with two or three sheets of
translation of the eypher. The book was a copy of the saine book in cypher
and character, that was before the antimasonic state couvention, held in
Boston, in May, 1831, which book I saw before it was carried to Boston.

Ques.  Did or did not the grand lodge of this state after the improvements
you bave alluded to as"made in 1814, appoint or authorize some person to go
about lecturing to masonic lodges, for the purpose of producing uniformity in
masonic work ?

Ans. I don’t kuow that it was by the grand lodge of this state, but it has
been done gencrally by grand lodges throughout the courtry. Jereminh L.
Cross I understand is the grand lecturer appointed by the grand lodge of
New York, to sceure uniformity throughout. ] o

Ques. Do masonic lodzes in this conntry admit to the privileges and mys-
teries of their order, any but sound able-bodied men; or do they select such as
are really objects for the exercise of charity or beucvolence!

Ans. They do not.

Interrogatory by request of Nicholas G. Boss. Who was the masterlatl;d
his son-in-law who you was inform}ed gave tnoney as your informant thought to
‘a juror? who was your informant? .

JAns. S.T. Nor)tham and Dr. Cotton. Edward Murphy was my inform-

t, who now works for Geo. Eugs. L
an[’nt. by committee. 1Have you ever known any combination fpr‘;plzlctl‘ ulmo::E
masons, or resolution taken to act in coneert in support of any individua >m
“sonic candidate for office in preference to ancther candidate not a mason?

ns. I have not. S

iin;s HIave you ever knowu politics introduced into conversation in anyt:ggge
roor or building in any other way than as a subject of ordinary conversation?

2t i 4 h talk about the different

Ans. At the time of elections I have known them ta e
candidates, I don’t know that it was ditferent froBmEf;rJd;:z;y :’3211'!: s

: , ime he sat

Judge Thomas-Co_rx of Portsmouth mentioned to me tbtal:ea}t)etxlxlcellhrl‘:lt ® flor
as Judge on the masonic trials he told his colleagues on the hod 1o hear an-
repeatedly hearing masons swear in t%tmstel tl'tlalihhet{ll:‘ti:l‘d;’;ss:id be mention-

swear, as they would not swear to the tru 1 igge
:(tlh:lx;is fact’at one éme to judge Denham who said 'John l-n(}lmgha?lt‘ v}:::ra:?r:f
to be sworn, he would swear to the truth; Judge Cory }S‘i’:ld w:(lwlod re caused
John Tillinghast was tyler of the lodge on th_e night t e gran g s the
¥ ot opena lence, and Tillingbast w
the lock to be taken off and doot opcq»@ by vio ' 2 4 if the lock was on
anan to hold the key at that time; Tlllmgh_ast was as.un‘ orved to confirm
the door, he answered he did not know, which answer only .
the judge in his opinion. L . . in those tri-

'I-!hetr)e were many false masonic witnesses bro&nght z:;g:rl'?sttix:?;ehe pad noth
als. John Carlile, grand master of the grand ](.) siie:‘ b T proved on the
ing to do with the libel he pubhshefl' agnms? mel, a aseript jibel to the prin-
stand :by the printer that he (Carlite) carried the mag ; Lt
ter himself and superintended the publication, .

11
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William C. Barker of Providence swore in one of those trials he bad been
a mason mine years, and that he bad superintended fifty elections of lodges,
which cannot be a fact unless he possess the power of ubiquity as the elec-
tion of lodges are on the 27th December annually. . . .

At another of those masonic trials the foreman of the jury during the trial
resided with a zealous mason in this town, and it was reported at the time
that the master of the masons opposed to me, the night previous to the jury’s
receiving the papers, was with the foreman of the jury at a late hour; after
the jury received the papers they all agreed upon a verdiet in my favor ina
_short time, except that foreman who stood out until the papers were takes
from them.

I was told by a man in this town that during the pendency of one of the
masonic suits in this town, as he reached the head of the stairs in the court
house, he saw the master of the masons in this town, opposed to me, together
with his son in law walking quickly towards a juror and the juror stept quickly
forward to meet them; passing between them they spoke to him and the mas-
ter before mentioned handed the juror something that bad the appearance of
money. He said it was all done very quick.

John Carr of Jamestown was a juror on one of the masonic trials in this tows.
He told me that during the trial Benjamin B. Mumford, a mason, 1 believe at
that time acting as senior warden of the lodge denomincted the spurious lodge
in this town; caused a letter to be delivered to him in which he strictly es-
joined on said Carr to read the letter, and immediately commt it to the
flames which he did accordingly by which he was induced to sign what he thes
considered a wrong verdict which he had ever regretted. 1 bave the impressia
that Mr. Robinson Carr,of this town or one of his brothers, informed me that
John Carr made a similar statement to him,

Mr. Robert D. Lawton mentioned to me in his store in Tanner street about
two years since that a mason told him Morgan’s murder was the only thisg
that saved my life; that I should have been murdered if Morgan had not.

Soune four or five years past in a dark night at about one or {wo o’clock
there was a knocking at my door. On going to the window I enquired the
cause. The person said I was wanted immediately down in the neck at Sam-
uel F. Gardner’s, on account of sickness. I told the person I never attended
in bis family. 1 asked who he was and who sent him for me. He then ms
off; and as it was a lonely place,and I considered there had been attempts to
decoy me, I did not go, and I afterwards found that there was ro person sick
at Mr. Gardner’s house at that time.

About two years ago last March or April, Mr. George Wheaton Alles
told me that Le cawme in the stage from Fall River, in company with David
M. Coggeshall, of this town, and in conversation with him about mwasonry asd
masons, Coggeshall speaking of me said that the masors of this town liad 8
rod in soak for me that would give me my quietus.

John C. Clarke, of this town, told me some five or six years ago, that
conversation with James Coggeshall, of New York, he, Coggeshall ’anill fl
sbould go to New York, I should be assassinated by masons, ’

Some three or four years past, a man that belongs in this town was in New
York. He told me that Mr. McQucan, the great iron founder asked bip
what sart of a man I was; he says he spoke well of me. Mr. McQuess
ibgn;:ld to him, do tell that man not to travel, as bis life will be in danger,
o ‘;e °t;;;g. known that my name was set up in large capitals, _in every lodge

About twa or three years ago, Cant. Will; H :
we with what he consi}’l'ered aE l',n pt. tvilliam Price, of this town, came ts

¢ o important secret, in which I was deeply i
eoted, That a Migs Pocter, in this town, with ’great nnxiet;‘lb::l' :::ll:




know it, hud sommunicated to his daughter, ta be communicated to me imrnes
diately, which secret Miss Porter had obtained of a Mr. Ira Stillman, whe
married a niece or sister of Capt. Stephen Manchester’s wife, of Providence.
The secret was that Capt. Manchester was a mason, and ran a line packet
from Providence to New York; that he was swore in a chapter or lodge in N.
¥ork, that if [ should take passage on board his packet, and he should have
an opportunity to get me overboard in the night time, or otherwise take my
life, and he should fail to do so, he would forfeit his own. )

Daniel Howland, Esq. of Jamestown, mentioned to me the case of J. B.
Wood, before the circuit court, respecting some lost money, in which case he
was a juror; that the whole pannel were for bringing in a verdict against
Woad, except one, who was a mason from Bristol, who kept the jury out and
E'evented a verdict, and the papers were taken from the jury by the court.—

squire Howland told me he had ascertained J. B. Wood was a mason.

I was informed by Capt. Henry Tew, Treasurer of St. John’s lodge,
twelve or fourteen years past, that William G. Burrows, a mason, came to
him, with a proposition for him, Tew, to deposit the books, papers, bank
weript, &c. in a place he would name, he, Tew, should find in that place five
handred dollars for his service, Tew said he told Burrows that if he ever
m>ntioned such a thing to him again, he would break every bone in his skin.

About the first of March last, I was in Petersburg, Rensellaer county,
state of New York, and was there informed by Mr. Joshua Lewis, »ho had
recently been Secretary of a lodge in that neighborhood, that some time pre-
‘vious, after Lieut. Gov Throop’s election, he gave a speech, in which he
@enominated the antimasonic excitement ¢ the blessed spirit” which he wished
Wight prevail; in consequence of which the grand lodge of the state of New
York, issued their mandate to all the lodges under their jurisdiction to put
down Throop at all events; which mandate was expressed in such terms that
Lewis considered it amounted to treason, as he expressed it to me. One
bzing sent to hin as Secretary of the lodge, and he being conscious it would
be wronz for him ta be concerned in executing it, he resigned his place as Sec-
retary, and discontinued visiting the ladge from that time. _

Gov. Throop in his next communication to the public altered his tone, and
declared the regulation of the antimasonic excitement * belonged to social
interconrse,” by which he appeased the masons and ohtained their subsequent
support. : :

' gl;metime in February, eighteen hundred fotrrteen, in conversation with
Jobn A. Shaw, after he was appointed master of the lodge he requested me
‘to attend the lodge. I told him if he would cause notice to be sent to me, I
would attend at the next regular lodge night; he did send me notice and I at-
‘tended accordingly, which I had not done for a great while before, I presume.
"eight or ten years, I found the mode of work materially improved and added to.

After the candidate was prepared by the junior warden, as laid down by
‘Bernard and Allyn, he was brought to the door and the alarm made by three
distinct knocks, the senior warden was directed by the worshipful master to
receive the candidate.

On opening the door he asks ¢“Who comes there, who comes there, who
comes there?”’ The answer was by the junior warden who had the candidats
‘by the hand ‘A poor blind candidate who wishes to have and receive a part
of the rights, lights, and benefits, of this right worshipful lodge erected to
God and dedicated to holy St. John, us all true and lawful brothers have done
that have gone before him.

The senior warden asks if it is of his own free will and aecord thakbe makes
this requests. U
- T'be junior warden,.or ¢ontdclor, answers, “It is.”
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‘I'he senior warden asks, *‘1s he duly aud truly prepared.”

Ans. “Ieis.” , . L .

"The senior warden asks, “Is he free born, of lawful age, without defame,
or defect.” Ans. “Heis.” ) . . a

"Then the senior warden says ‘Lot Lim wait a time with patience, until 1
inform the worshipful master in thc east, for fnther irstrueticn.” B

He then informns the worshipful master in the east, who asks the senior
warden the same questions that the senior warden had asked of the junier
warden at the door and receives the same answers. .

The worshipful master then dircets the senior warden to let him enter, and
in the name of the Lord to take Liced on what he enters, that he enter upou
the sharp point of an implement presented to his naked lefi breast, and tiat
be inform hiin as this is an instrument of torture to his flesh, may it ever be
to his conscience if he should ever reveal any of the secrets of this degree;
let him be taken to the holy altar and there receive the benefit of the lodge’s
prayer; after receiving the prayer, the worshipful master asks the candidate
in whom he trusts; kis conduclor directs lim to say in God. .

‘The worshipful master then says “Youvr trust being in God, arisc fcllow
your leader, fear not what man can do to von.” [kleis then taken  three
times round the lodge; undergoes an examinatinn by the different officers; is

finally brought to the altar with Lis left krpee bent and bare, his right feot
forming a square, when the worshipful master thus addrsses him, caliicg
bim by name, “You are now about to enter into a very serious and solemn obli-
gation, more serious and solemn than you ere aware of; there is nothirg init
contrary to religion, morality, cr the laws of your courtry, but is founded in
faith, hope, and charity, whick if rightly pursued, is capable of carrying man
to the highest degree of perfection; if any doubls or disgusts have ariscn ia
your mind from what ycu have already gone through, you are now at liberty
to decline your i.&iation; but if you still persist in the motives which I jre-
sume brought you here, you please to give me your right hand.”

The worshipful master then takes his right hand and places it on the boly
bible, square and compass; he then asks for his left hand and places it under
the holy bible. square aud compass, and then says (o him your right band be-
ing extended on the holy hible, square and compass, your left hand supporting
the sanc, you will cnter into a very serious and solemn cbligation, dencmin
ated the entered apprentice cblization, he then directs the caudidate to repeat
his own name. The worshj;:{ul master repeats his own name.

Then the worshipful master says of my own free will and accord. The
candidate says after him, of my own free will and accord. The worshipful
master says in the presence of Almighty God; the candidate repeats after lim
in the presence of Almighty God. The worshipful master says, and this most
warshipful lodge; the candidate says after hin and this most worshipful lodge.
The worshipful master says crected to Gud and dedicated to holy St. John;
the candidate says after him, crectcd to Gud and dedicated to holy St. Joho
"The worshipful master says do herehy and hereon; the caudidate says after
him, do herety aud hercon. ‘The worshipful mzster says, miost sivecrcly jrem-
1s2 and swear; the candidate repeats afler the worshipful master, most sin-
sincercly promise and swear.  And in this mamner, word by word through the
wllnl-ale oathi; and the rcmaiader of the oath wiil be found in Bervard and
Allyn.

And when the candidafe repeals the peralty, the senior warden or some
other officer, draws an implemext across his threat; after the oath is comyleted,
ltlu; tc:an(lidate is asked what he 1gst wanted, his conducter tells him ta say
ight. ’

The worshipful master calls upon the brethren to come forwa'r‘d_ ‘and aiist
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a bringing the new made bruther from darkness to masonic light, after sur-
ounding the altar the worshipful master directs them all to streteh forth their
ands, he then raising his right hand and letling it fall as he says, and God
aid, and God said, and God said let there be light and there was light, the
vorshipful master and brethren sfriking their hunds together and stamping
heir right foot at which instant th: bandage is suatched from candidate’s
:yes and a drawn sword preseuted to his naked breast.

The eeremony then goes on as described by Allyn and DBernard until fhe
vorshipful master has got through giving the tokens, words, grips and signs,
vhen he gives the grand sign of an entered apprentice, drawing his hand
rcross his throat, he is asked if it has an allusion; the candidate answers, it
1as, under the direction of his conductor. The worshipful master asks, to
what; he answers, to the penalty of iy obligation. The worshipful master
asks if be has that peualty; he answers,he has. The worshipful master then
tells him to give it to him. He then repeats the penalty, which is, that he
will bave his throat cut across, his tongue plucked out by the roots, his body
buried in the rough sands of the sea, a cable tow from shore, where the tide
ebbs and flows tivice in twenty-four hours, before he would reveal the sccrets
appertaining to this degree. He is then ordered by the worshipful master to
the junior warden, who asks him if be is a mason, and to prove himself such
by.showing him the signs, grips, tokens and words; and then be is asked by
the junior warden to give himn the grand sign of an eutercd apprentice, which
e does in the same manner and words as be gave it to the worshipful inaster:
ko is then taken to the senior warden, uudergues the same ecxamination, and

ives the grand hailing sign in the same manncr as he gave it to the worship-
tull master and junior warden. The charge is then given asin Webb’s Mon-
itor and Bradley’s beauties of masorry.

The fellow craft’s degrze is substantially the same as in Allyn and Ber-
nard, except that Jobn A. Shaw did not teach in St. Joha’s lodge in Newport
that any address siould be given to {he candidate previous to his receiving the
oblization, and no such address has been given ia said lodge. )

- In the master’s degree the candidate, when hz is brought to the deor by his
conductor, the conductor says to the senior warden, the candidate now ap-
pears before you with his arms, legs and body bare, his loins girt about, in
testimony whereof he renounces his own will and becomes submissive to the
worshipful master and hrethren, then the usual ceremonies follow as in Ber-
Dard and Allyn, and the oath given as laid down by Allyn and Berrard with
the following additiors, in addition to what I have already at{ested to: ¢ I
urthermore promise and swear, that I will not play at cards, dice or any oth-
e unlawful game of hazards whereby I 1:ay reap an undue adéantage over a
brother;” and the following werds are used at the commencement of every
paragraph of every oath: ¢ I most sincerely premise and swear.”

- Alter the candidate has goae through the first part of the ceremonics he is

aken out into the preparation room and clothed, during which time the lodge
i darkencd and a coffin introduced, and three persons placed by it wrapped in
winding-sheets, and three small glimmering blue lights placed on tle coffin;
Lhen he is brought back icto the lodge so darkecued, carried past the coffin,
and as he passes the three persous exclaim, O Lord, must he die! He is then
Seized by Jubela and his life dcmanded, as laid dewn by Bernard and Allyn,
until hz completes the representation of the death ot Hiram Abiff, after which
the three ruffians that were caught in the cliffs of the rock, to wit, Jubela, Ju-
belo and Jubelumn, are brought before the master, who enquires of them what
they bave to say for themselves: they say they are guilty. The master then
‘diregts them to be taken and executed agieeable to their several exclamations
‘when in the clilf of the rock; to wit, Jubela  to bave his throat cut, &c.Ju.



belo to have his breast torn open and his heatt taken out, &e. Jubelum to have
his body severed in two, &c., after which the master addresses the candidate,
and tells him he now represents not only one of the greatest men, but the
greatest mason we have any account of, to wit: our grand master Hiram,
whose tragical death is thus related; which is essentially correct in Bernard
and Allyn; he is then impressed in the strongest possible manner by the mas-
ter that he must imitate Hiram and lose his life rather than reveal any of the
secrets of masonry.

As a further illustration I refer to the charge in Webb’s monitor, in the
master mason’s degree. Bexyamin Waire Case.

[Referred to in Benjamin W. Case’s Deposilion.)

Regular lodge, Monday evening, November 16, 5812. R. W. Benjamia
B. Mumford, master, pro tem, John A. Shaw, S. W. pro tem, Isaac Stall, J.
W. pro tem, Stephen Deblois, Treasurzr, pro tem, William G. Burroughs,
Secty. John Brown, S. D. pro tem, William C. Green, J. D. pro tem. Vise
itors: Joseph Chadwick, Jeremiah Lawton, Henry Anthony, Augustus New-
man, Jobn S. Langley, James Mumford, Henry Tew, jun. Carver, ——
Fox, ~—— Presby, Thomas Moores, Samuel Richardson, William M. Rob-
bins, William Potter, Saunders Rogers, John M. Breeze, Thomas R. Rhodes,
Elisha Billington, Samuel Henshaw, John Tilley, and William Douglas.

Ezxtract from the minules.—* Entered apprentice’s lodge opened in dm E

form, a ballot was taken for Mr. Robert H. Nichols; no negative appealgl,
he was initiated into the first degree of masonry. Voted, that brother

ward Easton, Stephen Deblois and John A. Shaw, be and they are hereby
appointed a committee to inquire into the ill conduct of the blacks who occe-
py the cellar, and report the same at the next lodge meeting; and that the
said committee wait upoa the said blacks and demand of them the reason o
such infamous and injurious conduct.” o

Special Lodge, Monday evening, 31 May, 5814. R. W. John A. Shaw,
master, H. Shaw, S. W. pro. tem., R. Merrill, J. W. pro. tem., J. W. Ste
vens, sec’y., H. Moore, treas., Wm. Tew, S. D. pro. tem., E. Chase,J.
D. pro. tem., Saunders Bruse, Peleg Fish, Danicl W. Barker, Samuel J.
Potter, Henry Y. Cranston, Jamnes Barker, Joseph J. Tripp, David Br
wan, jun., Robert Williams, J. C. Peckham, Caleb Tripp, John Tilley,
Ebenezer White, James Stevens, Jeremiah Bliss, William gtevem, J;
Minzey, William Rider, —. Ranson, William G. Burroughs,

Exztract from the minutes.—‘Entered apprentice’s lodge elosed and may-
ter’s lodge opened. Voted and resolved, That no spirituous Jiquors be drast
in this lodge after the 24th day of next month excepting at quarterly comme-
pications or at anniversaries; (this motion was made by brother Heary Y.
Cranston, and supported by him with arguments too powerful to be resisted,)
which caused an universal gloom and the lodge closed in form.”

Regular Lodge, Monday Evening, Nov. 17th, 5817. Present—R.W. |
Benjamin W, Case, Master; Augustus Newman, 8. W.; Thomas Pratt,d.
W.; Joha Handy, Secretary; William Douglass, Treasurer; Caleb Tripp,
8. D.; lsaac Shearman, J. D.; John Tillinghast. Tyler; James Perry,
W.P.M.; Henry Y. Cranston; Eli Mirrill; William Simons; Robert Law-
ton, Jun.; Timothy R. Peckham. Voted, That a Committee be appointed
to report if expedient to remove the family out of the kitchen; the report tobe
made the next regular lodge night. Brothers James Perry, Douglass as
Newman, that Committee. _

- -
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Robert R. Carr, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, ®
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatoties.
Ques. Did you ever hear thia late Mr. Jobs Case of Jamestown, say thet
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he had at any time reseived a letter from the late B. B. Mumford, which he
was requested to burn as soon as he had read it, when on a jury in cne of the
masonic cases so called, did you ever tell anybody that you did, and in conse-
quence of which letter he gave a different verdict in that case, from what he
otherwise should? Were you well acquainted with said John Carr; has there
been any others of that name in that town?

Ans. I was well acqaiuted with said John Carr; think he was on the jury
in one of thosa cases. I know of but one of that name in Jamestown for the
last twenty years, except a young man now living there, about 24 years of
age. I never heard John Carr say any thing of the kind as gxpressed in
ths question, and have hever told anybody that I did. RoserT R. Cans.

8amuel Carr, being sworn, in answer to the above gnestion put to R. R,
Carr, says; I have no recollection of said Carr’s ever being a juror on one of
those cases, nor did I ever hear him say any thing about receiving any such
letter. ' SamueL Cagn.

B. U. Carr, being sworn, in answer to the same question as above, says
b never heard said Jobn Carr say any thing of the kind mentioned in said
Question. Bensamin U. Care.

. Francis Carr, being affirmed, in answer to the same question as [above,
gays he never heard said Jobn Carr say anythiog of the kind mentioned in
quid question. Francis Carn.

Isaac C. Peckham, being sworn, testifies that he knows of no rule or
principle of masonry that requires a master mason to be initiated into the de«
gree of past master before he can be installed as a master of a lodge.

Quest. Have you known any instance in which a master mason has been
89 jnitiated into the degree of past master before he was installed as master
of a lodge. Have you known any instance to the contrary?

Ans. gl think I recollect one instance in which J. L. Boss was appointed
waster of the lodge, that the lodge then closed and opened a pass master’s
lodge, and gave gdr. Boss the past master’s degree. But I considered it
wothing more than comphmentory. I have known of instances of the contra-
ry nature particularly the cases of Capt. Northam and Judge Sanford; I waa
present at the installation of Judge Sanford.

Question by Dr. Case.

Aps. I bave taken 8 or 10 degrees in masonry. .

Isaac C. Proxmax.

George Knowles, being sworn, testifies that he knows of no rule or prac-
tice in masonry that requires a master mason to be initiated into the degreq
of past master before he can be installed as master of a lodge. He bas tak-

88 but three degrees in masonry. Groree KnowLzs.

Capt. Simon Newlon, being sworn, says, in anwer to ..

Quest. Did the late John L. Boss, Esq. who was formerly master of St.
Joho’s lodge ever moet or see Capt. Sylvester Gifford, while on any jury in
one of the masonic cases, or any other juror at your house?

Ans. Boss was never in my house to my recollection. Capt. Gifford is a
relation of ours, and whenever here on a visit with his wife or daughter, he

erally puts up at my house. He did soon qne occasion when he was
laken up to serve on a jury in one of the masonic cases; but I do not recollect
that apy man whatever visited the house while Capt. Gifford was there, nor

~
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‘was there a word said {o him upon the subject of any of those cases; hewas
not a man to whom such conversation could be addressed if any one could be
bad enough to wish it. . .

Quest. Are you a mason—how high?

Ans.. ] am a master mason-—no more, Simon Newrox.

* Peleg Almy, of Portsmouth, in the county of Newport, of lawful age, »
solemn oath, doth declare and say, in answer to the following interrogatories.

Quest. Are you a mason, or have you ever been.

Ans. No.

Quest.. Did you ever know the hailing sign of masons qr any masonic signs
cver given in any court to any judge, juror, witness or officer. Did you eyer
know any judge, juror, witness or officer being a mason, in any court to chey
any such sign or to give any preference to a mason as a mason?

Ans. To first part of the question, he never did ; he knew nothing abot
the signs, and if any were given he should not know it. To the second part
he knew nothing about masonry, did not krow who was a mason and who not,
unless they told him. He never to his knowledge knew of any judge, juror,
witness or oflicer who was a mason, to give any preference in the performanee
of bis duty to 2 mason over another who was not a mason. ’

Quest. Have you any cause or good reason to believe that any such prefer-
ence ever was given? e

Ans. - I have had cases in"court which went different from what I thooght
right. There was some mystery in it, whether it was masonry or not, I cast
tell.  The particular case I refer to was with Ebenezer Davenport, carried
on for him by £dward Wilcox, who I am informed was a mason. I was
ioformed that there were several masons on each jury, once when the jury
did not agree, I was informed that they stood 9 to 3, and that the three were
masons. John B. Newton was on that jury, I was frequently in at his shop,
and generally found Wilcox there; after the papers were taken from the jury,
1 saw Newton and he told me he was satisfied that the witness (against me)
lied throughout in all he said. I asked him why then he did not give the
case to me, he replied because it would be fixing forgery upon the other
party. PeLee Anmy.

Laac A. Dennis, of Middletown, in the county of Newport, of lawful age,
on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to.the following interrogs-
torics. .

Int. Have you ever heard Mr. Peleg Almy, of Portsmouth, or Mr. Aogw-
tus Peckham, of Newport, declaring publicly that they knew of masons being
guilty of exercising a corrupt iniluence in any court of law?

Ans. At the term of the court of common pleas when Bateman Munro was
taken off the jury as being a mason, he heard Mr. Almy say that if the inst-
tution was not put down, no man in this couniry could get justice done him;
that he felt the effects of it. Witness asked him how, but he gave no satis-
factory explanation. Has had no conversation with Mr. Almy since on_ that
subject. Had‘a conversation with Mr. A. Peckham, Jr. on last election day.
He, Peckham, was speaking of the institution and grew quite warm; be fisally

. said that he had suffered by the institution in that court house. Witness .

asked how and with whom, but Peckham did not explain.
Isaac A. Dexxm.

Nichols Flussurd, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age,
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatorfes.
Intg. Have you ever heard Capt. Geo. Howland say that he knew of 2
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Am. I should know it if read to me (and being read he says,)—the
form now read to me from paper annexed marked A is the first oath
I took, and is the same word for word, as I believe, except that the lat-
ter or pcnal part of the oath is different. The cxpressions in the oath
I took were cre (or before) I would reveul, &ec. &c. I would have, &c.
and that was 1y understanding of the oath, and not that I agrced to
suffer any such punishment should I reveal, &e. That the fellow craft’s
obligativn now rcad to him from same paper is correct with the excep-
tion and correction already mado in case of the first degree. The form
of the master’s oath ip eame paper is the same he took with the correc-
tion in the penalty already mentioned. The variations or additions con-
tained in puper marked- {*J being read to him he says, he recollects
clause No. I, very well; but whether it was in the oath or lecture he
can’t tell; he thinks it was in the master’s degrece. The words in the
2d clause may or not have been in the oath he took; he can’t recollect;
he cannot now well distinguish betwecn the form of the caths he took
in Providence, and those he has heard administered clsewhere. He
docs not recollect the words in Nos. 3, 4 and 5. The form of royal arch
mason’s oath read to him from saine paper he believes to be the oath hg
tock. ) .

- In further answer to questions contained in paper marked E he says,
in answer to No 6, that those words he has geard somewhere; they
are familiar to my ear; whether they werc in the oath or lecture or
whether he heard them in the Providence or some other chapter he can’t
say; he thinks he heard them in Providence, but is not positive. To
the scventh he makes the same answer as to thelast. To the eighth he
answers explicitly that he never took any such oath. To the ninth he
answers that he never took any such oath.

Answers to standing interrogatories.

10th. He answers in the negative.

14th, He answers in the negative.

:33d. He answers in the negative—he never did hear any mason
justify or palliate the abduction or killing of Morgan. I have never
fleard much said about it among masons for or against it.

38th. He answers in the negative. ) .

Question by committce. ave you ever had any conversation with
others upon that subject; if so, what was it? . )

Ans. He recollects having had some such conversation with some
person or persons herc in Newport, he thinks; thc persons he cannot
now name; hiz recollection is indistinct. There was some talk about a
contribution having been made in somc lodge or chapter in Provxde?ce.,
and I was referred to and joined in the conversation upon the occasion;
and I then mentivned that I had heard or read such athing before; .tbat
the first time I went to Providence I would enquire about it. I believe
I mentioned that 1 had heard or read it in Providencg; it might have
been in New-York; which place he was then frequently visiting on
business. . al for a

i committee. Did you ever hear any such proposal for
cog:ﬁ,ﬁ:?:n?{mac in any lodge or chapter in Providence or elsewhere
by any member? Ans. é“ 0(.} o Turner: )

uestiviis corg T . .
g‘uz::_wo;\;ﬁa‘} lodges ha{ro youoattended in foreign countries? when
oi i d modeg of initiation and work
and where? Are their ccremonies an S b ed in this
as far as you know them similar to such as you'have o serv_
ry? .
Foi‘:f Has attended a lodge in Curracos; and a French and Ameri-

-
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aking himself known as a mason he has becn aided and assisted in
ruggling his goods in the Spanish dominions—never in this country.
the countries he has mentioned he hes been aided and assisted by
e officers ol the customs, and also by the governor himself, and also
e bishop. For four years I sailed irom this country with a mcmo:an-
im of contraband goods for them, and for which I uever paid any du-
» making thrce or four voyages a year: the port I allude to was Ha-
wna. I have myself received formal assistance from masons on vari-
18 occasions. have, through the influence of my masonry, derived
‘eat benefit to myself and owners; and I have always made use of my
asonry for that purpose. I have made myself known in foreign conn-
iea by the arts and sciences given me. Bateman Moxro,

William Wilkinson, of Providence, Rhode Island, sworn, says, iw
aswer to the interrogatories marked D.

Answer to 1st interrogatory. I am a freemason, and have taken the
llowing degrees in masonry, viz.: cntcred apprentice, fellow craft,
aster mason, mark master, past master, most cxcellent master, royal
'eh; aad knight of the red cross, knight templar and knight of Malta,
hich are usually blended together and considered as onc degrec; and
le royal master’s and select master's degrees I have also taken. I
a3 initiated into the first degrec in St. John’s lodge No. 2, in the state
suse in Provideace, in June, 1792, and I received the second and third:
sgrees in the same lodge during the same ycar. Ireceivedthet hreenext
egrees in the Providence chapter of royal arch masons, late in 1793,

8o reccived the degrec of royal arch mason in said chapter, in No-
ember, 1793. The degrees of knight of the red cross, knight templar
ad knight of Malta, I received in St. John’s encampment, in Providence.
'he other degrees I received in what is called the counsel of royal and
lect masters, ia Providence. I was made a royal arch mason on the
at eveaning of opening a chapter ia Providence, which was tho first
-apter cver opoaed in ths state of Rhode Islund, and this chapter k
liave waz the sezonl chapter ever opencd in New England,

A, to 2d. There was.

Anas. to 3d. I am not positive whether this was the case with me on
iking the entered apprentice’s degree; but I believe that such a decla-
ition wa3s made to me by the presiding officer on taking the obligations
1 each of the other degrees which I have taken. I have becn the pre-
ding officer, and have administered the obligation in cach of the
:grees up to the degree of royal arch mason, inclusive, and I have
.variably stated to the candidate on his taking cach of the obligations,
13t nathing ia the obligation which he was about to take would inter-
ire with his religious or politizal opinions, or with the duty he owed to
ismaker or his country; this was the substance of the declaration. I
annot b2 positive asto the precise words made use of. 8o farasI
ave beea acquainted with the masonic institution, its principles and
ractises, this sentimant-has beea universally inculcated and practised
pon, that the ma3soaic obligations were not to interfere with the Qohtics
T religion of the mason, It was always considered that the institution
ad nothing to do with a maa’s religion, farther than it required a beltef*
1 Gd; if the caadidate was known to be an atheist he would be re-
3cted at once.

Ans. to 4th. I think that I could state the substance of the obliga-
-ons, but cannot repcat them verbatim., The obligations in the three
rat degrees, read from paper marked A, are, I believe, the same obli-
RAtions without variation which I took, and which I have usually admin-
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istered, and have seen administered by others in lodges. The reason
why I cannot repeat the obligations verbatim is, that 1 have not presided
in a lodge or administercd them for ncarly twenty years. It has not
come to my knowledge that the obligations have bcen written or printed,
but they have becen handed down as matters of tradition. I read ma-
sonic obligations in a book called Jachin and Boaz, nearly forty yean |
ago; with this exception I have never scen nasonic obligations written |
or printed until now. The several obligations read from paper marked [
B, being the mark master’s obligation and the other obligations up t
the degree of royal arch mason, inclusive, ure substantially the sam |
obligations which I took, and which I have administered, and whieh I |*
have always scen administcred in these degrees, in chapters of masom.
There may be some verbal variations, but no substantial difference.

The obligations oi'the degrees of knights of the red crose and knights |
templars, read from paper marked C, are subsiontially the same obl |
gations which I took, and which I have heard administered in encamp |-
mcnats. - [

There is nothing in the regulaiions of masoury which would prohibd |
an affirmative from being given instead of an oath. I never knew, s}’
recollect, any person request that the affirmation instead of the ostk{-
should be given to him.

Answers to interrogatories relative to the clauses in the osath ia
Allyn’s ritual, on paper marked E. : :

Ans. to Ist. I do not recollec: any such thing.

Ans. to 2d. 1don’t recollect any thing of the kind in the obligatiom.
It is a general principle of masonry to assist a worthy brother in all bis
lawful undertakings. . .

Ans. to 3d. And the words ¢ and they left at my own election,” 1 never §
heard in any obligation. . ¥

Ans. to the 4th and 5th. I pever heard any thing of the kind until]
came here, ) |

Plcase to explain what is meant by *‘ all lauful signs and summome]
which may be given or sent to me, §c.” and also what is meant * if withp )
ihe length of my ceble tow,’ in the master’s oath, and the cther clausesin]
this outh. ‘

Ans. the first clause has reference to the notices to attend the lodge,
and also to applications for ussistance. ¢ Jfwithin the length of my cable]
toic,”” weans ir within ney ability, convenience and inclination. ~ Thishe |
always been wy understanding of the meaning of this expression, and '
1 have always practised upon this construction, and believe it to b |
correct.

The expression, ““J will aid and assist all wortiy masicr viascus, ther |
widows and orphaas,” 1 think has been before cxpiyained in the explanse
tion relative to the cable tow,

The expression, L will keep a brolher’s secrets,”” &c. means that, we
should not unnecessarily, or lightly reveul a brother’s secrets.
not consider that this would authorize the concealiment of crimes con-
mitted by a mason. If'a mason had stated to me that he had committed
any crime, I shouid have iclt mysclf bound to disclose it to the lodge,
and to have had the mason exnelled. I do uot think that 1 should, us
der my masonic obligations, have conccaled any crime committed by &
mason against the laws, or against society, whether the mason had bees
expelled or not.

he expression, ‘] aill apprise Lim of all approaching danger,” does
not require a mason to warn a brother of the flanger of punishment for
offences which he had committed against the lawn. . I never put adi

L
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wr. There is nothing in_the secrets of masonry which affect any other
persons than masons. The sole object of the secrets of masonry, is, I
consider, to enable a mason to distinguish a_brother magon from a per-
son who is not a member of the fraternity. The secrets of masonry can~
not affect any other member of society.

~ Question by request. When you enter a regular organized lodge do
You make any sign or motion; if so to what does it allude?

Ans. This relates to one of the secrets of masonry, and cannot affe
any other person than amason; aud I therefore decline answering it.c;
do not intend to answer or deny any questions relative to the secrets of
masonry. 1 donot mean to say whether any such sign or motion. is or
1s not made on entering a lodge.

Quest. by request. Are the ceremonies of the initiation of a knight
templar specified in page 250, and the representation or plate at that

" page, called the 5th libation in Allyn’s Ritual, correct?
Ans. Inever read them, and I never saw this book, and,I have no
- wish to seeit. )
Quest. Are you willing to answer any questions relative to the forms
. of initiation and secrets of masonry?

Auns. I amnot, as thesc are mercly personal and concern no body but
masons; and Ido not think the question proper to be answered.

Quest. Do you know any thing about a check degree or new pass
word’s being given by any grand master in this State to yourself or any

. other mason since the Morgan affair?

™ Ans. Iknow nothing about any check and new degree; there has
been something instituted to keep out intruders or spies from the lodge.

. "I do not know what this is, as I have forgotten it entirely.

Question by request. Were these words, ‘“This pure wine I take
from this cup in testimony of my belief of the mortality of the body and
the immortality of the soul, and as the sins of the whole world were laid
apon the head of our Saviour; so may the sins of the person whose skull
this once was, be heaped on my head in addition to my own, and may
they appear in judgment against me both here and hereafter, should I
violate or transgress any obligation in masonry or the orders of knight-

_ hood, which I have heretofore taken, take at this time, or may hereaf-
" ter be instrncted in, so help me God’’—called the fifth libation, adminis~
tered to you on taking the knight templar obligation? '

Ans. These words made no part of the obligation which was admin-
istered to me on taking the knight templar’s degree.

Quest. Were these said words used in any ceremony of initiation in
the knight templar’s degree? )

Ans. Inregard to the secrets or ceremonies of this or any other de-
grees in masonry, I neither affirm or deny any thing.

Questions by request. Is there any thing in the royal arch mason’s
oath which refers to keeping the secrets of a brother companion reyal
arch mason?

Ans, The royal arch mason’s oath which has heen read me embrae-
es every thing which I have heard administered in the oath in this de-

ree.
£ Quest. From whence are dispensations obtained for the establish-
ment of grand lodges, grand chapters and grand encampments?

Ans. The grandlodges in each State were formed by the lociges in the
State, and without any dispensation from any higher power. g_enel"l
grand chapter was formed as I have before stated; and the constitation
of the general grand chapter provided that there should be a grand chap-
ter in each State composed of the officers of the chapters in the State,

1
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Questions by request. Have you known any person who was a ms-
son to give the secrets of masonry to any other not a mason, or instruct
another in the higher degrees than those regularly received by him?

Ans. I never did. :

Quest. Have you as a mason ever been told any thing resgecting
Morgan, or his fate, or his difliculties, in which you could put confi-
dence; if so, by whom and at what tim=? Amns. I never have.

Quest.  Did you ever know oi' Leviis ©. Brown, of Cumberland be-
ing tried in the grand lodge in Providence for an offcnce against ma-
sonry ?

Auns, I have some faint recoliection of some difficulty, but know
nothing of'the accusations; it was some years ago; I think the records
of the grand lodge will show. Wicriam WILKINSON.

Barzillai Cranston, afirmed. Ir answer to questions says, heis a4 '

rinter—resides in Providence—is a mason, and a member of Mount
K’emon lpdge, Providence royal arch chapter, Providence council of
royal and sclect masters, all in said Providence, and the grand lodge
of the state of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations—that he re-
ceived the degrees of entered opprentice, feHow craft and master ma-
son, in said lodge in the year 1814—the degrees of mark master, past
master, most excellent master and roya arch masen, in the said chap- '
ter, in the year 1817—and the degrees of royal and selcct masters, 1o
the said council, in the year 1820. Have been presiding officer in the
lodge and council, and am at present presiding officer in the chapter,
and secretary in the lodge. :

Obligations were administered in each degree, and received in good
faith by me, which have becn written out in full and laid before your
honorable committee, and are the same obligations in the aforemention-
ed degrees written on papers marked A B and C. A good deal of pains
have been taken to give the prccise words of the obligations as they
have been given most, in the diflerent bodies, by consultation among
the present and past ofticers. That form which the most of the officers
bad used, was agreed on as the most proper form. I am certain these
obligations are correct—that is as I learned them, and I learned them
of the officers who adminisiercd them to me. My view of the obligations
is, that they are ancient forms and solemn asseverations; that-they have -
been kept in use as much for their antiquity as for any other rcason,
exeept the want of confidence in the members to frame better ones;
as the charter of this state has been clung to. The declaration that
*‘the obligstion is not intended to interfere with the candidate’s religious -
or political duties,”” as well as the eharges delivered or read frem the

+monitor to every candidate I consider as proper qualiiications of the obli-
gations. 1 have known the aflirmation to be given to candidates,and should
always have considered it my duty, while presiding, to have admunistered
it on being requested to. I know of nothing in masonry against giving
or taking the afiirmation. My construction of the point in the master’s
obh%atlon which says, “I wiil keep a brother’s seerets,™ &c. is that the
wor worthy ought to he understood, as it is expressed in a preceding
point. ~ And that they are binding on me so far that 1 would suffer the
penalties rather than reveal what I have therein promised to coneeal,
and no further. So I bave instructed others. Had the obligaiicns been
framed to suit nicdern times, the explanaticns and qualifications which
an improved moral sense has given them, would be unnecessary. Asa
consgequence of the masonic compact, I can state that money {as bees
appropriated by the loige I belong to, for charitable purposes, inev

=

yeer since it was estublislicd, or since it received a charter from th®
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State. I never vislted a lodge or other nfasonic body out of this Stats, .
bilit once, and that was in Scekonk, for the purpose of giving them in-
formation respecting the manner of conferring the degrees and the lec-
tures.

I have never heard a mason justify the murder cr killing of Morgan,
and néver heard ene speak lightly of that transaction since it has been
believed at all to be true. Beforc it was thought to be true, I heard ma-~
sons and others speak lightly of it, as a story got up for some other pur-
pose—that of making sale for his book &c. rather than because it was
true.

1 consider the masonic institution a charitable one, not merely a mu-
tual insurance company; because a member or his distressed family may
draw out more thaa he ever paid in. Ii' a mason is in disiress, his claim
for reliefis good. (See by-law and abstract of charities.)

Extracts from the by-laws of Mbouut Vernon Lodge. . ¢¢ Article ' 14.—
Should any brother disclose any transactions of this lodge, tothe disad-
vantage of the craft or any individual brother; or conduct himself disor~
derly; or by visciousness and immorality of conduct act unworthily the
character of a mason; for the first offeace he shall be privately admon~
ished by the master and wardens; for the second he shall receive a

_public admnonitien before the lodge; and for the third, when proved
to the satistaction of two thirds of the members present at a regular
meeting, he shall be expelled the lodge, by ballot, as unworthy the
fraternity. Provided, mnevertheless, that should any member of this
lodge be guilty of any heinous and infamous crime, deserving summary
punishment, upon unpeachment therefor, he may be expelled the frater- -
nity at the next regular meeting succeeding that at which he was im~

eached; two thirds of the members present voting for tbe same by
allot.”

“ Article 21.—The master and wardens of this lodge shall be a
standing committee for charitable purposes, and shall, on applications;
inquire into the circumstances of indigent and distressed brethren and
their families; and it shall be in the power of not less than two of them
to draw from the funds of the lodge, and relieve such of the distressed
or needy as necessity may require, not exceeding the sum of four dol-
lars to any one brother or family, at any one time, without the appro-
bation of the lodge.” A true extract, B. Cransron, Secretary.

Amount of money paid _for charitable purposes from 1799 to 1830.

1799, $18; 1800, $10,67; 1801, $18; 1802, $50,560; 1803, $13,25;
1804, $13; 1805, $15,15; 180G, $23,36; 1807, $38,62; 1808, $15,12;
1809, $15; 1810, $28,50; 1811, $48,06; 1812, $34,25; 1813, $29;
1814, $63; 1815, $15; 1816, $57; 1817, §106,89; 1818, $46,15; 1819,
$48,50; 1820, $33; 1821, $35; 1822, $55,75; 1823, $107,25; 1824,
$107,75; 1825, $97,04; 1826, $182,50; 1827, $100,92; 1828, $97;
1829, $71; 1830, $74,50.—Total, $1,715 13, exclusive of money rais-
ed by subscription, which probably amouated to several hundred dol-

lars. )

Providence, May, 1830. Signed, Jason WirLriams, Com.”
A true copy from the records of Mount Vernon Lodge. ,
Providence, June 3d, 1851. B. GraxsToN, Sec’ry.

" The by-laws provide for the erpulsion of a member for disclo; g
¢¢ any of the transactions of the lodge to the disadvantage of the ua!:_t_,,
&c. ‘I know of no other punishment than expulsiéz. {5ce by-law, 15th
$t. John, and 14th Mount Vernon.) ’

APty |
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The by-laws are generally wrilten, and Kept in a book subject to the
inspection of any mPmber. ~The constitution and by-laws of the grand
lodge are printed, and lay on the table. I have printed by-laws fora
lodge; Ithink Washington lodge; I know of no secret by-laws.

In answer to the several interrogatories on paper marked E, I say,

Answer to 1st. I am confident I never did. _

Ans, to 2d. I never did precisely in these words; there is a plaugo
in the master’s obligation that ¢¢ I will not wrong a brother or deprive him
of his good name,” &c. . ]

Ans. to 3d. I never did; the form in that part of the oath is, ‘I will
keep a brother’s secrets as my own, when committed to me in charge
as such, murder and treason excepted.”

Ans. to 4th. I never did.

Ans, to 5th. Inever did.

Ans. to 6th. I never heard it in that form.

Ans. to 7th. I never did.

Ans. to 8th. I never heard the words ‘¢ espouse his cause so far aste
extricate him from the same, whether he be right or wrong.’’ This obli-
gation confined the assistance to be rendered, to a worthy brother.

Ans. to 9th, I never heard the expressions in the latter part of this
extract administered. '

Ans. to 11th. The extract 7th, &c. is correct. I shall decline an-
swering relative to the manner.

Ans, to 12th, I never so heard it.

Questions by request. During the period for which you state the ex-
penditures for charitable purposes, what amount was expended for oth-
er purposes; and what was the receipts of the lodge for that time from
all sources?

Ans. I am unable to state; the records of the lodge will show.

Quest. Can you state any instance in which a brother or his family
have received in charity a greater sum than he paid in for fees, quarter-
ly dues, &c? If so please name the instance.

Ans. Ithink I could with the assistance of the records of the lodge,
and the orders drawn by the charitable committee of the lodge; their
orders are summed up, audited and recorded at the end of the year. No
quarterly dues are paid.

Question by request. You state that the forms of oaths here exhibit-
ed are such as most of those who consulted about forming them ag
to; who were the persons who consulted, agreed and directed those to
be exhibited as your obligations? and who, if any, objected, and what
were those objections?

Ans. The persons who consulted ahout the form of oaths were Jo-
seph S. Cooke, Peter Grinnell, William C. Barker, James Salisbury,
Christian M. Nestell, Cyrus Fisher, John Andrews, Moses Richard-
Son, Samuel Jackson, 2d, and myself. These persons, I believe, bed
all been officers in the lodges, and it was their intention to give the
form of obligltions as they had been administered in St. John’s Lodge,
the Mount Vernon Lodge, and in the chapter and council in Provi-
dence, for a number of years past. There were no objections by either
of these persons to reporting these forms of obligations. We found
some little verbal vaniations, but no material difference; I had used the
word ‘‘ unless,” instead of the word *¢ except,”’ used by the other offi~
cers; aqd there were some such other immaterial variations.

Question by the committee. Have any of the funds of the Mount
Vernon lodge or St. John’s lodge in Providence been diverted from the

legitimate object of these institptions, or have any of said funds beow
sisapplied?
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Ans. 7Tbelieve that they bave not. I think there is not one individ-
ual in ten, who husbands his funds better than those institutions do.

Quest, In addition to the funds of these lodges do their members
make voluntary contributions for charitable purposes ?

Ans. It was formerly the case when the funds were small, that they
did. The lodges appointed committees to solicit contributions, and to
apply them for the reliefof the distressed members, and their families.

Question by request. What are the legitimate objects to which the
funds of a lodge are approdpriated?

Ans. I consider that the legitimate application ofthe funds is to char-
itable purposes, and to the ordinary and necessary expenses ofthe lodge.

Question by request. What do yon understand by the ordinary and
necessary expenses of a lodge or chapter?

Aus. I consider that oil, lights, fuel, printing and the repairs of the
hall, masonic implements, and such things would be necessary expenses,
and ought to be paid out of the funds. .

Quest. By necessary and ordinary expenses do you include any oth-
er things than those before referred to, and those of a similar character?

Aus. Idonot. I never have known the expenses for any dinners,
suppers, or for any other convivial entertainments paid out of the funds
of the lodges. I think that the expenses of some refreshments during
the meetings ofthe chapters, such as crackers aud cheese have been
paid for out of the funds of the chapters; the sittings of the chapters
were in the evening and necessarily longer, than those of the lodges.
Upon reflection, I recollect that a supper was recently paid for by the
chapter in Providence. A supper had been engaged, it was anunpleas-
ant evening aud the person providing the supper, was not likely to get
his pay for the expense which he had been at, and the chapter voted to

ay him.
g yQues. Please state what is meant by the expression “‘if within the
knﬂz of my cable tow.”

s. T!he definition which I have given and have heard other ma-.
sons give is, to bring it within the line of a mason’s duty to himself and
family.

In answer to the general interrogatories in paper marked (D) I say.

Ans. to 10th. The declaration that the obligations were not to inter-
fere with my duty to my God, or my country, was impressed on my
mind at the time oftaking the several masonic obligations, and has ever
remained there; this declaration coming from the same source as the
obligation, I considered it as a proper qualification of the obligation, and
X did not consider that I bound myself to take life, or that lg gave the
right to any body else. . .

Ques. Was the address preceding the oath, given before each oath
above the master’s degree? 7

Ans. Ithink it was. It was always considered proper that this ad-
dress should be given., . ,

Ans. to 14th. 1 always had an aversion to oaths from my early im-
ressions, but I submitted to these masonic obligations; I did not, and
o not now, consider them_ incompatible with my moral, religious, so-

cial, or civil obligations. I have before stated what I have considered
the objects of masonry.

Ans. to 16. I have proposed a question respecting the nature and
extent of masonic oaths, myself; and I have heard the same argumenta
used by masons which I have before stated;. this was usually.not in open
lodge, bu} either before the lodge was opened, or after it was closed.
I think I have proposed the question in open lodge; and I ha\g fre-
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guently proposed it to leading members of the. masonic fraternity. The
construction which I have put in this deposition upon the masonic oaths
and penalties, is the same construction which has been put upon them
by other masons, when this question was l)ropbsed. And Ithink thatI
can say without vanity that many of the less experienced masons have
relied upon me for a correct information of the construction of these
oaths and penalties, and generally of the principles and practices of ma-
sonry’

Q{;es. by request. Was there ever any distinct proposition to alter or
revise these obligations?

Ang. [ do not remember of having heard any such proposition made
in a masonic body, turther than what I have before stated.

Ques. asked by request. 1Did you ever instruct a younger member,
that if he were to reveal his masonic sccrets he would not Le liable to
the penalty of his obligaticn?

Ans. I don’t remember of ever giving any mason such instructions,
I have generally referred the candidate te the by-laws for instruction.
There is no punishment recognized by the masonic lodges in Provi-
dence,” except what is laid down in their by-laws.

Ans. to 29th, When the expulsion of a member of any lodge in an-
other state, has been communicatcd to our lodge, it has' heen usual to
Yut down the name of such person under the head of expelled members.

do not recollect to have seen any list of expelled members for a year
or two past, and I do not know that there have been any members ex-
pelled in that time. ‘ :

Ans. to 31, Itis customary in lodgesto admit a worthy masonic broth-
- er coming from another state, if kuown to be such. If a mason should
be convicted of a crime he would not be admitted into a lodge. The
lodges in this state, I think, would not take any order on a mascn in
mhother state, who had been convicted of a crimne, unless he should apply
for admission in a lodge in this state, or had been expelled from the logge
.to which he belonged. :

Aus. to 32d.  Tthink that the grand lodge have expressed their dis
approbation in their address to the pcople of this state.

Aus. to 33d. I have already answered this question.

Aas. to 35th. The candidate for the tliree first degrees pays into the
subordinate lodge twenty-four dollars; and the subordinate lodge pays
over to the grand lodge for every candidate initiated, the sum of two
dollars. I ainnot acquainted with the regulations of the grand chapter,
and the subordinaic chaplers on this subject.

Question by the Committee. What do you consider to be the nature
or e.tent of the mysteries and sccrets of masonry?

Answer. I have always considered masonry to be a charitable insti-
tution, and the mysteries and secrets of masonry are such as are calcu-
lated to secure the benefits of the society to its members; these myste
ries aud secrcts, I think, cannot affect theinterests or rights of any
citizen, who is not a member of that Association.

Quest. by request, Is the picture in Cross’ chart, plate 33, a repre-
sentation of one of the ceremonics of the royal arch degree, which you
do not feel at liberty to disclose? ’

Ans. I do not know what this picture reptesents, I never saw any
such representation in masonry. .

Ques. by the Committee. Have you heard the degosition given yester-
day by William Wilkinson, read over deliberately? If so are the state-
ments and facts therein contained correct, so farps they retate to the
degrees you have taken, and so far as your knowledge extends, andse
far as they are not varied in this your deposition?
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Ans. I have heard said deposition .read over deliberately, and the
tatemnents and fucts therein contained are correct so far as they relate
o the degrees I have taken and so far as my kuowledge extends, and so
ar as they are not varried in this my deposition.

Quest. by request. Have you any kn:wledge of a book printed in
ypher now shown to you?

Ans. I have heard somethig about such abook in cypher, I presume
his book to be the same; I have never rcad it, and do not know what it
sontains; I never consulted it and never knew it to be consulted or
1sed in any masonic Lodges, or by masons, I saw such a book once,
sight or tea years ago in the hand of John Uolroyd who had then re-
:ently returned from from the west. I do not know what # contained,.

Barzirrar CRANSTON.
To the Hon. Legislative Committee, appointed to investigate the
tharges against masons and masonry in R. I )
G:nilewen—In my deposition, I was unable fo answer onc question
vhich was put to n:e, and referred to the records. The question was
somrething like this—¢* Did you ever know a mason or his family to re-
:eive more out of the funds than he had paid in?"” Mr. Jason Williams,
he treasurer of Mount-Vernon Lodge, has since handed me the follow-
ng list of names, with the amount paid from the funds to each. When
1e handed it to me he ohserved that he supposed he had searched the
‘reasurer’s book fur enough to answer my purpose; that he did not look
‘or all the cascs of the kind which he might perhaps have found, and
‘hat he did not search the book through. The following is a copy of the
reasurer’s memorandum: ‘¢ Members (and families) of Mount-Vernon
Lodge who have received more out of the funds thanthéy ever paid in.

Widow Aaron Smith #6800 Widow Gray $ 26 00
Tohn Helroyd 3000 Widow B. Bogman 103 00
¥idow Stockbridge Chandler 32 00 Widow J. Bogman 58 00
¥ idow Bleven 42 00 Family of Steph. Wiiliams 50 00
r. Newcomb 28 66 Widow Bagley 30 00
Fesse Whitmore ' 28 00 '

The circumstances ol the case will ke a sufficient apology for my giv-
ng the above names.
% wish the above to be made a part of, or annexed to my deposition,
Barzizrar Craxsron.

"I Wm. C. Barker, of Providence, R. I. Merchant Tailor, on oath do
estify and say that I am a freemason; that I have taken the degrees up
6 knight templar, I took the degrees of entered apprentice, fellow craft
tnd master mason in St Johns Lodge No. 2, in Providence, in June A.
). 1821, and the degrees of mark master, past master, most excellent
naster and royal arch in the Providence royal arclt chapter in January,
\. D. 1826, and the several orders of knight of the red cross, knight
emplar and knight of nialta in St. Johns encampment of knight temp-
ars in Providence in February, A. D. 1826. Iserved as master of said
odge during the years 1824, 5, 30 and 31; have been an officer in the
‘hapter, and am at present first officer of said ecncampment.

That the obligations handed in and marked A, B, and C, which I
ave heard read, are in substance the same as was administered to me,
he same which I have given and heard administered to others—that be-
ore each of the oaths were administered I was informed that nothing
herein contained would in any manner interfere with my religious or
rolitical opinions, and was asked if I was willing to take such an obliga-
ion. I never knew any objection made to affirmation instead of swear-
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ing; always considered they might be given either way, and am very
sure that they have been’administered both ways in our hall, but have
not now any particular case within my memory. But abundant evidence
can be produced i required, and cases stated where the candidates af-
firmed instead of swearing, .

At my initiation, as wcll as at the time of receiviug the other degrees -
in masonry a charge was given by the presiding officer the same as is '
contained in Webb’s Monitor, edition oi' 1821. At the time of taking
said oaths nor at any time since, did I or have I supposed that I gave
any jurisdiction to any man or set of men, to execute upon me the pen-
nlties annexed to said obligations; but considered them as having-per-
sonal allusion to myself, and as having a tendency to fortify my mind
against any illegal attack that might be made upon me by force or other-
wise, to extort from me any of those secrets with which I had been en-
trusted, and which I had promised never to reveal; and that should such
an attack be made upon me I should feel it my duty to lay down my life
rather than violate my vows or betray my trust: and such is my present
opinion.

pI never considered that I shared in such jurisdiction over others, nor
that masons had any power to inflict any penalty on any member of the
masonic institution further than expulsion from the body to which he be-
longed. According to the 15th by-law of St. John’s lodge, which eve-
ry candidate is obliged by our regulations to read or hear read before
he signs his name to them. This is the only construction I have ever
put upon the obligations, or heard put by upright adhering masons.

I have ever and do now consider the masoni. institution a social and
charitable institution for mutual instruction and assistance. It isincul-
cated in masonry, that “‘to relieve the disiressed is a duty incumbent
on all men, but particularly on masons who are linked together by &
indissoluble chain of sincere affections. To soothe the unhappyy to
sympathise with their misfortunes, to compassioffate their miseries, and
to restore peace to their troubled minds, is the grand aim we have in
view. On this basis we form our friendships, and establish our connex:
ions.” It is not however my meaning to say that masons are bound to
afford permanent support to the poor. This could not be expected.—
They consider it their duty to relieve the immediate distresses of those
who may stand in peed of assistance and an affecting instance which bas
recently happened in this town, might be presented to your honors; of
a poor widow who was taken dowm and counfined by sickness till her re-
sources failed, and who has received assistance from the funds of the
lodge and chapter of which her husband had been a member.

The secret mysteries of masonry are certain forms and ceremonies
whereby a mason may know a brother mason from the rest of mankind,
and that they are useful to none but masons, and are of such nature as
cannot possibly benefit any person unless lawfully obtained, and cannot
possibly injure the rest of mankind, there is nothing in them but what i
perfectly consistent with morality and religion, and are calculated i
properly understood, to make better men and better citizens. We have
no printed by-laws in our lodge, nor do I know of any except those be-
longing to the grand lodge. We have no secret by-laws,

he principles of masonry forbid the discussion of religion or politics
in the lodge. I never knew any combination of masons for any “politi-
cal purpose. I never considered my obligations bound me to favour or
vote for a masoa in preference.to a better man not a mason. -

I never knew any masonic sign &iven in any coutrt to any judge, juror,

or officer; and if Y had known or should ever knmow any such sign givea

-~
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as uforesaid, and answered by the officer to whom it was made,.I-sheuld
<consider it my duty as well as the duty of every good mason, to re .
both parties to the lodge; and should use my utmost exertions to have
both expelled from the same as unworthy of the fraternity, e«iqally as
much so as for revealing any of the mysteries of our order. should
consider they had committed as great a crime against the institution of
masonry as they had against the civil authority. :

_ Inever knew any masonic obligation te come in conflict with any oth-
er obligation, nor do I consider it possible in the nature of things for
them to conflict; for confirmation I refer to the charge given to every
mason on his first admission to the lodge, and is contained in Webb’s
Monitor, page 42, 43 and 44, of edition of 1821. ‘

I have never to my recollection visited ledges in other states. There
is a connection between lodzes and grand lodges, but no other with any
of the higher orders in masonry, either in this state, the United States
or any foreign country. .

It is customary to report expelled members from one lodge to anoth~
er. There has not been any communication to my knowledge to any of
the bodies of masonry in this State on the subject of Morgan’s death,
I never heard any mason justify the killing of Morgan, or any other
man. Do not know at what time the higher orders of masonry origin-
ated. ‘ '

We have been accused of squaudering away our funds in dissipation,

- but the lodges in this town abalished the system of refreshments a long
time ago, at a time too when it was fashionable for all social parties—
even with ministers at ordinations—to have brandy, &c. set on the table,
. During my knowledge of the institution of masonry, considerable

- sums have been applied for chariiable purposes, and no call from a wor-

#hy source has ever been rejected. .

I do know of the sum of one thousand six hundred seventy-three dol-
lars and ninety-three cents, having beem applied for the relief of the
Aistressed from £t. John’s lodge, No. 2, Providence, from the year
-1807 to 1830 inclusive, being 24 years, according to the schedule here~
unto annexed; and the sum of one thousand seven hundred fifteen dol-
4ars for the last 30 years from Mount Vernon lodge of Providence, (see
-Craaston’s testimony to this point) and the sum of one thousand four
hundred two dollars and fifty-seven cents, fiom the royal arch chap
in Providence, for last 28 years, (see schedule on next page) making u
sum total of four thousand seven hundred and ninety one dollars and
sixty-three cents, in less than 30 years (from three masonic bodies) ip
the town of Providence; hesides large sums raised by what used to be
dermed the charitable committees,—these were committees appointed
.annually to solicit private subscriptions by the several bodies of mason-
ry, and prior to the year 1824 used to collect and pay out annually va-
rious sums, say from twenty-five to one hundred dollars per year for
saach committee, of which no correct account was kept on the records,
and is not reckoned into the schedule presented,—besides considerable
sums given by the Providence council and St. John’s encampment.ip
FProvidence, of which we have no account at present.

This exposition of our charities is not made by way of boasting, but
_in self defence, and for the purpose of shewing to the committee and to
the world, that our funds have not been squandered as we have been
-oharged, and that our charities are not altogether mere pretence, as
some of the antimasonic prints and the testimony of seceders, have en-
-sleavored to fix it upon us, . "

- -Ne part of tk:ﬁndb‘ofﬁe-lodged are divested ta the use of the gew-
4 ' .
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wral grand chapter, nor any other chapter or masonic body, except the
. g(ns lodge. Nor are the lodges amenable to or under the jurisdiction of
_the gen. grand royal arch chapter or any other masonic body except grand
lodges. Lodges, chapters and encampments, are as distinct from each
other, as any other society is distinct fromthem—no more amenable to
each other, than any other society is to them. But no person can take
the higher orders in masonry except first receiving all the lower degrees.,
Extract from the treasurer’s book of St John’s Lodge, No. 2, ﬂ'ovi-
dence, of money paid out for charity.
1807, $32 47 1812, $39 50 1817, $21 31 1822, $58 00 1827, $177 38
1808, 17 37 1813, 3700 1818, 61 65 1823, 115 50 1828, 11050
1809, 3200 1814, 8300 1819, 67 50 1824, 149 25 1829, 11100
1810, 26 50 1815, 66 00 1820, 36 00 1825, 122 50 1830, 60 00
1811, 5205 1816, 29 00 1821, 4500 1826, 123 50 —
Total, ‘ . $167398
- Extract from the records of Providence royal arch chapter—account
of monies paid out for charitable purposes from 1803. ,
1803and 4, $1300 1810, $70 00 1815, $75 00 1820, $49 00 1825, $6300
1805and6, 1600 1811, 30 00 1816, 4000 1821, 5700 1826, 12800 ,

1807, 3350 1812, 6300 1817, 1150 1822, 2000 1827.. 4100
1808, 3800 1813, 1900 1818, 84321823, 6700 1828, 2100
1809, 3400 1814, 11025 1819, 10500 1824, 119 00 1829, 5700
1830, 3800

Total, C o $140251

It has been denied that we allow candidates for the degrees in mason-
1y to afiirm instead of swearing, and as I did not recollect any case, I
e taken the liberty of procuring the testimony of Henry Martin, Esq.

on this point; Mr. Martin has been for many years familiar with all the
« :monies in masonry, and has presided over two masonic bodies in
s town. His testimony is full and complete on this point, and is pre-

i to you, which I hope will be received by your honors, that this
gnificant point made so much handle of by our enemies may be put

rest. S

3 by Mr. W. Paine, Jr. You say in your deposition  that

« handed to the committee, are substantially the oaths that
re given wo you, in whag, do they differ? : |
8. In no single point to my knowledge. :

Quest. Cannot a person be a member of a chapter encampment and

lodi: at the same time? '
8. He can.

Questions by G. W. Jackson. Were not the oaths and obligations
as administered in the masonic institution considered as part of the ma-
sonic secrets prior to 1826? .

Ans. I cannot tell; they might have been by some.  *

Question by do. Did you ever know prior to 1826 of an instance of
a mason repeating to any but masons the oaths and obligations, as sd-
ministered in the institution.

Ans. I don’t recollect of any such instance, if I had I should have
thought on the subject.

I, Henry Martin, of Providence, in the State of ]
fy and say, that I ptesided as master of Mount Verr
grovidence for three years; that during that time, I
first degreeg of masonry upon several candidates;
the candidates explaining to them the nature'of the

- -~
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ministered upon asking the question,  aré you willing to take such-aa

oath.”” I have in two or three instances been told by the candidates

that they would affirm, and accordingly did affirm them, varying thé

oath so far as to use the word ‘‘affirm”’ instead of ‘‘swear,” and at the

close of the obligation instead of the words, ‘‘so help me God, and keep

me steadfast in this oath or obligation,”’ using these words ¢‘ and this
affirmation I make, promising to remain steadfast in this obligation.”
Henry MarTIN.

Providence, Sc. In Providence, this seventh day of January, A. D,

1832, Then personally appeared the aforenamed Henry Martin and
made oath, that the aforegoing testimony by him subscribed, is true,

Before me,
Cuarces F. TivriNenast, Justice of the peace. *

William C. Barker’s deposition continued.

Question by W. Paine, Jr. Did you prior to 1826 feel yourself at lib-
erty to repeat the oaths of masonry to any but a mason? , '

Ans. never thought of the subject before that time, nor then, but,
if the question had come under my consideration I should probably
have concluded they were not secrets. C

Question by the same. Did you in the knight templar’s degree take
an obligation called the fifth libation, if so, is it not considered as a seal
to all your former obligations and the most binding oath administered
by the masonic institution. :

Ans.' I have referred to all the obligations that I have taken, and
they have been handed in to the committee. The obligation in the
knight templar’s degree has been handed to the committee.

Question by the same. Is there such an obligation administered in
the masonic institution as the fifth hbation? »

Ans. I have referred to all the obligations that I have taken in ma<
sonry, and they have all been handed to the committee, o

Quest. by same. Is there in the cerenonies of the masonic institution
any oath, obligation or  affirmation, called the fifth libation?

Ans. Thave referred to every obligation that I know any thing abeut
in masonry, and they have all been handed in fo the committee; as to

.the ceremonies of freemasonry, I have nothing to say about them. i

Quest. by same. Has there been a new oath instituted in the mason=

* ic institution, which is used in conferring a check degree or pass word,
_ since the year 1826? :

Ans. I have alluded to all the oaths in masonry that I know of, and
they have been handed to the committee. ' '

Quest. by same. Has there been to your-knowledge a degree, check
or pass word instituted in masonry since the year 18262 ‘

s. I have nothing to say about the paes words. " : :

Quest. by same. Do you know how many members have been initiat-

" ed into the three masonic bodies to which you refer in your d8position,_
and what is the charge for each degree; if so please state the number-
and price. , i :

Ans. I should say generally I do not know; there are some facts en-
quired of that X do know: the price of initiation is twenty-four dollars
for the three first degrees, thirty dollars for the four succeeding degrees,
and thirty dollars for the three next degrees. The price, as I have un=~
derstood, is different in difforent places, and has varied in this town. |

Quest. by same. If freemasonry is a charitable institution, why does-
it refuse to admit those as members who are most likely to need the as-
sistance of their fellow-men—such as are deformed or dismembefed:in
body, and not of whole and entira limbs, as a man ought to be?

-~
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Ans. ' I consider that as masons we have 4 right to make our own rules
and regulations in all cases, provided they are not repugnant to law. -
- Quest. by G. W. Jackson. Do you consider yourself as bound by
your masonic obligations, or did you ever krow any mason that did
consider himself as bound to render any pecuniary or other assistance

" toa mason giving the sign of distress, without enquiring how he came in

such « situation?

Ans. 1 never did. .

Quest. by Joseph 8. Cooke. Do you know of any individual or fami-
Yy of a diseased brcther having received in charity frcm the funds of any
masonic body, a greater sum than was paid in for his fees?

Ans. Ido, in a number of instances. :

_ -*Quest. by Samson Almy. You say that you never knew an upright

adhering mason to consider his obligations as binding them to'infiict any
punishment except expulsion from the lodge; did you ever know any
mason to consider them in any other light? Ans. Inever did.

Quest. by John S. Harris. You say you have rever received any in-
formation from lodges or masonic bodies of Morgan’s de€ath, have you
ever heard masonically or otherwise, that Mcrgan had written or was
about writing a book disclosing maseury, and that he had suffered either
by confinement or otherwise in consequence?

-" Ans. I have never heard masonically: I have heard such reports and
seen them'in the newspapers.

- Quest, by same. Did you ever yourself]} as presiding officer of &
lodge, or know othersin that capacity to inform the candidate, when ini-
tiated, the oath he was to take, or the substance of such oath, previous
to taking it?

Ans., We inform them that they are to take an oath, and explain to
them that it will not interfere or conflict with their religious or political
opinions. « Wnu. C. Barxxs.

1 Joseph S. Cooke, of Providence, merchant, before a committee appoiat-
ed by the legislature of Rhode-Island to examine into the charges against
masons and masonry, on cath de testify and say:—That I am a freemason;
baving taken eleven degrees, viz. entered apprentice, fellow craft and mas
ter masen in Mount Vernon ludge in said Providence in the years 1812 and
13—mark master, past master, most exeellent master, and reyal arch in the
royal arch chapter in daid Providence in 1819—royal master and select mas-
ter in the council in Providence—knight of the red eress, knight templar and
knight of Malta (the two latter as one degree) in St. Jobn’s encampment of
knight templars in Providence in 1826;—have served as master of Moust
Vernon lodge, and am at present grand n.aster of the granid lodge of thig
State. That there was an oath or obligation administered to me on receir-
ing each of these degrees, corresponding to the best of my knowledge and
belief, to those handed in to the committee and by them marked A, B and C,
—that I was told by the presiding officer previous to receiving the degrees,
that there was nothing in the obligations which would interfere with my relig-

- jon or politics, my duty to God or my eountry, or words to that effect, and I

consider the penalties qualified thereby. I received a charge-en receiving the
several degrees, as mentioned in Webb’s Monitcr, which 1-Considered as ad-
vice given to me for the government of my conduct. I bave not conmdered
that, in my obligations, I gave jurisdiction to the lodge or any other masonie

- body, or my brethren,- to execute -upon me the penalties expressed in said

oaths severally, or that I, as a member was to share in the same power to
others. I koow of no secret by-laws in any lodge, chapter or encampmest.

1 3 iﬁ&& X




2 do oot considef any of my masenic obligations as incompatible with my re-
ligious,, moral, social or civil obligations. I consider the objects of masonry
to be to diffuse light and knowledge to the craft,—to dispense charity, and is
defined in the first sentence in Webb’s Monitor on “speculative masoury” p.
47 of edition of 1821, based on ““brotherly love, relief and truth,”” (see Webb’s
Monitor, page 38.) I never heard the subject "of the nature and extent of
the penalties discussed in any lodge or other masonic body. I never heard
it asserted in any lodge or other masonic body that they bad power to inflict
punishments for any offence other than expulsion, nor ever heard of any other
being inflicted by such bodies. .

The principles of masonry forbid the diseussion of religious or political sub=
jects in the lodge. I never knew any lodge or masonic body to combine or
take any measures to support a mason for any office. I never considered
that any thing in my obligations bound me as a freeman, to vote for a mason
for office in preference to a better man, not a mason,—nor ever practised on
such a construction of them. I never considered that my obligations bound
me to favor a mason at the expense and to the injury of others of my fellow:
citizens, nor ever practised upon such a construction of them. I never knew
any sign of a mason given in a court of justice, nor of any judge or other officer
Practising upon such a copstruction of the obligations to defeat justice. Iconsid-
er my civil obligations paramount to my masonic, asin the charge to a master
elect of a lodge I ‘‘agree to be a peaceable subject and cheerfully to conform
%o the laws of the country in which I reside;”’—my moral, as in said charge
I ““agree to be a good man and true and strictly to obey the moral law.”

The expulsion of a member is communicatad to grand lodges in correspond-
ence with the grand lodge of this state. I know of nocommunication receiv~
ed by any lodge, chapter or encampinents from any bodies in New-York re-
specting the expulsion of any masou for having been eoncerned in the Morgan
affair, or heard of any such. A worthy mason can at all times be freely ad-
mitted in any lodge as a visitor. The grand lodge in their address to the
public have disapproved of the conduct of those concerned in the abduction of
Morgan. I do not know of any lodge having passed any vote on the subject.
I have never heard any mason-*‘of respectable standing in society’’ or any
other one, to my knowledge, justify the murder of Morgan. ‘

Question by John S. Harris. Was the words ‘of your duty to your God
and your country contained in the master’s assurance to you before your initia-
tion used, or only the words that the oath would “not interfere with your pol-.
itics or religion? Ans. I do not recollect.

Questions by Walter Paine, Jr. Do you consider that as a mason you
are under any obligation to answer a masonic sign that may be given you by
a stranger, or any person that is a mason? ’

Ans. Idon’t know how far I should be bound. I never had any such
made to me, but if one should be made I should notice it of course, and should
act according to circumstances. -

Qu. by do. Have you as grand master of the grand lodge of Rhode-Island
ever received any communication from masons in other States in relation to
the abduetion or murder of Wm. Morgan, or any circumstances growing out
of that affair. Ans. I have not.

Qu. by do. Do you understand that the penalties of masonic oaths are in any
way binding upon those who have taken them; if so0,-in what way? -

Ans. The written deposition of W. C. Barker wherein he states in what
way he cousiders the penalties binding contain my views on this subject. '

Question by the committee. Do you consider by the principles of the in~
stitution, that you are to consider the claims of indigent brethren, or the fam-
ilies of such: wher( they are.deceased,. as baving a claim on your individual
charity, as well as on the funds of the lodge?
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Ans. I do net consider they have any clwim as such, but 1 eonsider that
in dispensing my charities I should give them a preference, from a feeling of
dffection or%irotherly love. . . Josepu 8. Cooxa.

I, Christian M. Neslell, ornamental painter and gilder, a resident of Provi-
dence, am a mason, and still adhere to masonry. Ihavetaken the follom
regular degrees, viz.: entered apprentice, fellow craft, master mason,

_ master, past master, most excellent master, royal arch, royal master, select
master, super excellent master, knight of the red cross, knight of malta, and
koight templars of the order of St. John at Jerusalem. Also the following
which are called ineffable degrees, viz.: union master, Roman eagle, secret
master, three kings, knights of Jerico, knights of the Mediterranean pass,
koight templars, high priest, and others which names do not now occur to me.
In attaching myself to the masonic institution, and in the taking of the fore-

oing degrees, I was previously impressed with a favorable opinion of the

institution; which “impression led me, of my own free will and accord, to
solicit the recommendation of my friends to enable me to obtain them. 1
never knew it to be the duty or practice of masons, to use any! exertions
towards soliciting the accession of members. As a man and a mason I cop
sider my duties to my Creator paramount to all other duties; and I feel willi

to testify and declare in truth and sincerity under a solemn oath, that I have
never taken any oath or obligation, that 1 consider can in any wise interfere or
conflict with the duty I owe my country. -Neither has any of my obligatioss
or promises made 1n masonry, ever given my brethren any right, or power, to
execute, or inflict any penalty upon me beyond expulsion. The invocatioa
attached to each degree I have always understood to be between my Creator
and myself, should I ever wilfully, or knowingly, disclose unlawfully the vital
secrets of freemasonry. - The internal secret forms and ceremonies attached
to each degree, I view as a species of private property which I have justly
and lawfully purchased, and which I never will consent to yield up to any mas,
or body of men, who are not as justly and lawfully entitled to the same as 1

. am myself, even were my life and property to be the forfeiture. I consider
the prominent object of freemasonry is to promote the best interest of mankind,
Every mason is bound to alleviate the distress of all worthy brethren, no mat-
ter whether they originated in the immediate vicinity in which he resides, or
sprung from the remotest corners of the earth. I have been a mason eleven
years; have held an office in all the masonic bodics of this place, and have
served two years in the first office in the gift of the lodge in this town, durisg
which period I never knew a call for re]ieFrefused a worthy brother, his widow
‘or orphan. I am a permanent member of all the masonic bodies in this place,
except the grand chapter, and of that for the time being, by virtue of an offics
beld in the subordinate chapter. And intaking the several degrees attached
to each body, I was distinctly informed previous to taking my obligations, that
they were not to interfere with my religion, politics, or my allegiance to my
God or my eountry. I never was led, or influenced by them, to confer a faver
on a mason, to the injury of one who was not a mason. The moral precepls
which masonry inculcate, has been a great stimulus in teaching me to render
every mau his just due without distinction. The secret forms and ceremonies
of each degree, with their true explanations, are calculated to fix and impress
the mind wita correct principles of morality; they are also designed to usile
and conciliate true friendship among men, which friendship would never lawe
otherwise existed. We have secrets which our obligations bind us sa
to conceal; by them we are enabled to distinguish true brethren from impost-
ers, and if we were not under these obligations to keep them from bad mes,
they would soon become common and of no intrinsis value by their subversin.
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I have never regretted the taking of the degrees in masonry, and -if there
were any more to be conferred, I should seek to obtain them, They bave
been the means of introducing me to many valuable friends, and the study of
each degree has had a tendency to strengthen and improve my memory, with
many other advantages, which has proved more than a remuneration of the
whole amount I ever paid to obtain them. As it regards my masonic ties to
those brethren who compose the masonic family, I am bound to them as far as
truth, honor and justice will warrant, and no farther. I am not to screen
them from the arm of law, cloak their iniquities, render them assistance to
the detriment of myself or family; nor am I to enter iuto plots or conspiracies
against the government of the conntry in which I live; but feel myself. bound
by the preeepts of masonry, to be a peateable quiet citizen of the place in
which I reside, and to patiently submit myself to the legal authority thereof..
I am ready to confess we have some immoral and disorderly members among
us; but I do know it to be the duty of each member of the body where such
belong to complain of them, and have them admonished and exborted to refor-
mation; and should this gentle means fail, we then have recourse to expulsion,
and thus forever withdrawing from them our fellowship as masons. I consider it
my duty as a mason, to so live and conduct myself as to avoid becoming a subject
of reproach; and use my endeavors to preserve unsullied the reputation of the
institution. I hold iyself not accountable for the depredations said to ba
committed on the body of William Morgan, by those who have passed through
our solemn ceremonies; if it be true that this outrage was committed by such,
and they had become so wretchedly depraved as to trample on the laws of God
and man, they, and they alone, on proof of guilt, are culpable; and agreeable
to the laws of our country, have forfeited their existence. .

. Question by Walter Paine, Jr. Have you not visited the lodges ip this
state since the year 1826, to give the check word or test oath?

Ans. I was appointed grand lecturer by the grand lodge for two years,
during which time it was my duty to visit the lodges; the duty which I had to
perform was to lecture on the secrets of masonry; what those secrets were I
don’t feel it my duty to communicate.

Question by Walter Paine, Jr. Do you know when the check degree
originated, and for what purpose it was formed, and when it was received in
this state, and by whom? if so please state it. :

Ans. I don’t know any thing about such a degree as the check degree

Curistian M. NEsTELL,

Providence, January 5th, 1832, :

Moses Richardson, of Providence, on oath testifies as follows:
Questiors by the committee. Are you a mason?
Ans. I am a mason. ‘
-Quest. - Where did you receive the degrees.
Ans. I received the three first in Bristol lodge, Mass. more than_thirt
years past—the four next degrees in the Providence royal arch chapter
think in 1802—and the degrees in the encampment in 1807, and ten or filteen
degrees, called the ineffable degrees, from time to time since that period. I
have since presided in St. John’s lodge, Providence, and likewise in the Prov~
idence royal arch chapter in the years of 1815 to 1818: and in the year of
1821, having moved into the town of Attleborough, Mass. I was elected
-master, or presiding officer, of Bristol lodge for several years until I moved back
again to the town of Providence. I have served as secretary to St. John's
ledge, the Providence royal chapter, the grand chapter, the council of royal
-and select masters and the encampment in Providence; and am at present
treasurer of the grand encampment. I held- each of these offices. for severad’
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ars; and, from alt'T have experienced or heard; I believ
z:dy have any private books or accounts. Thef are open
idle and officious people, and we shall not gratify their idle
%og them. N

.Quest. Did you distinctly hear the answers of Wm
bis examination before the committee?

Ans. Idid, and think his answers substantially correct

Quest. Have you heard of the report that a person wa
grand lodge of the State of Rhode-Island; and if so pleas:
edge of the same? ) )

Ans. I have seen a statement of Moses Thacher, said
to his church and society, and at the Franklin Hall, Pro
Hall, Boston; at Philadelphia and divers other places in ai
and I believe that no two of the statements are alike; an
dence before the public, and from all the statements 1 ha
the whole story to be false and without foundation. As1
ber of the grand lodge for nearly twenty years, and never
the subject in the time, I conclude it was got up by politi
base purposes. :

" Quest. Have you ever heard any one justify the murd

Ans. No I never have; but every mason that I have
opinion on the subject, condemns the transaction in the stron

Quest. Have you ever known any masonic body, say
encampment justify the Morgau transaction? :

Ans. No, I have not; but directly to the reverse. T
repeatedly charged the masonic bodies with neglect, in tl
the act of abduction or probable murder of YWWm. Morgan;
of said Morgan rested on the head of every mason, in con:
supposed that his murderers were masons. But my opinio;
of Michael Servetius, murdered by John Calvin, rests upo
prthodox christian as justly as that of Wm. Morgan doe:
cannot conceive what further disavowal was necessary, th
made at the first news coming to our knowledge. Twasa
eral grand chapter, which was in session in the city of Ne
ber 1826, when the news was received, that Wm. Morgai
ed; and the lamented De Witt Clinton, who presided at
diately issued bis proclamation and offered fifteen hundred
the apprehension of the culprits, and it was published in the
day which was thought sufficient,

Quest. What connexion have the lodges wilh the grand
with grand chapter and encampment?

Ans. The grand lodges of the several states are compos
officers of the several lodges under their jurisdiction, for |
said office, together with all masters of lodges, and the f
the grand lodge and permanent members. The chapter
the same, and likewise the encampment. The grand lodg
bunal, in case any misunderstanding between any of the
to bear and decide on all matters appertaining thereto; a.
rases, they are to decide between said lodges and their ic
and the several lodges pay two dollars on every new' memt

the purpose of payiog the necessary e: ies of the grand
chapter is the same as the grand k  :, as respects
grand ehapter over the chapters, and re« res lolx:
mitted member, likewise the enc: ; ARG as.al

resources they have from fifty to .
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Yor new lodges, chapters or encagapments; and the general grand chapter amd
general graud encampment have the same power over the several state grand
<hapters and state grand encampments, as the state grand chapter and state
grand encampments have over the several chapters and encampments in their
respective states; and they likewise hiave the privilege and power of granting
<charters to chapters and encampments in all states and territories, where there
has not a grand chapter or grand encampment already been instituted.

Quest. Have you ever known any one individual to receive more money
from the lodge or chapter as a douation, than the amount he had paidinto the
funds? .

Ans. 1 have, and will name a few cases, one of which was a Mr. James
N. Newcomb, arrived at Providence in a vessel from the West Indies, whe
had been sick for some time, and was sent to a miserable sailor boarding-
house, where be suffered. I was then master of St. John’s lodge; I found he
was a master mason: I agreed with Mr. Brown in North Providence to take
good care of him until he was restored to bealth, say three or four months,
and the collector of the port paid two dollars per week; and several masons
paid coasiderable sums, and the lodges paid the balance of fifty-seven dollars=
he was a stranger. Several widows and their children bave received, from
time to time, three to five times the sum that their father or husband had ever
paid 1nto the funds; and a great part of the donations that have been made
from the masonic bodies in Providence, have been paid {o strangers that nev-
er paid any thing into the funds of said bodies. I never kuew any calculation
made or question asked about the sum the applicant for charity had paid into
the funds, until I heard it from Moses Thacher and Walter- Paine, jr. one a
seceder and the other a furious political antimason, swho have compared the
masonic institution to a mutual insurance company. St. John’s lodge, one of
the four masonic bodies in Providence, made donations to the amount of from
three to four hundred dollars in one year after the peace, at the close of the
last war, mostly to distressed masons, who had been prisoners, and on their
way home from the eastward to the south or from the south eastward. -

Quest. Have you cver known the funds of the masonic bodies you belonged
to, squandered or misapplied?

Aans. T have not. I believe they have husbanded and taken as good care
of their funds as most individuals do of theirs. St. John’s lodge has been of
leng standing, and have many old members that they help, and make a great
number of donations yearly to stangers; and they have now near four thou-
sand dollars in bank stock, and more than one thousand dollars inreal estate:
and 1 understand that Mount Vernon lodge and the Providence Royal Arch
chapter, each have nearly that amount, after making donations in proportion
¢o that of St. John’s lodge.

Quest. What construction de you put upon that part of your obligation
wherein you promise to assist masens in distre%, do you consider it in any
way injurious to the rest of the community?

Ans. I do not. Masons all pay their regular taxes for the support of the
poor generally; and I think they are as liberal as any other class in making
donations to the indigent; and whatever donations they make to their breth-
ren has no sort of bearing on the rest of the community. N

Quest. What construction do you put on the penalty of your obligations;
do you consider that you give any mason or body of masons any power or au-
thority to inflict the punishment as bas been represented?

Ans. No; and I do not believe any mason or seceding mason, if he would
give a fair answer, would so construe his obligations. -Moses Thacher talks
much about the literal construction, and likewise Hallett, Paine, Harris and
maoy others, political antimasoas. The only construction that 1 put upoa the
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penalty, and what I bave always given the cgndidate when I presided in the
lodge or chapter, was after giving the obligations, I rehearsed the virtoe of
fortitude as laid down in Webb’s Monitor, viz. fortitude is that noble and
steady purpose of the mind whereby we are enabled to undergo any pain, peril
or danger, when prudentially deemed expedient; this virtue is equally distant
from rashness or cowardice, and should be deeply impressed on the mind of |
every mason as a safeguard or security against any illegal attack that may
be made by force or otherwise to extort irom him any of those secrets with
which he has been intrusted—we say, binding ourselves under no less penalty
than that, and rather than reveal the secrets of ‘masonry unlawfully, viz. that
rather or sooner than we would reveal them by any threats that B. F. Hal-
lett, John Harris, or Walter Baine, jr. could make, or even the holy courts
of Spain, we would have ourselves suffer as is laid down as the penalty of our
obligation: but not as the seceders or antimasons would have it, that aftes we
had violated our trust we would suffer thus and so for a breach of that trust
But that we would rather or soener submit to the penalty than be guity of for-
feiting our honor or trust; and there cannot be a possible doubt but that i
the fair construction meant originally; and I never had the proof so foreibly
impressed on my mind as when the examination was progressing. Walter
Paine, jr. threatened myself in this manner:—‘Before we get through we will
screw it out of you;’ at other times, ‘we will pump it out of you;’ and I bave o
doubt that if he, the said Paine & Co. had the power, the thumb screws would
be introduced, that being, as Moses Thacher would say, the only literal cos~
atruction that I can put upon his and their threats.
Ques. What evidence have you that the masonic institution is ancient?
Anps. I have the strongest reasons to believe it to be very ancient fromosr
traditional accounts; and we as masons consider the traditional history to be
the most important and satisfactory. However we have other accounts that
can be relied on as much as any historical account, and I now refer to a work
said to bave been printed in England, A. D. 1788, viz: by William Preston,
past master of the lodge of Antiquity, acting by immemorial constitution, the
tenth London edition. We here have it that masonry flourished in England
under the Romans. Previous to that time the history of masonry in Evngland
is so mixed with fable, asnot to affordany satisfactory accaunt of the customs,
or of masonry, but on the Romans coming to Britain arts and sciences began to
flourish, and accordingly civilization and masonry rose into esteem, and Cesar
and several of the Ruman generals who succeeded him in the government of
this island ranked as patrons and protectors of ihe craft. The wars whick
afterwards broke out between the conquerors and conquered, obstructed its
progress in Britain, and it continued in a low state till the time of emperor
Carausius, by whom it was revived under his own immediate inspection, and
he employed St. Alban to assist him, and for his faitbful services made bim
steward of his household and #iefruler of the realm, in the year A. D. 503.
After the death of St. Alban, under the care of St. Austin, king Alfred and
Athelstane, also under the knight templars, masonry made but a slow progress
and was very mnch neglected until the year 557, when it began to flourish
A number of brethren arrived from France in 680 formed a new lodge under
the direction of Bennett Abbott of Wirral, who was soon after appointed is-
spector of the lodge and general superintendent of masons; and masoury grad-
ually improved till the reign of Alfred, A. D. 872, when in the person of that
prince masoury found a zealous protector. Masonry has generally kept
place with the progress of learning and flourished under Alfred; mno prince
studied more to improve and polish the understanding of his subjects thap Al
fred, and no one ever proved abetter friend to masonry. On the death of Al-
fred in the year 900, Edward succeeded tothe throne, during whose. reige
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“the masons continued under the sanction of Ethrad, his sister's hushand,
and Ethelward his brother, to whoin the care of the fraternity was intrusted;
Ethelward was a prince of great learning and patronized masonry. Edward
died 924, whea Athelstane his son succeeded him, who appointed his brother
Iidwin patron of the masons; this prince procured a charter from his brether
empowering them to meet annually in communication at York, when the first
grand lodge of England was formed in 926 at which Edward presided as
grand master. Ilere many old writings were produced in greek, latin and
other languages, from which the constitution of the English lodges are orig-
inally derived.

The activity and noble conduct of Edwin qualified him in every respect to
preside over so celebrated a body of men as the masons; and after his death
Athelstane undertook in person the government of the lodges, and peace and
harmony was propagated under his admiaistration. Under the reign of Ed-
gar, from the year 960 to his death and nearly fifty years afterwards, masonry
remained in a low state until the year 1041, it revived under the patronaﬁe

“of Edward the Confessor; and Willigm the conqueror having acquired the
crown of Englaud in 1066, he appointed Gundolph, bishop of Rochester, and
Montgomery, earl of Shrewsbury, joint patrons of the masons, who at this
time excelled in both civil and military architecture. In the year 1087, Hen-
vy the first came to the throne. The Marquis, of Pembroke presided over the
lodges during the reign of Stephen in 1135; he continued during the reign of
Henry 2d, the grand master of the knight templars superintended the frater-
aity. Masonry continued under the patronage of this order till the year 1199,
when John succeeded his brother, and masonry flourished under several grand .
masters, for seventy years, when Edward the st came to the throne in the
year 1272, when Walter Gifford, archbishop of York, was grand master. Ta

<1307 Walter Stapleton was appointed grand master.

Masoary flourished in England during the reign of Edward 3d, who beeame
the patron of science and the encourager of learning; he applied with assiduity
to the constitution of the order, revised and improved the ancient charges, and
added several useful regulations to the original code of laws; he patronised

" the lodges in person, and as the lodges became very numerous, he appéinted
five deputies under him to inspect the proceedings of the fraternity; at this
period the order of the Garter was.instituted at Windsor, In 1377 Richard
2d succeeded Edward 3d, and William Wykham was continued grand master
of the masonic lodges. In 1422 Henry the-6th succeeded to the throne, who

-was a minor. At this time the bishop of Winchester having great influence,
caused an act of Parliament to be passed against chapters and lodges, mote
particularly chapters; and the law provided that every individval who should
assemble at any lodge or chapter should be juaged a felon, and be imprisoned
and fined and otherwise punished at the king’s wiil. But fortunately for the
masons at this juncture, the Duke of Gloucester having the authority and

- exscution of the laws, and knowing them to be innocznt of the charges prefer-
red against them by the duke of Winchester, gave them all the proiection and

. encouragement in his power. However the duke of Winciester continued
his persecutions, and finally managed to have the duxe of Gloucester murder-
ed; whose death was universally lamented through ths Kingdom.

The duke of Winchester dying, masonry began to flourish; and in 1442
king Henry was initiated, and often presided himself and nominated William
Woaneflect grand master, the king giving them every enccuragement, the fra-
ternity were much benelitted by bis counci!, advice and assistance. Masonry
continued to flourish until queen Elizabeth cawme to the throne; she hearing
- that masons were in possession of secrets which they would not reveai, she sent
anarmed force to York, with intent to break up the setting of the annval grand
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Jodge, in 1553. But sir Thomas Sackville, who was grand master, initiated
the chief officer, and they returned; made a favorable report, and the quee
sountermanded her orders, and let masons manage their affairs in their own
way. And through the different stages of kings and grand masters in Ergland,
masonry continued about the same, until George 1st came to the throne; and
from a circumstance that happened about this time, say 1717, the political
antimasonic gentlemen, with that prodigy of knawledge and learning, Moses
"Thatcher, have discovered that at this time masonry took its origin, and the
institution is modern. Be it so; masons know it tobe a good instilution
whether ancient or modern, and are satisfied with it, and of course consider it
as a matter of no consequence to the political antimasons of what date we
atart from. -

Intg. Yousay you know it to be a good institution?
- Ans. I do; although Moses Fhacher and others tell me that T amde-
crived—that my judgment is incorrect. I am of the opinion that if I could
not depend on my own judgment as to its merits, I could rely on the judgment
of others better inforined than the present political antimasonic faction;—say
Gen. Warren, who fell at the battle of Bunker Hill—every major general i
the army of the revolution (except Arnold the traitor)—with all those wor-
thies who signed the declaration of independence, except four—all the presi-
depts of the United States, except two;—and to bring it near home, look at
the past grand masters of the grand lodge of Rhode-lsland—Moses Seixas,
Governor and Col. Bowen, Webb, Wilkiuson, Carlile, Anthony, Grinnell,
Merry and Cooke; then the lodges and chapter in Providence: Say clergy-
. men, Bishop Griswold, Rev. Dr. Gano, Blake, Taft, Pickering, Pipon, Han-
ilton, Osborn, Sias, and many others, their names not recollected at this time.
X ask can any person of common understanding without wickedness in bis
heart, say that all those men would have patronised the institution of masor=
sy unless it was one of the best under heaven except the christian religion.

Then take a look at the leading and most officious politieal antimasons.
They are anti to every thing that is charitable, friendly, social, instructiveor
beneficial to the community. .

Then look at the proof produced against masonry for an aleged murder
from fourteen to seventeen years past., One witness heard that a mania
Cumberland had a shirt washed about twenty-six years ago that was bloody;
and that pious elder Potter, saw a part of a letter from Maine or New-
Hampshire, from nobody knows who, inquiring what news about the grasd

ldge murder; and that he had frequently informed bhis friends of the impor- '

tant information he had read in that letter; and on cross examination declsr-
ed l.ne did not believe it himself. This is the kind of evidence produced by
antimasons and these guardians of the people’s rights de it all for the public
good. How generous! How disinterested! .

Another circumatance of late date may have some bearing how others hawe
valued the iostitution. The late Isaiab Thomas of Worcester, past grand
master of the grand lodge of Massachusetts, in his wiil made handsome do-
nations to four masonic bodies; and still later, Stephen Girard of Philadek
phia left the grand lodge twenty thousaud dollars; and eme case more and I
will close this answer, viz. twelve bundred masons in and near Boston hawe
Siecl'nre_d that they stiil are adhering masons, and that they consider it a good
institution; and I challenge the whole antimasonic faction to produce twelws
bundred of their creed, of the weight of character and standing as those who
signed the statement, .

Question by Walter Paine, Jr. Was the person who brought the news of
Morgan’g abduction to the city of New-York while the general grand chap-
ter was in session, a mason; if so, was the news.considered oflicial by the
chapter, and what were the doings in relation to the affair?
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Ans. . Ido not know. I presume he was. I cannot tell whether it was
eonsidered official. I saw the young man that brought the news and the offer
of the reward that I bave stated is all that I know about it.

Ques. by do. Was you in the masonic meeting which adopted and pub-
lished an address by the people of Rhode-Island, signed by Joseph S. Cooke
‘and others? Ans. I was.

Question by Sampson Almy. What was the name of the young man whe
brought the information? Ans. I do not know.

Quest. by do. Would you rather than renounce masonry suffer the pen-
alties annexed to your obligation?

s, Yes, I would suffer all the punishment the lodge could inflict, viz.
expulsion.

Quest. by John S. Harris. Was the check degree and test oath commu-
nicated to the Rhode-Island delegation in the general graud encampment or
general grand chapter in New-York, or at any other place at that time, in
that State or city, to be engrafted in Rhode-Island masonry as a necessary
guard in consequence of the Morgan difficulties?

Ans. I'never heard any thing of this in New-York neither do I know any
thing about a check degree.

Intg. Is there any thing in freemasonry that is designed to give a differ-
ent construction to the obligations than that which you have given; and if so,
has it ever had its effect to give to them a different construction by you?

Ans. No. I have no knowledge of any such thing, and refer you to my
statement heretofore. : : :

Intg. by George W, Jaekson.  Would not masons who were concerned in
the abduction and murder of Wm. Morgan of New-York, and whe have not
as yet been expelled from the masonic institution be received in full commun-
ion by the lodges in this State?

Ans. I think it a very extraordinary question, If we knew them to be
the murderers of Wm. Morgan or any oue else, instead of reeeiving them in-
to communion we would seize them and carry them to the proper place fos
trial; or if we knew them to bave had any concern in ¥ we should do the same
—that is, I would, and presume all good masoas would.

Intg. by Walter Paine, Jr. Should Eli. Bruce, James Gamson, Burrage
Smith, and Loter Lawson apply to your lodge and give the requisite signs
should -you admit them?

Ans. I do not know any thing about the names or men, and of course do
not know whether they were concerned or not; if Mr. Paine knows he can
snswer for himself:  In the last question my answer covers this fully.

Iotg. by do. Ls the history of freemasonry which you have given in your
deposition, sacred, profane or masonic history?

Ans. I take it that it would be ealled profane history. It does not pur-

rt to be sacred history.

Intg. by Geo. W. Jackson. Have you ever known or heard the penalties
attached to the masonic obligation inflicted in the highest degrees upon de-
linquent masons? .

Ans. It is an impertinent question. I never knew of any other penalties
bein% inflicted than that contained in the 15th article of the bye-laws of St.
John’s lodge, and don’t believe there is any onc that does know of any other;
and that is expulsion.

‘Intg. by 5. Almy. What is the object of the oaths and obligations taken -
by mason?

Aps; ‘To keep such fellows as you are out of the lodge. I have already
answered this question when I said whai construction I put upon my obliga-
tion. . -
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Intg. by J. S. Harris. Where did you get the infonmation that all the
signers ?}'the declaration of independence except four, and all the major gen-
erals of the revolution except Benedict Arnold were masons, and also which
two of the presideuts were not masons?

Ans. I take it from historical accounts, and if any gentlemen wishes the
proof I can shew it.

Intg. by B. Cranston. Do you know the time when Elder Cheeny and
Rev. Moses Thacher took the degrees in the chapter; if so, when was it?

Ans. Icannot state the precise time, It was, I think, in the winter of
1828 —early in that year. MosEs Rlcuumscgv.

" Testimony of Peler Grinncll, of Providence, sworn by committee. Pre-
vious to my receiving the degrees of ffeemasonry, I was informed that nothing
was contained in the obligations that would affect my religious or political
principles. Relying on this declaration I agreed to receive them; I agreed
to keep a brother’s secrets as my own, murder and treason excepted; minor |
crimes were not excepted; yct should a brother communicate to me a secret
wherein he disclosed that he had committed or intended to commit any crim-
inal or immoral act, 1 should consider that such disclosure would not be bindi:s
on me, because it would be in direct violation of my religious, political a
moral principles. Instead of keeping such a secret, I should consider him as
an unworthy brother, and feel it my duty as a good citizen and as a mason, to
complain of him to the lodge, and have him expelled as unworthy any longer
to receive any of the benefits of the institution. As it regards the penalties
attached to the obligations for violating masonic secrets, or for publicly dis
closing any of the transactions of the lodge to its injury or that of its members.
I consider they would subject himn to no further punishment than that of ex-
pulsion, agreeable to the by-laws. I bave never known or heard of any other
penalty inflicted by the lodge on any of its memberg for any violations of
masonic duty that may have been committed; and never considered that I
gave the lodge power and authority to inflict punishment in the manner ex
pressed in the penalties attached to the obligations, or that I had"the author-
ity to inflict the punishment on others. .

Qestion by committee. Did you hear. the depositions of William Wilkio-
son, William C. Barker, Moses Richardson, Joseph S. Cook, Christian M.
Nestell, and Barzillia Cranston; and if so, were they substantially correctas
far as the facts attested to have conie to your knowledge?

. Ans. They were truly so, as far as I have had any knowledge of the
subjects to which they refer.

Question by J. S. Harris. Did you ever yourself as presiding officer of &
lodge, or have you known others in that capacity, to inform the candidas
when initiated what was the oath he was about to take or the substasce of
such oath, previous to his taking it?

~Ans.c The words of the oath were not repeated before it was administered,
but the explanation was given of its nature, which I have referred to.

PeTER GRIXKELL.

Philip Allen, of Providence, Rhode Island. &c. manufacturer, says i
answer to the general interrogatories marked D.

_Ans.tolst. I am a freemason; I have tzhen the degrees in masonty 9p
to the degree of royal arch, inclusive; I was initiated in St. John’s lodge, it
Providence, in 1803 or 7. I think I have not been in a lodge more than once
for twenty years.

Please to state what you consider (o be the object of masonry, and whether
it bas to your knowledge beep used for political purposes.
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1 have always understood masonry to be a charitable institution; this insti-
tution has not to my knowledge been used for political purposes.” I have not
been engaged but very little in politics, and know but very little about it.

Ans. to 10th. I did not consider that I gave the lodge any such jurisdice
tion; or that the life of any member of the Jodge was thereby placed under my
control,

Was there any thing in the masonic secrets which could affect the rights or
interests of any person not a mason? - ,

Ans. So far as my recollection serves me, I did not consider that there
was.

Ans. to 14th. I did not, as I recollect, consider any thing in said oaths
incompatible with my religious, moral, social or civil obligations. I considered
that after 1 had become a memher of the lodge, I had a right to act in the
same way as before I was a member. | PuiLip Arres.

Roger Williams Potler, affirmed. I belong in Providence, am a merchant.
I have taken the following degrees in masenry: entered apprentice, fellow
craft, master mason, mark master, past master, most excellent master, royal
arch, royal master, selcct master, super exsellent master, with many ineffable
degrees, many of which I do not now recollect. I have heard the deposition ®
of C. M. Nestell read, and consider the explanation there given of the above
degrees, and the obligations pertaining to them, correct. The above degrees
were all taken in Providence. T took the first degree in 1815. 1 have visited
different parts of the United States, and always understood that masonry was
considered in other places as it was considered here.

Rocer W. PorTER.

), Thomas Seckell, of Providence, in the state of Rhode Island, testify-and
say, that I have been a member of the masonic fraternity about ten years;
that I have received the three first degrees; that I have usually been in the
habit of attending the meetings of Mount Vernon lodge, of which I am a
member; that I have seen the degrees conferred upon several candidates; that
previous to administering the oaths, the master, or presiding officer, bas inva-
riably explained to the candidate the nature of the oaths then about to be
administered, stating that the obligation thea about to be imposed, would no¢
interfere with the duty they owed to their God or country; that the obligation
would not in any way interfere with religious or political opinion; that in the
charge subsequently delivered to the candidates they are requested to be true
to their country and just to their government under which they may live; that
X have never known the application of a widow’s family, or worthy mason in
distress, for charity rejected; that 1 have known the funds of the lodge liber-
nlly disposed for charitable purposes; that I have visited several ledges in this
state and in the state of Georgia, and have never known any discussion or
proceeding in any way or manner, that would have the most remote bearing to
politics; that in addition to the appropriations made by the lodges for chare
table purposes, a committee of charity has been appointed till within a few
‘'years, to solicit donations from individual masons, which sums have been applied
by said committee to such families as are in distress, who had a claim upon
masonic charity; that I have ever considered that the only penalty that might
be inflicted upon an unworthy mason, was advice, admonition and expulsion;_
that I have never considered that by the terms of the oath I have ever conferred
upon any one the right te take my life, or that that right was conferred upon
me relative to others, and that the oaths as submitted to the committee mre,
agreeably to the best of my recollection in the precise words as 1 receive
them,. and have known them to be administered to others. :

»
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Quest. by J. 8. Harrls. Are you sure that the words “ not to interfere
with your duty to your God or your country,” were contained in the master’s
assurance to the candidate on his initiation, or is it only that the oath he is
about to take will not interfere with his politics or religion?

Ans. I am not positive about the precise words, but the explanation was to
that an:ount and import.

Qnest. by Geo. Wilkinson. Did you, after hearing that Morgan was car-
ried off and probably murdered, say that he was served just right?

Ans. I never did. THoMAS SEEKELL.

John Wilder sworn. 1 belong in Providence, and am an innholder; [ am
a mason, and have taken something like sixteen degrees, but have attended so
little to masonry of late, that I cannot name them all.

Quest by B. Cranston. Will you give your views of the masonic instite
tion and of the obligations? Ans. I will.

Quest. by same. Have you heard the depositions that bave been given in?

Augs. 1 have heard some of them, 1 believe all that bave been given to-day.
My own opinion of the institution is, that it is the best moral institution under
heaven, second to none but the christian religion, As it regards the obliga-
tions, I consider they have been correctly stated and explained by the witness-
es who have testified to-day, and should willingly subscribe to what they at-
tested to concerning them; and as far as my knowledge extends, the other tes-
timony given in to-day by adhering masons is correct. JoBN WILDER.

Luther Woodward, sworn. I veside in North-Providence, by professios
an iron master. I am a mason, and have taken twelve regular degrees up to
the order of kuight templar inclusive, ’

Questions by committee. Have you heard the depositions that have bees
taken to-day?

Aans. 1 have heard several of them—all since that of Mr. Joseph 8.
Cooke, viz. Messrs. Moses Richardson, Christian M’Nestell, Thomas See-
kell and Peter Grinnell.

Quest. Are the statements contained in the depositions you have heard;
so far as your knowledge extends of masonry, correct? '

Ans. They are. Their exposition of the nature of masonic obligations
are as I have understood and considered them. I would further state that ]
think the society of frecmasons as it is practised in all masonic lodges that [
have ever visited tends direetly to improve the morals of its members.

Quest. by J. S. Harris. Da you know any individual mason in this State
or otherwhere, that subscribed money to carry on the election in Bristol dis-
trict in Mass. in favor of Mr. Hodges? Ans. I do not.

Quest. by do. Do you consider that the oaths and obligations improves
the morals; or what part of masonry is it?

Ans. I consider its principles tend, directly to that end, and that takes
collectively it has that effcct. LurHEr Woopwarp.

William Russell of Providence, Rhode-Island, merchant, sworn, s;}", I
am a royal arch mason, and was initiated I thiok in the year 1808, in Moust
Vernon lodge in Providence.

Quest. by request. Please to state minutely the circumstances attendisf
your capture during the late war?

Ans. I never wes captured. I think in the year 1810 or 11, during the
operation of the Burlan and Milan decrees, I was the master of the ship M
Aunn, of Providence, I was bound from Virginia for Cowes, and a market;
had kctitious papers, by which it appeared that I was bound for Terzisger,
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and no person on board knew where I was bound, er ef my gepuine papers:
if my genaine papers had beec known, the ship under the Berlin and Milan
decrees would have been made a prize. I fell in with a French privateer of
20 guns, and my boats having been stove, I went on boart in my large boat,
and my officers and crew were examined, but they knew nothing of my real
papers. After my papers had been examined, the master of the privateer ex-
pressed himself satisfied and returned my papers to me; and I then asked him
if he was in want of anything; to which he replied that he would take nothing
from me, but would thauk me for a few newspapers. He then observed that
he feared that my boat was stove, but would put ree on board in his boat.
During the time the crew were getting out his boat, he called for some wine,
as was the custom at sea, and in drinking a glass of wine he recognized me
-as a mason, and [ did him.. Aflter this I returned on board my ship, and found
that the crew of the French privateer had plundered me of every moveable
article of value; I told the officer that the captain said that_he would take
nothing from me; this made no difference; they took my property and left the
ship, and I then proceeded on the voyage. I received no favor from the cap-
tain of said privateer in consequence of bis being a mason,

Ques. by request. Have you ever alluded to this circumstance as a proof
that masonry was a good institution?

Ans. Ido not recollect that I have. I have frequently stated that I con-
sidered it a good institution, from the circumstance that I gould mect a friend
at sea that I could recognize. I have found it to be a good institution, for
in consequence of this institution I have found masonic friends in different
parts of the world. When I went to sea I visited lodges in Europe, Asia,
Africa and America, and have visited some Jodges where I could not under-
stand a word that was said. Since I left off going tv sea, which is about tea
‘years ago, I have not frequented the lodges. }

In apswer to a question. The signs, ceremonies, and modes of working,
are similar in all the lodges which I haye visited. I never was at the initia-
tion of a candidate in a lodge in a foreign country:

In answer to a question by the committee. [ never have considered an
of my masonic obligations incompatible with my moral, religious, social, or civi]
-obligations, or my duty to my God or my country.

Answer to 10th interrogatory on paper marked D. I never considered
that my masonic obligations gave any jurisdiction to the lodge or to masons to
take my life for violating said obligations; I did not consider that I as a masen
had any such jurisdiction over the lives of others. I never heard masons
construe masonic obligations to authorize them to take life for the violation of
said obligations. :

In answer to the interrogatories on paper marked E, I say

Ans. to No. 1. I never saw any masoaic oath in writing or in print. 1
never heard such expression administered.

Ans. to Nos. 2,3, 4and 5. I do not recollect these expressions. The
master mason’s obligation now read to me from paper marked A, is substan-
tially the same which I received and which I have heard administered, to the
best of my recollection. ' '

The royal arch mason’s obligation read to me from paper marked B, is
substantially the same obligation which I took, and which I have heard
administered. T do not recollect any of the variations or additions now read
to me from paper marked E, WiLLiam RusserL:

1, Nathan M. Wheaton, of Warfen, in the county of Bristol, in the state
of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations, engaged according to law, de
, testify and say, in afpwer to the interrogatories on paper marked D.
: 16
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Ans. to Ist interrogatory. I am a freemason, and have taken seven de-
grees in masonry, up to the degree of royal arch mason, inslusive. I took the
three first degrees in Washington lodge No. 3, in said Warren, and the four
other degrees in temple chapter, No. 3, in said Warren: 1 was initiated,
passed and raised, in December, A. D. 1807; and I received the three higher
degrees in March, A. D. 1814; and was exalted to the royal arch degree in
May, A. D. 1814,

Ans. to 2d. There was, .

Ans. to 3d. On_ my initiation before taking the oath, the master of the
lodge said to me, ‘I can assure you that there is nothing in masonry contrary
to law, religion, or the allegiance you owe to your country.”” And ander this
assurance I took the several obligations.

Ans. to 4th. The master mason’s obligation and the royal arch mason’s
obligation, now read to me from papers marked A and B, are substantially
the same obligations which were administered to me, and are the same obli-
gations which I have heard administered to other persons. I never knew the
lodge to refuse to administer the affirmative, and never knew a candidate fo
express a wish to affirm instead of swear. The lodge would give the affirma-
tion instead of the oath if it were wished by the candidate, I presume. My
eonstruction of the masonic obligations is and ever has been, that the candi-
date taking the obligation promises to suffer from the enemies of masonry
persecution or injury, even to the extent of the penalty of these obligations,
sooner than betray or divulge the secrets of the fraternity. I never under-
stood that masons, or any body of masons, had the power to inflict the penal-
ties mentioned in the masonic obligations, for a violation of said obligations;
and I never suspected that any masons or body of masons, were weak enough
to believe that they had a right to inflict said penalties.

Ans. to 5th. At my initiation into each degree a charge was given to me
by the presiding officer. I am not certain whether the charges in the three
first degrees were read to me from W ebb’s moritor, or from the book of con-
stitutions; the charg;s in the four higher degrees were read to me from
Webb’s monitor. ebb’s monitor is generally used in our lodge. It is the
aniform practice for the presiding officer in our lodge to read the charge to the
candidate on taking each degree, and I do not recollect its ever being omitted.
I consider these charges to be explanatory of the masonic obligations and
principles of masonry, and equally as binding as said obligations. These
charges are so considered among masons, so far as my knowledge extends.

Ans. to 6th. 1 did not,

Ans. to 7th. I did.

Ans. to 8th. I thought that I understood said oaths at the time; I never
had any doubts about them. . ' :

Ans. to 10th. I consider that I have before answered tbis interrogatory.
1 by no means considered that I gave any such jurisdiction, or that I was to
sharé in any such jurisdiction over others. I always considered that the lodge
or chapter could not inflict any higher punishment than expulsion, in any case
whatever. :

Ans. to 11th. I consider the secrets of masonry to be the ceremonies of
jnitiation into each degree, the signs of recognition, and modes of working. I
know of no other secrets in masonry, and I know nothing of Bernard’s light ea
masonry, or Allyn’s ritual.

Ans. to 12th. Those of our lodge are not; they are written in our beok of
record. I know of no secret by-laws, or beok containing secrets.

Auns. to 13th. I do not.

Ans, to 14th. I did not.

Ans. to 15th. I am an adhering masen.



Ans. to 16th. T never did.

Ans. to 17th. I never did.

Ans. to 18th. They do.

Ans. to 19th. I never did.

Ans. to 20th. In answer to first part I did not. If I had a vote to give
or a favor to confer under the circumstances stated in the last part of this
interrogatory, the fact of one of the person’s being a mason would bave no
influence on my determination. _

Ans. to 21st.  Idid not believe any such thing, and 1 never practised upon
any such construetion of my masonic obligations.

Ans. to 22d. T never did.

Ans. to 23d. Insucha case I should bave obeyed my religious, moral and
social obligations, without hesitation. ’

Ans. to 24th. - I have always considered masonry to be 2 moral, social and
charitable institution. )

Ans. to 25th. I never visited but one lodge out of this state.” I once vis-
ited a lodge in the state of Massachusetts, and their mode of working was the
same as in lodges in this state.

Ans. to 26th. The grand chapters of several states have by delegates
formed a'masonic body called the general grand chapter of the United States,
and the presiding officer of this masonic body is called the general grand high
priest. This masonic body has no jurisdiction over the masters’ lodges or
grand lodges of any of the states I know of no connexion between any
masonic bodies in the United States and any masonic bodies in Europe., I
do not know at what time or in what country the higher degrees in masonry
originated, or when they were introduced into this country, or when into this
state.

Ans, to 27th. It has been the custom of our lodge to give notice to the
grand lodge of this state only, of the expulsion of members.

Ans. to 28th. I know of no such communications.

Ans. to 29th. I do not receflect of any such case.

Ans. to 30th. There has been no such communication received to my
knowledge.

Ans. {o 31st. To the first part of the interrogatory I answer such is the
msage, 'To the last part of this interrogatory I answer that I never have
kuown such a case.

Ans. to 32d. I do not know that any lodge in this state has passed a vote
on this subject. )

Ans. to 334. [ never have. :

Ans. te 35th. The lodges in this state pay to the grand lodge two dollars
for the initiation of every candidate, except such as are initiated gratuitously;
the grand lodge having no other means of raising funds to defray their neces-
sary expenses. ‘The several chapters and lodges under its jurisdiction pay to
the grand chapter one dollar for every candidate advanced to the degree of
mark master, and two dollars for every candidate exalted to the degree of
royal arch mason, except when the degrees are cenferred gratuiteusly, by
which means the grand chapter is enabled to defray their necessary expenses.

Ans. to 36th. I know of no sign given by masons on entcring or leaving a
lodge or chapter, in any way recognizing or indicating any autherity in such
lodge or chapter, to inflict the penalties of obligations administered by them
in any of the degrees of masonry. ‘

Anps. to 37th. I know of no reason for such distinctiens among masons,
but the natural propeusity of mankind for novelty and. variety, which is to be
seen in almost every association in life.

Quest. Have you, or has your lodge, or any other lodge, chapter or
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encampment, to your knowledge, had or held any communication, formal or
mformal, with any lodge, chapter, or encampment in any-other state, upon the
subject of antimasonic persecution. -

Ans. 1 have no knowledge of any such communication. -

In answer to interrogatories on paper marked E, I say,

Ans. to Nos. 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8 and 9. I know of no other forms of
masonic obligations used in lodges and chapters, than those which bave beer
banded by the officers of the grand lodge in this state, to the committee ap-
pointed by the General Assembly to investigate the charges against masonry
and which obligations I have carefully read and examined. - :

: N. M. WHEaToxN.

1, Paschal Allen, of Warren, in the county of Bristol, in the State of
Rhode-Island and Providence Plantations, engaged aceording to Jaw, do tes-
tify and say,,in answer to. the interrogatories on paper marked D.

‘Aps. to 1st. I am a freemason and have taken scven degrees in masonry
up to the degree of royal arch mason inclusive. I took thethree first degrees
m Washingtou Lodge, No. 3, in said Warren, and the four other degrees in
Providence chapter, No. 1, in Providence, R. I. I was initiated in Decem-
ber, 1805, passed January, 1806, and raised ir March following. "I received
the three higher degrees and was exalted to the royal arch degree in April,
1807.

Ans. to 2d. There was.

Anps, to 3d. On my initiation, before taking the oath, the master of the
Jodge assured me that there was nothing in masonry contrary to law, religion,
or the obligation that I owed to my country; and under that impression I
took the several obligations.

Ans. to 4th. The master mason’s and royal arch obligations on papers
marked A and B, are substantially the same which were administered to me,
and are the same obligations which I have heard administered to all others. I
know of no instance wherein the lodge or  chapter refused to administer the
affirmation, and have never known a candidate to express a desire to affirm in
lieu 6f swear. Without doubt the lodge or chapter would give the affirmation
instead of the oath, if desired by the candidate. I have ever considered the
meaning of the several obligations to be, that the candidate taking the same

" promised to suffer from the enemies of masonry, persecution, &e. to the extent
of the penalty of the obligations, sooner than divulge the secrets of masonry. I
never presumed or believed that a mason, lodge or chapter had the power to
inflict the penalties, as set forth in the masonic obligations. for a violation of
the same; and I never imagined that any mason or body of masons believed
such an outrage to common sense. '

Ans. to 5th.  Charges were given me by the presiding officer at my initia-
tior into each degree; fhey were read to me from Webb’s Mounitor, which is
used in our lodge and chapter.” It isthe dniform practice for the presiding
officer of each institution to read the charge to the candidate on taking each
degree. I recollect of no instances of its ever having been omitted. I con-
_sider the charges explanatory of the obligations and principles of masonry, and
equally binding as said obligations. These eharges I have understood are 0
considered among all masons.

Ans. to 6th. I did not.

Ans. to 7th. I did.

Ans. to 8th and 9th. T understood the oaths when administered and never
have had any doubts about them since.

Ans. to 10th.. It was nol my understanding either directly or indirectly; I
always was confident, that the lodge or chapter could not inflict any highet
punishment than expulsion in any possible case imaginable.
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Ans. to 11th. I understand the secrets of masonry to be the ceremonies of
mitiation into the several degrees, the signs of recognition and methods of
working. I know of no other masonic secrets, and know nothing of Bernard’s
sght on masonry or Allyn’s ritual.

Ans. to 12th. Those of the lodge to which I beleng are not, but are writ-
en in a book of records. I know of no book containing secrets, nor any se-
sret by-laws, either written or printed.

Ans. to P3th. I do not.

Ans. to 14th. 1 did not.

Ans. to 15th, I am an adhering mason.

Ans. to 16th. T oever did.

Ans. to 17th. I never did. .

Ans. to 18th. They do. L

Ans. to 19th. I neverdid.

Aus. to 20th. In answer to the first part, I did not. In amswer to the
last part of this interrogative, under circumstances there stated, the person
being a mason merely, would not bias my preference for any other man.

Ans. to 21st. I did not, and never practised upon such absurd construction
>f my masonic obligations.

Ans. to 22d. 1 never did. .

Ans. to 23d. I should have in preference obeyed my religious, moral and
social obligations in such a case. R

Aas. to 24th. I have always understood masonry to be a moral, social and
charitable institution.

_Ans. to 25th. - X have visited several lodges and chapters in the states of
Massachusetts and New-Hampsbire, mostly in Boston and Portsmouth; no
where else out of the state; their praetices, signs, and mode of working, were
the same as in Rhode Island. :

Ans. to 26th. The grand chapters of a number of states, have formed a
body by delegates, called the general grand chapter of the United States,
and the officer presiding over this body is styled the general grand-high priest.
This masonic body has no jurisdietion over master’s lodges or grand lodges of
any of the states. I know not of any connexion between any masonic institu-
tions in the United States, and any masonic institutions in Europe or any
other quarter of the globe. I do not know in what country, or at what date,
the higher degrees in masonry originated, or when they were introduced into
the United States, or when into the state of Rhode Island. ‘

Ans, to 27. It has been the practice of our lodge, only to give information
to the grand lodge of this state, of the expulsion of members. )

Ans. to 28th. There have been .no such communications received to my
knowledge.

Ans. to 29th. I have norecollection of any such case. .

Aps. to 30th. I know of no such communication having been received.

Ans. to 31st. I answer in the affirmative, to the first part of the interrog-
atory. In answer to the second part of this interrogatory, I bave no recol-
lection of such a case.

Auns. to 32d. 1 do not know that any lodge or chapter in Rhode Island has
-passed a vote on this subject.

Ans. to 33d. 1 never have.

Ans. to 36th. The lodges of Rhode Island, pay to the grand lodge, two
dollars for the initiation of every candidate, with the exception of such as are
initiated gratuitously, the grand lodge having no other means of defraying
their contingent expenses. The several chapters and mark lodges under the
jurisdiction of the state grand chapter, pay to the same, one dollar for every
candidate advanced to the degree of mark master, and two dollars for every
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wandidate exalted to the royal arch degres, except when the degrees are eon-
ferred gratuitously, by which the grand chapter defray their necessary ex-
enses.

Ans. to 36th. I know of no siga given on entering or leaving a chapteror
lodge, recoguizing authority ia such chapter or lodge, to inflict the penalties
of obligations administered by them in any of the masonic degrees.

Ans. to 37th. I do not know of any better reason than may be assigned
by literary and other institutions for granting degrees of prefermefit.

Ques. Have you, or has your lodge, or any other lodge, chapter or encamp-.
ment, to your kuowledge, had or held any communication formal-or informal,
with any lodge, chapter or encampment, in any other state, upon the subject
of antimasonic persecugign?

Aps. Ihave no knoWledge of any such communication,

In answer to interrogatories on paper marked E. i ]

Ans. toNo.1,2,8,4,5,6,7,8 and 9. . 1 have never heard such expres-.
-sions administered in any lodge or ehapter.

Question. Can the secrets of masonry affect directly or indirectly the righs
-or interests of any person not a mason?

Ans. They cannot. Pascmar Acrrzw.

We, the subscribers, all of Warren, in the State of Rhode-Island as
Providence Plantations, on solemn oath do testify and say,—that we an
freemasons, and we have severally taken regularly all the degrees in masony
up to the degree of royal arch mason inclusive. We were initiated and exa-
4ed in lodges and chaptersin different parts of the United States; and wean
‘now severally members of temple chapter, No. 3, in said town of Wama
And we further testlfy aud say, that we have heard the depositions of Natha
M. Wheaton and Paschal Allen, of said Warren, which are bereunto annex--
wed, and the interrogatories on paper marked D distinctly read to us; and that
said depositions are true and correct in every respect, so far as our knowledge
©n the subject of said depositions extends,

Joun TrorT, Wn. Carr, Jr.
WM. CaRrr, Henegy W. Cuivp,
WirLiam CorLiNs, James Smita,
JonN SaLisBURY, Sern Peck,

Lewis Hoar, Nate’r. PHiLLIPS,
CyriL MarTiN, Mirrer Bagngy.

J. Maunan, of Barriogton,

Nicholas G'. Boss of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, @
solemn oath doth declare and say in answer to the annexed interrogatories

Ans. to 1st. I am a mason and took the three first degrees in St. Jobs's
lodge, No. 1 in Newport, in July 1821. The fall ensuing I took a degres -
in Newport r%al arch chapter; in the spring of 1826 I.took four more de
grees in the Washington encampment; and I have taken one more degres
called the royal master. .

Ans. to 2d.  Yes.

Ans. to3d. I was placed in a sitoation to receive the obligation. Th
person presiding then said—‘‘You are now in a situation to receive the obé
gation of an entered apprentice, which all others have done, who have gont
this way before you. It contains nothing contrary to religion, morality orth
laws of your country; but is founded on faith, hope and charity, which if proy-
erly pursued will lead man to the highest eminence.”

Aus. to 4th. The obligation of an entered apprentice marked A, sow
shewn to me, is correct; but when taken by me, the following words were
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dded te the penalty, viz. “ere T would divulge the secrets now about to be
smmitted unto me;”’ and the same words were in every masonic obligation
'hich I have since taken; and there was this further clause in every obliga-
ion which I took as a mason, after the words, without injury to myself, viz.
or those who have a prior claim to my benevolence.” In the master mason’s
bligation after the words murder and treason excepted, these words were
dded, when I took it, ‘‘and that to be left at my own discretion,”” and the
ord debauch, was used instead of violate. The mark master’s obligation
»w shown to me, marked B, is substantially correct, with this variation, that
e were obligated to have a mark and to have it recorded when we thought
oper. The past master’s obligation is substantially correct, with the addi-
on of the words *‘not wrong the lodge over which I may be called to pre-
de, nor see it wronged by others, if it is in m&_power to prevent it.”” The
ost ‘excellent master’s obligation is correct. be royal arch mason’s obli-
vtion is correct, except the fifth clause, in which the words “‘in anger’’ were
ved, instead of the word, ‘“‘unlawfully,” when said obligation was taken by
e, with the addition of the clause, ‘‘to keep a royal arch mason’s secrets as
y own, murder and treason excepted, and that to be at my own election.”

To question No 1, on the annexed paper marked E be saith: I have no
collection of any such words. '

Ans. to 2d. The words ““but will apprize him of all approaching danger”
ere not in the obligation I took.

Ans. to 3d. I consider the question already answered. -

Ans. to 4th. I never took or heard the words there mentioned. :

Ans. to 5th. Ibave heard such words used when the person admnistering
se obligation was not confident that he had given it eorrectly, and therefore
:ated that if any part of the obligation had been omitted it should be com-
ianieated next meeting; but I never knew it to happen except in one or two
mtances and then it was considered by me as very irregular, and no part of
e regular masonic obligation: the oath was not so administered to me.

Ans. to 6th. The word “omnific,” was not in the obligation I took, but I
romised not to communicate the grand royal arch word, except in the man-
er in which I received it, and the manner in which I should receive it was
ben explained to me. And I did not consider the explanation as a part of
1y obligation.

Quest. by request. Was the explanation yon have mentioned given before
he oath or obligation was completed; and if so, how do you separate it from
he oath or obligation? )

Ans. It was givenbefore the oath was completed; after the words “‘ex-
3pt in the manner in which I shall receive it;”’ and the explanation was
iven, and not repeated by the candidate.

Ans. to Tth question on said annexed paper marked E. He saith be nev-
* heard the words. .

Ans, to 8th. The words ‘“whether be be right or wrong” I never heard
Qministered in the oath in any lodge or chapter in which % was present, in
2y degree of masonry.

Ans. to 9th. I have already answered this question. I never heard the
‘ords ‘“murder and treason not excepted,” used in'any obligation administer-
X to a mason or words to such an effect. I have been in lodges and chap-
*rs both in New-York and Philadelphia, and there heard obligations admin-
tered as well as in this State. The only words ever used, were *murder-
md treason excepted, and that left at my own diseretion.”

Ans. to 11th. It is already answered.

Ans. to 12th. 1 never heard such a penalty. -

Ans.to 18th, Answers in the negative.
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Ans. to 14th. There is no such expression as ‘‘until or when the last
trump’’ used. 1 never heard such an expression in a lodge, chapter or en-
campment, .

Ans. to 15th. Yes—TI believe such an expression was used in several de-
grees of knighthood, but do not recollect which. I never consid red such de-
grees as any part of masonry, and for my understanding of said degrees I re-
fer to Webb’s Freemason’s Menitor, page 208.

Ans. to 16th. When I took the degree of knight templar, Joho A. Shaw
presided. Rev. Mr. Mudge was present and about forty more. Stephen A.
Robinson and Archibald Munro took the degree at the same time, and no sech
words were in the obligation which we took, and no such ceremony took place,
and I have never heard or seen such a thing take place in any lodge, chapter-
or encampment where I have been. .

Question by request. Were these said words used in any ceremony of in-
itiation in the knight templar’s degree? Ans. No—they were not.

Ans. to 5th direct interrogatory. Yes they were. I considered them as
being connected with, and explanatory of the obligation.

- Ans. to 6th. I inquired of my father, who had been a mason over forly

years, and he informed me that there was nothing in the obligations contrary
to religion, morality and the laws of my country, and nothing that I might be
ashamed of.

Ans, to 7th. T did so.

Ans. to 8th. I understood them as I thought—was satisGed and hed m
doubts. I did inquire before and after I had taken them.

Aus. to 9th. Ireflected, after the oath was over, conversed with older m-
sons, and had no scruples and no objeetions. )

Ans. to 10th. No, I'did not; 1 have had conversations with my fathe,
Christopher Fowler, Dr. Mann, and other older masons, and understood fron
them that the only penalty that could be inflicted on a mason was expulsion,
reprimand or suspension from visiting the lodges; and I never knew any othe
punishment inflicted.

Aus. to 11th, I consider the secrets of masonry are the way by which om!
‘mason is known to another. I neveY read Allyn’s Ritual and Bernard’s Light
on Masonry: There are certain ways, signs, tokens and words by which os
-mason is known to another, and without which no person can be admiited
-a lodge. '

Ans, to 12th. The constitution of the grand lodge and by-laws are publis
id’ and the by-laws ofall lodges are published, and there is no private reconl
‘book. ‘

Ans. to 13th. Iknow of no other oaths or obligations other than what [
bave mentioned, in the degrees which I have taken.

Ans. to 14th. So far from considering that masonry interfered with my re-
ligious, social or moral obligations, I considered thal it tended to make me 8
better christian, man and citizen.

Ans. to 15th. I am not a seceding mason, but adhere.

Ans. to 16th and 17th. I never did.

Ans. to 18th. It does; they are expressly forbidden.

Ans. to 20th. I never did. I never was, or felt myself influenced to give
a vote or grant a favor to another man merely because he was a mason.

Ans. to21st. I never did; I have already answered it.

Ans to22d. I never did. :

Ans. to 23d. I should bave obeyed my religious, civil, moral and social ob-
ligations, and consider them as paramount. I consider that my masonic obli-
gations never can come in conflict with my religious, civil, moral and secial
obligations.







180

Ans. The conversation held with Messrs. Fowler, Cahoone, Dr. Mana
and others, were at various times after my initiation, as we frequently con-
versed on the subject of masonry.

Ques. As a mason, can you, or can you not, communicate that fact to a
Jjudge, juror or officer in court, supposing them also to be masons. :

Ans. [ can make myself known to a mason, as being a mason, 3t any
time. . N

Ques. Are you an officer or member of the grand lodge of this state?
Aud are you bound by an oath or obligation under penalty, to abide by and
support all the decrees, ordinances and regulatins of said grand lodge?

Ans. I am amember of the grand lodge, being a past master of St. John’s
lodge, No. 1., and am bound by no other oath than that taken in my induction
to the office of master; which is similar to the past master’s.

Ques. Did any mason in distress or believing himself to be so, ever make
to you the grand hailing sign; and if so, on what occasion, and how did you
reply to it?

Ans. No mason ever did, and I never saw it given. .

Ques. Is, or is not, every mason in a ledge required to make the masonic
signs of each degree, up to that on which the lodge is to be opened, before
the master declares the lodge open.

Declines answering.

Ques. Is the language found at page 26th of Allyn’s Ritual—being the
38d, 4th and 5th lines from the top, a part of the ceremony of initiation as
there stated?

Ques. Is the langnage found at'page 43 beginning at the 7th line, a part
of the lecture on the degree of an entered apprentice mason?

Ans. to the two last. The language contained in the pages referred to, .
have never been used in any lodge to my knowledge.

Ques. by committee. Was you onee called as a witness before the court
of common pleas, Newport county, November term, 1830, in a case between
R. Shaw assignee, and John C. Borden, where the question before the court
was, whether a mason was a competent juror in 2 case where one party was
& mason and the other not. 1Ifso, did you decline answering to questions con-
cerning the masonic oaths, and why?

Avs. Ywas called as a witness, and entered the court room, without
knowing the question on trial. I was enquired of by B. Hazard, Esq. to
state the obligations, and declined doing it. Messrs, Pearce and Turner then
required me to read the obligations as prioted in Bernard’s book, and state the

_difference if any. [ did read it, and immediately refused, plumply, to answer
or explain the the difference; because, I considered the quéstion as an imper-
tinent and unauthorised one, not holding myself bound to answer individuals
in such matters, but always to be subject to the constifuted authorities.

Ques. second. Did the court require you to answer? Did they find any
fault with you for not answering?

Ans. { did not consider the court as requiring me to answer the questions.
And no fault has ever been found by them in relation thereto. IfI had com-
mitted a contempt of court, I should have been fined, imprisoned or reprimand-
ed, which was not done. Nicus. G. Boss.

N. G. Boss, being called again testified as follows. Ireccived the papers
marked 4B C, containing certain forms of obligations, paper containing direct
interrogatories and paper with certain stated variations marked E, together
with my deposition before the legislative committee, from B. Hazard, Esq. on
Tuesday morning, with a request that I would read the questions and answers
to those masons who should be summoned, in order to avoid reading thom te
each one individually on his examination, thereby to facilitate the examination
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and iavestigation. I proposed to several masons.to have a meeting at my
office at 4 o’clock that afternoon, but afterwards finding that my engagements
would not allow me to attend, I requested them to attend early at the lodge
meeting for the election of officers that evening. The lodge was duly opened
and I then stated the business I had to present to the brothers who had been
requested to attend as witnesses. The officers and members then went to the
fire, the {yler was directed to admit all masons, and setting round the fire
place, I read the questions and brother Robinson read the answers from my
deposition. .After which the lodge was called to order and we proceeded to
the usual business of the lodge and election of officers. .

Ques. by committee. Have you ever known the affirmation -administered
in your lodge, instead of the oath? ~ Have you ever known it refused when
called for? ' '

Ans.. Inever knew it refused. I neverknew it called for but once; the can-
didate was Silas Gardner, and the affirmation at his request was adminis~
tered to him by John 4. Shaw, thea presiding officer of the lodge and who
was considered to be one of the brighest masons in New-England.

Nicus. G. Boss,

N. G. Boss, being again called, testifies that he knows of no rule or prin-
ciple of masonry, that requires-a master mason to be initiated into the degree
of past master, before he can be installed as a master of alodge. He las
pever heard of any such rule or practice but has known instances to the con-
trary, particularly in the cases of capt. Northam and judge Sanford.

In answer to the question No. 26, proposed by the committee appointed by
the Legislature of the.state, the subsgriber does answer and say, that from
the best information, he believes freemasonry to have been introduced into
North America in the following order :
 In 1730, Lord Weymouth, grand master of England, granted a deputation
to Robert Lacey, merchant, for constituting a lodge in-Savannah, Georgia.

1733. In consequence of an application from masons in New England, Vis-
count Montague, grand master in England, in 1733, appointed R. W. Henry
Price, provincidl grand master of New England, and a lodge was formed in
Boston, under'the name of St. John’s grand lodge, the provincial srand master

- being at their head, and uider his dispensation exercising with them 'grand

lodge authority. And in . '
1734, upon the petition‘of Dr. Benjamin Franklin and others residing in

. Philadelphia, they granted them a charter, appointing Dr. Franklin the master.

¢

From this, lodge in Boston, originated all the first lodges in New England,
Pennsylvania, Connecticut, New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Mery-
land, Canada, Nova Scotia, Newfoundland, Surinam, and others.

17716. ‘The provincial grand master, Joseph Warren, was slain on Bunker.
Hill, and the dispensation held by him not having been transferred, the ma-
sons in 1783, at ‘their first assembling after the revolution, resolved, ¢ that
to maintain a friendly correspondence with all ancicnt grand lodges was deem-~
ed correct ; and it was further resolved that, it being incensistent with the
principles of the craft, to'be subordinate to any foreign lodge, as masonry, io
a peculiar degree, inculcates the doctrine of allegiance on every brother, to the
government of the country under which he lives, that grand lodges ought to be
formed in each state. i '

In 1749, the lodge in Massachusetts granted a charter to the masons, in
Newport, R. L. by the name of kiag Davids Lodge. And in 1759, a char-
ter to St. Johns Lodge. These two lodges unitad in 1787, under the name
of ¢ the first lodge of mason’s in Newport, R. 1.”)

Baint Johis lodge in Providence, received their charter in January, 1757,
under the name of ‘‘ the first lodge in Providence,” by that name. :
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In 1792 the only two lodges in Rhode-Island, the one in Newport, and the
one in Providence, formed a grand lodge, (surrendered their dispensations or
eharters which they had received from the grand lodge of Massachusetts,) and
received new charters from the grand lodge of R. L. signed by the M. W,
Christopher Champlin, grand master, and from that grand lodge has emana-
ted all the masonic lodges in this state, to the degree of master mason.

In 1761 The Grand Consistory convened at Paris, when authority was
given to Stepben Morin to found and establish the higher degrees in the new
world. He resided in the West Indies. ~

In 1763 Moses M. Hays arrived in this country with autherity from Morin
to establish them, he being appointed D. Grand Inspector General.

About 1780 Mr. Hays visited or resided in Newport, R. 1. and econferred
the degrees to the 33d, on several persons who at that time were masterma-
sons, among others on Peleg Clark, and Moses Seixas, in 1781 His power
as deputy inspector general, was to confer all the degrees after master ma-
son, unless in a place where a chapter or encampment was formed, a knowl-
edge of these degrees being requisitet But when a chapter or encampment
was in a place, they gave the degrees.

In 1793 Peleg Clark, Moses Seixas, Thoras W.Moore and Mr. Stearns,
being royal arch masons, met at Providence to assist the royal arch maseny
there to found a chapter, which they did, under the name of ¢ the Providence
chapter of royal arch masens,” having a dispensation from the rearest chap-
ter, Washington chapter, New York, dated 3d September, 1793.

In June, 1802; about 30 master masons held a meeting to appoint a com-
mittee to go to Providence for the purpose of obtaining the royal arch degrees.
Edward Easton, Clarke Cook, John Price, Henry J. Hudson, were appointed.
In January said committee (have obtained them, together with Moses Seixas,
Peleg Clarke, Joseph Rogers, Edward Landers, Benedict Smith and Wil
liam Boss,) all royal arch masons, presented a petition te grand ckapter of
Rhode Island, (formed in 1798,) for power to hold a chapter in Newport, by
the name of Newport chapter, No. 2, which was granted.

The masons exalted by them to royal arch, about 1811, being desirous of
having the higher degrees, and the authority to confer said degrees heing lost
by tke decedse of Moses Seixas, they appointed a committee to proceed to
New York and receive them, and obtain authority to establish a consistory in
this placc. 'T'he consistory at that time gave the degrees of knighthood, there
being no encampi.ont here; but when the grand encampment of New Eng-
land was formed, those wio had received the degrees of kuighthood, joined
and became subordiuzte to the one comprising the northern states,.and re-
ceived a dispersation to confer the degrees, according to the terms of the
original dispensation for a consistory. N. G. Boss.

Stephen Ayrault Robinson, of the iown and county of Newport, of lawful

age, on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interro- -

gatories. .

Question by the committee. Are you or bave you been a freemason; if so,
how many degrees in masonry have you taken; by what lodges or chapters
were you admitied; and at what time? .

Ans. T aia awmasson. I was admitted to the three first degrees inor
about July 1821, and sometime in the fall or wintcr following, I received the
other four degrees: said first three degrecs werg received in St. John’s lodge
No. 1 in Newport; and the last four in‘Newport chapter No. 2, and sometime
in the summer of 1824 I took the royal master’s degree—in 1826 I took the
degrees of knighthood in the Washington encampment in Newport; and in the
same year, or in 1827, I took the select master’s degree.
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Question by committee. Have you read over the forms of ebligations con-
rined in papers annexed marked A B C; if so, are those forms substai4ially
orrect? .Ans. I bave, and they are so. ,

Quest. Have yon been present while the annexed deposition gives by N.
+. Boss was given; have you attentively heard that deposition read over; if
3, are the answers, explanations and facts given and stated in that deposi-
on correct and true? ’ )

Auos. I was present during the examination of N. G. Boss, and believe alt
aat he has stated is correct. I heard all the questions which were put or
ead over to him. E

Quest. Ifcalled upon to answer the same questions, is there any material
teration which you should wish to make?

Ans. There is none, except that the clause, ‘‘keep the secrets of a royal
rch mason, murder and treason excepted,’”” which is mentioned by Mr. Boss,
rere not in the obligation which I took, but I have heard them used. I know
f no other variation. . StepHEN A. Roninson,

The above named S. A. Robinson baing called again, says in answer to
he following questions.

Question by committee. Have yon ever known the affirmation to be ad-
ainistered instead of the oath? Have you ever known it refused when call-
d for?

Ans. He bas known the affirmation administered in one instance—that
f Silas Gardner when he was admitted a mason. Has never known it refused.

Question by George Turner. At the time Mr. Boss’ deposition and the
ther papers were read in the lodge on the evening of the 27th inst. was there
ny discussion or conversation among the brethren on the subject of them; if
ea, please to state what it was as particularly as you can?

Ans. There was no discussion or conversation about it. It was merely
bserved by some present that the deposition was correct. This was before
he lodge was called to order;—after I heard no one.speak of the busi-

-ess at all. StepieN- A. RoaiNsen.
S. A. Robinson being again called, testifies to the same facts as contained
1 the foregoing eposition of N. G. Boss. StepHEN A Rosinsen.

Thomas R. Gardner, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful a_e; oo
olemn oath doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories:

Quest. by committee. Are you or have you been a freemason; if so, how
1a0y degrees in masonry have you taken, by what lodges or chapters were
ou admitted, and at what time? v

Ans, I am a freemason, and in 1793 took the three first degrees in St.
‘obn’s lodge in Newport.

In answer to further questions he says, that the forms of the three first ob-
igations, contained in paper marked .4, are substantially the same as those ad-
ninistered to him. He does not recollect whether the words, viz. ‘‘and those
eft to my own election,” were administered to him in the master’s oath or
ot. He has heard them admimstered to others. He heard the foregoing
leposition given by N. G. Boss, read over, and also the interrogatories an-
wered thercin, and says that the facts, statements and explanations therein
ontained are correct and true, as far as his knowledge extends; and if the
ame questions were put to him he should answer to the same effect as far as
iis information would extend. : Tros. R. GARDNER.

Peleg Clarke, of the town and county of Newport, ef lawful age, on solemn
rath doth depose and say, in answer to the following interrogatories:
Quest. by committee. .Are you or Liave you been a freemason; if s0, how
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many degrees in masoory bave you taken, by what Jodges or chapters were
you a'mitted, and at what time? .

Ans. I am a freemason, and have taken seven regular degrees, and also
the royal master’s degree. I took them in St. John’s lodge, No. 1, in New-
port-and inthe chapter in Newport, in the year 1821, -

Quest. by do. Have you read over the forms of obligations contained in
the annexed papers marked 4, B and C; if so, are those forms substantially
correct? ,

Ans. T have read them, and they are substantially correct; but the words,
¢the first angle and square,” were not in my fellow craft’s obligation, or the
words, * unless absolute necessity shall require it,”’ in my master mason’sob-
ligation. :

gQuest. by do. Have you been present while the annexed deposition given
by N. G. Boss, Esq. was given; bave you attentivelyheard that deposition
read over; if se, are the answers, explanations and facts given and stated in
that depesition, correct and true? . »

Ans. Mr. Boss’ deposition has been read to me, and is correct so far as is
within my own knowledge, except as regards the sign.given at entering o |
leaving the lodge, which is one characteristic of the order.

Inapswer to a question be saith, that he has attended lodges in Alexas-.
dria on different occasions,.and there saw the first two degrees, and on one
occasion the degree of royal arch given, and the obligations there administer- |
ed were the same as used here. PerLec Curarke.

Peleg Clarke, within named, being again called; says that when he went
to the lodge last evening, it was about being opened by one of the brothers,
who proceeded and concluded the opening of the lodge; before proceeding to
business Mr. Boss stated he had the interrogatories put to him by the legisla-
tive commiltee, and his answers. The officers and members then gathered
“round the fire; he read the questions, brother Robinson his answers, after
which I called the lodge to order, and announced to the brethren that we wers
ready to proceed to business. PeLeEG CLarxe.

Peleg Clarke being again called, testifies to the same effect as the two last
witnesses, except that he is not of his own knowledge acqaainted with the in-
stances by them stated. PerLke Crarke.

Henry J. Hudson, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, o8
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories.

In answer to question he says he is a mason and took three first degreesin
1797 in St. John’s lodge No. 1, Newport. The four next degrees up to and
including the royal arch he took in Providence in the year 1803. He bad
heard read from papers marked 4 and B; the forms of the oblizations taken
in the seven degrees he took; he was attentive to the reading of them and to
the best of his recollection they were the same that were administered to him.
There may have been some little variation in some words, but there was nope
that altered the sense according to the best of his recollection. He bas
sometimes heard them administered -to others since he tcok them. He bas
heard read over the foregoing deposition given by N. G. Boss and the interro-
jatories therein replied to; and he believes the facts, and statements and ex-
;l]anations therein contained to be correct as far as his knowledge extends.

e has seldom been in any lodge except the St. Jobu’s lodge in this town.
If the same questions were severally put to him he should answer such of the
questions as he had knowledge of, in“the same manner except that he might

use different words.

Question by George Turner. Have you any know-ledge of a proposed at-
tack onthe person of Dr. Benjamin W. Case, by the members of St. Jobn’s
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lodge in this town at any time, and were you or were yon not applied to er
designated as one who was to be concerned in said personal attack?

jns. He does not- know why Mr. T. should ask such a question, He
answers no throughout all its parts in the negative. He never heard of such a
thing being ever in contemplation, and from his" knowledge of the masons in
this town he does not believe it was ever dreamt of Hexngy J. Hupson.

. Stephen Cahoone, of the town and-county of Newport, of lawful age, on
solemn oath, doth declare and say in"answer to the following interrogatories.

Ques. Are you a freemason? if so, how many degrees have you taken, and
in what lodges and chapters did you receive them, and at what time?

Aus, Iama freemason and have taken three degrees; I received them
in St. John’s lodge in Newport, about forty years ago, Moses Seixas then
being master. :

Ques. Have youread or heard read, the forms of the obligations for those
-three degrees, contained in the paper marked 4, and annexed to the forego-
ing deposition given by Wm. Wilkinson? If so, are those the same in

Bubstance that were administered to you? are there any material variations,
if so, please point them out.

Ans. 1 have read those forms, and they are substantially correct as far
as I can recollect. Ihave not been at a lodge more than three times in the
last twenty years; but the sense andsubstance of the obligations are still im-
pressed upon my mind. -

Ques. Have you read or heard read, from the annexed paper marked E,
tertain variations or differences between the forms just referred to and certain
dther forms of the same obligations, said to be contained in certain books.
LF so, did the oaths you took contain any part of those variations, and what?

Ans.. They did not contain any part of said variations, accerding to the
»est of my recollection. :

- Ques. Did your obligation in the master’s degree contain these words,
riz: “and those left to my own election,” after the words murder and treason. -

Ans. I have no recollection of them.

Ques. Have you read over or heard read over, attentively, the annexed
Yeposition given N. G. Boss, and the interrogatories therein replied to; if so,
nre the facts and statements and explanations in said deposition contained,
eorrect and true as far as your knowledge extends? _

Ans. 1 heard said deposition read, and the facts, statements and explan-
Wetions therein contained, are correct and true as far as they are within my own
kknowledge.

Interrogatories by request of George Turner. .Are there any variations
&hat you know or recollect; if so, please to state them?

Aus. I do not recollect any variations of any kind.

Intg. When were you at the meetings of the lodge, as you have stated?

Auns. At two different funerals, and once last night: I attended last even-
fing for the purpose of hearing read the forms of the oaths, and the other pa-
Persto which I have referred, and I left the lodge directly after they were
wead, and did not stay to the annual election of officers.

Intg. By whom were those oaths and variations read to you?

Ans. Mr. Boss read the interrogatories, oaths and variations, and Mr,
Robinson read the answers. . '

v Intg. Do you know any thing about the proceedings of the lodge in this
Zown, on the disposal of its funds for the last ten or fifteen years; if so, please
to state what they have been, and your means of information.

Ans. 1 know nothing about it.

Intg. Could you repeat all or either of the fhres masonic oaths you bave
taken; and if so please do s0? :
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" John R. Stanhops, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interrogatories.
Int. Are you a freemason; if so how many degrees in masonry have you
taken, by what lodges or chapters were you admitted, and at what time?
Ans. Iam a freemason, and in or about 1827, took the three first degrees
in St. John’s lodge, in Newport. In answer to further questions, he says the
- forms of the oaths for the degrees he took, and which forms were read to him'
from paper marked 4, are the same that were administered to him as far ashe
can recollect. He has heard read the foregoing deposition given by N. G.
Boss, and the interrogatories therein answered, and says that the facts, state-
ments and explanations in that deposition contained, are true and correct as
far as his knowledgs extends. ) _
Quest, by George Turner. When, where and by whom, were the forms of
. oatbs and the deposition of Mr. Boss read to you, and at whose request?
Ans.  Last evening, at the lodge, the said deposition, forms and ioterrog-
atories were read by N. G. Boss, and the answers were read by S. 4. Rol
inson. The chairman of the committee now says and wishes e to state, that
it was done at his request, for the purpose of saving the trouble of reading
over the whole of those papers to each witness when called to testify.
. Quest. by do. Was tie ladge regularly open when the said papers were
read, and was there any discussion or conversation on the subject of said
deposition,, if so what was it? please to state it as particularly as you can.
Ans. Whether the lodge had been regularly opened or not he cannot tell.
This business of reading was done at the beginning of the evening; the mem-
bers present sat round the fire and heard the papers read, the object of doing
which being mentioned. = This was no part of lodge business; I did not con-
sider it so. There was ao manner of discussion about it; there was no con-
versation upon the subject, except that if was observed generally that Mr.
Boss had answered the questions correetly and properly. This was the reg-
ular anoual meeting and the lodge afterwards proceeded in its ordinary busi-
ness. The lodge was opened before the officers were chosen, but whether
before the papers were read or not I can’t recollect. He recollects hearing
the master declare the lodge to be open, but the time he can’t remember.
Quest. by do. At the time you eutered the lodge last night was it in the
- language of masons duly tyled, or was it not?

Ans, I walked into the lodge as I walk into any room, and without any
sign or ceremony whatever; the door was open and I noticed no keeper or
tyler there.

Quest. by do. Is there, or is there not, always some ceremony observed
among masons, at the opening and closing of a lodge, and was the ceremony
of opening the lodge performed last night alter you entered it.

: Ans. There are always some ceremonies observed at the opening and
closing of a lodge. s to the opening last night, 1 bave already answered
& far as I have any recollection about it. JounN R. Stanzore.

Henry Y. Cranston, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful
age, declining to take the ordinary oath was engaged to answer such
" questions as should be put to him relative to the trial of a case B. Chase
trustee &c. vs. John C. Borden in court Common Pleas Nov. 7, 1830,
in answer to the following interrogatories. ' '
Quest. Are you, or have you been a freemason; if o, how many
degrees in masonry have you taken; by what lodges and chapters were
you admitted; end at what time?
Ans. He is amason; has taken from fifteen to twenty-two degrees;
He cannot pregisely recollect; all in this town; he took the firsttwoin
1 .
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June 1813—next or 3d degree a month or two after. The chapter de-
grees somewhere in 1814; the degrees ef knighthood the same year or
the first part of the next. He thinks he took the whole between the
years 1813 and 1816, as well as he can recollect; he ‘will not be at all
eartain about it; the records will show.

Quest. Was you called on as a witness in a case between Benjamin
Chase trustee &c. and John C. Borden in court common pleas Novem-
ber term 1830; if so, was it on a motion to the court to exclude Bate-
man DMunro froin the jury on the ground of his being a mason, one of
the parties being a mason and the othernot? Ans. Yes.

Quest. Did you or not on that occasion refuse to answer any ques-
tion put to you?

Ans. No—I never refused to answer any question put to me under
the direction of the court. Irefused toreadthe forms of the oaths from
Bernard’s book as called upontc do by Mr. Pearce. 'The question
was asked me by Mr. Hazard before the court, whether I was prepared
to answer every question whichthe court should say was a proper ques-
iion to be put to me, and I answered distinctly and unequivocally that

was.

Quest. Did one of the judges ask you whether if the oaths in the
book were read over to you by Mr. Pearce, paragraph by paragraph,
you would attend and say whether thcy were the same as the oaths you
took, or would point out the variations?

Ans. Orne of the judges said, ‘“Mr. Cranston, will you {or you will,
which I cannot not now recollect) attend to the reading of the oaths
from the book and point out the differences.” I did so attend and did
as far as I was was able point out the differences as inquired about by
Mr. Pearce, and did answer every question put to me during the read-
ing respecting the oaths. - HEenry Y. CransToN.

General Isaac Slall, being sworn, in answer to annexed interrogato-
ries t&tifies.

Ans. to I1st. He is a mason; has taken the degrees of knighthood and
all the lower degrees regularly. He took the three first degrees some-
thing like twenty years ago or over, in St. John’s lodge Newport. The
other degrecs soon after, except the degrees of knighthood, which was
somcthing like five years after hetook the master’s degree; he took
the whole in this town.

Ans. to 4th.” To this he answers that he cannot now repeat the obli~
gations; he could many years ago.

Ques. by cerumittee. Should you know the oaths if read over to you?

Ans. He don’t think he should without a long reflection upon it.

The form of a royal arch mason’s oath being read to bim from an an-
nexed paper marked B, he (witness) says that he can’t tell whetherthat
was the form of the oath lie took; if he was to have time he might re-
call some parts of the obligation to his mind. The impression on his
mind respecting the obligations is very indistinet, hc may say it has
gone catirely from him; it is more than ten years, he believes, since he
has heard either of the oaths administered; his attention has been con-
fined to his own business. . ~

Interrogatories Nos. 8th and 9th, being read reﬁ]i to him from annex-

_ed paper marked E, he says thai he never took ahy oath containing a
promise that he would assist a companion royal arch mason when he
saw him engaged in any difficulty, and would espouse his cause go far as
o éxtricate him from the same whethey he be right or wrong, nor did be
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wver promise to keep the eecrets of a companion royal arch mason, or
any other masons,‘murder and treason not excepted, nor m{ything of the
kind; hemever took any such oaths, nor did he ever hear any such ad-
ministered. , '

Ans. to 10th, To this he answers by no means. He put no such
construction upon the oaths. -

Ans. to 14th. He answers that he did not when he took the oaths, and
‘mever since has considered them as incompatible with his religious,
moral, civil or social obligations. :

Ansto 39th. To this he answers, that the royal arch chapter was
established in this town by the agency of James Perry, Edward Easton,
John A. Shaw and others; this was from fifteen to twenty years ago,
he thinks; not long after the Washington encampment was mtroduced
here by the same persons; and in this the witness had an agency; we de-~
rived our first authority from the.encampment in New-York; after-
wards we placed ourselves under the jurisdiction of the grand encamp-
ment of Rhode Island and Masschusetts, We received from the grand
consistory of New-York, authority to establish a consistory in this
town, which we did soon after establishing the encampment.

Questions by .zeorge Turner. Ques. Do you know whence the
New-York masons derived their authority to establish encampments
and consistories; could it be derived from any but an European source ?

Ans. He has no knowledge of this.

Ques. Are there not fees or dues paid by all masons or masonic bod-
ies to the .nasonic body from whom they derive their charter, dispensa-
tion or other masonic rank or authority; and is ‘there not a regular sub-
-ordination and dependence between them in all countries? S

-Ans. All subordinate lodges pay a small fee to the grand ledge " for
every candidate initiated. Each masonic order pays a certain fee upon
receiving its charter or dispensation, and with respect to fees the same
regulations govern throughout the whole orders as is established between
the grand lodge -and the subordinate lodges. He knows nothing aboat
the subordination of lodges or masonic orders in other countries, nor

about their rules and regulations. He considers that the several en-
campments in this state and Massachusetts are subordinate to the grand
encampment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts; and that the grand
encampment is subordinate to the general grand encampment of the
United States. - But the grand lodges in the several states and the
lodges in connection with them are not subordinate to any other masonic
bodies whatever, and have no connection with chapters, the encamp-
ments, or grand encampment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts, or
general grand encampmeut of the United States,

Ques. Was there any chapter established in this state, before the
chapter in Newport; if so, when?

Ans. There was a chapter established in Providence before that in
Newport; how long he can'’t tell. :

Ques, Do not all members of masonic bodies from the lowest to- the
highest, take an obligation to support the constitution of some superior
order or degree when they are admitted or raised, so far as you have
knowledge? '

Ans. The members of subordinate lodges promise to support the con-
stitution of the grand lodge. The members admitted into the chapters
ptomise to support the constitution of the grand chapter; and the same
principle prevails through the different orders. The members of the
encampment in this town promise to support the econstitution of the
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grand encampment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts. Whethe? they
‘also promise to support the constitution of the general grand encamp-
ment of the Uuited States, he cannot tell; there are no obligations ta-
ken in the grand encampment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts; no
members are made there. He has been & member of the grand en-
campment of Rhode Island and Massachusetts. The members of the
consistory in this town did not take any obligations to support the con-
stitution of the New-York consistory, nor the constitution of any other
masonic body. S

Ques. Can any man become a member of any encampment or grand
encampment, who is not a member of some lodge, grand lodge or chap-
ter; and are the officers of the higher orders, frequently officers of low-
er grades of masonic bodies at the same time?

s. To the first and last part, he answers in the negative.

Ques. What is the jurisdiction or power over other masonic bodies,
of a consistory.

Ans. A consistory has no control at all over any degrees or orders
under the consistory, nor is subordinate to any order above. There are
no orders above it.

Ques. If there is no degree of masonry above & consistory—from
what source do consistories derive their right to form and hold consis-
torigs, or delegate that power to others?

Ans. He has no knowledge. -

Ques. In whose hands 1s the charter granted to the Rhode Island
consistory now kept?

. Ans, He cannot tell; there has been but little attention paid to it
(the consistory) for several years past. :
- Ques. Who are now, or were the last officers of the consistory hers?

Ans. He cannot tell. - . Itaae StarL.

hen Deblois, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age,

on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following inter-
rogatories: o

t. Were you a member of the masonic body or order called the

- consistory, established in this town about the year 1813; if so were you

recorder or secretary to that body—were their books opened—who has

. those books now—whut were the entries made in those books—what

were the proceedings of that body—is it now in existence?

Ans. He was a member—was the first recorder and remained go one
or two years he thinks. There were no regular books at the time,
and he knows of none since. There were some. mjnutes of the pro-
ceedings of the meetinge taken; where they now are, or whether they
are preserved or not, he does not know; probably the secretary has
got them if there is any; he does not know, however, that there is now
any secretary. The proceedings were similar to other masonic institu-
tions. He has not attended it for 8 or 9 years—considers it still in
oxistence because there is nothing to put it out of existence. Has no
knowledge of its having had any meeting since he met with it. It is
very like%y he has received notice to meet with it since he did meet,
but don't recollect, The original members were ten in number, five of
whom are now dead; whether any have been added he does not know.
He does not know any of the present officers, nor whether there are
sny. Does not know of any being elected for a number of years.

6ueltions by George Turner.
- Quest. How many degrees in masoury had you taken before you
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applied for a charter to the sovereign .grand consistory of the United
States of America? Ans. Eleven.

Quest. What was the form of petition and oath of submission made
by you and your associates, for the purpose of procuring a charter or
diﬁnsation from that body?

s. The form of the petition was similar to other petitions for dis-
pensations, and the oath of submission was given in the same way that
subordinate lodges take it to the grand lodge, viz.: to conform to the
rules and regulations.

Quest. What was the title of the presiding officer of that consistory,
and who was the first one? Ans. Do not recollect.

Quest. Whose duty was it to keep those minutes?

" Ans. The secretary’s.

Quest. Why do you call that body a consistory?

Axns. Does not know why it has t{at perticular title.

: Qu?est. Do you know that they have not met since you met with
them

Ans. Does not know that they have met, but thinks it probable that
they have met, because it was necessay for them to make their returns.

&uest. Do you know anything about the jurisdiction or pretended
power of 8, G. C. of the U. 8. :;%America? o

Ans. The same jurisdiction over their subordinate bodice, that other
masonic bodies have over theirs.

Quest. Was not John A. Shaw one of the original members?

Ans. Yes, he considered ltim so; he was a member of the grand con-
sistory. -

Quest. What were the rules and regulations of the grand consistory
to which you took'an oath of submission? Please to state them.

Ans. Does not know, -

Quest. From whence did the grand consistory of the United States
derive their masonic authority to erect grand councils, as expressed in
the dispensation of the R. I. masons? ,

Ans. Does not know; he presumes from France. He has heretofore
seen the by-laws and regulations of the grand consistory, but does not
now recollect what they were; but his impression is, that like all oth-
ers, they were for the good order of said consistory.

Quest. Will you produce the by-laws of the grand consistory, and
also the constitution of that body? . ‘

Ans. He had a copy of the by-laws, but whether the constitution or
not cannot say. Have not seen the by-laws for 12 or 13 years. They
are somewhere among my papers, but don’t know where.

Quest. What fees, dues or contributions were paid by. you and your
associates, to the grand consistory, at or about the time you received
that dispensation, and had that consistory a right to exact any other or
further dues, at any future time, or on any sybsequent event

Ans. Does not recollect how much, but remembers that as a member
he loaned $150 at one time towards obtaining the charter and for initia-
tion of members, The sum paid was a larger amount, but his propor-
tion of the whole amount not so much. - _

Quest. What was the whole amount paid the New York consistory
for establishing the one in R. I. according to the best-of your recollec~
tion? Ans. Don’t recollect, SterHEN DEEvols.

William Goggeshall; of the town and county of Newport, of lawful
age, on solemn oath doth declare and say, in answer to the following in
terrogatories. ‘
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Intg. Were you a member of the masonic order called the consistory,
established here about the year 1813; if so, please to state what you
know about its origin, its proceedings; whether it is now in existence,
or has been discontinued; who, if any, are its present officers, how long
since it met, who has its books, if there are any?

Ans. He knows very little about it; it is eight or nine years since
he visited it, expects it has had meetings since, but don’t know; is not
able to say where it originated. He expects they holdregular meetings
to elect their officers, but has no knowledge of the fact: who the pres-
ent officers are, if any, he don’t know. The first eetings were held
for the purpose of initiating the members to whom+#he charter was grant-
ed, and some others were Initiated: Capt. Bliss was one, he thinks; he
don’t recollect the names of any others. No after meetings were held
for any other purpose than that of initiating members, and for the elec-
tion of officers. He thinks there must have been a record of what was
done, but is not certain: if there are, does not kmow where they are.

Questiogs by request of George Turner. What was the whole amount
of fees or dues paid by the R. 1. masons for the charter, to the grand
consistory?

Ans. He could not make any guess about it at this time,

Quest. What was the form of the petition presented, and by whom
signed, and what was the form and substance of the oath of submission
that you then took? .

Ans. He has no recollection; but if there was any oath of submiss-
ion it must have been merely to abide by the superintendance of the
grand consistory, the same as is observed in subordinate lodges towards
grand lodges. o o

Quest. What jurisdiction or authority is vested in the grand consisto-
ry of the United States of America? : o

Ans. "He never heard of any such body: if he had it has escaped his
memory. There is, he believes, a grand consistory in N. York, which
has jurisdiction over the other consistories in the United States, as far
as they extend.

Quest. Is there in this consistory any higher order or degree in ma-
sonry than I_igrincea; of the royal secret, and members of the grand cou-

+ sistory? e answers in the negative.
. Who was the first presiding officer of the R. I. consistory or
«ceuncil, and what is the title of such officer?

Ans. Thinks John A. Shaw was; is not able to name the title.

Quest. What are the rules and regulations of the grand consistory;
what are their by-laws and constitutions?

Ans. It is so long since he had any thing to do with the consistory
that he does not recollect any thing about the rules and regulations, or
by-laws of the grand consistory. Wwm. CocGrsHaLL.

David M. Coggeskall, of the town and county of Newport, of law ful
age, on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following
interrogatories:

Quest. Were you a member of the masonic body or order called the
Consistory established in this town about the year 1813; if so, what
were the proceedings of that body? is it now in existence? State all
you know about it. .

Ans. IfI was a member of that body I had forgotten it, until it was
‘mentioned to me te-day that my name was one of those in the charter.
I now recollect that ahout the time above mentioned I was engaged
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about a vessel at Gardner’s wharf, when some one, whether John A.-
Shaw, Mr. Merrill or some one else I don't recollect, came to me with
a subscription paper for me to sign, being for a contribution for the pur-

ose of obtaining some of the higher degrees of masonry from New-.
gfork. I don’t now recollect what degrees, but they were degrees
above the degree of royal arch.. I gave, I think, five dollars. do
pot know how many degrees I have taken. I took all there was. 1
have understood from some of the companions that there were thirty-
two degrees. I do not recollect that I have ever seen the charter—may
possibly at the time. I do not think that I have ever attended any ma-
sonic body or order called a consistory. or cbuncil. I have no recollec-
tion. ¥ never saw any books of such a body. Have heard some one.
say that probably Capt. Bliss may have them. He has now charge of
a vessel in the harbor. C

Questions by George Turner. Who gave you the degrees you speak
of in the consistory? - .

Ans. I have told you already that I know of no such body.

‘Quest. Who was the presiding officer and what was his title?

Ans. Whatever degrees I took, whether as knight of Malta or of the
red cross or other degree, J. A. Shaw presided; by what title I don’t
know; each order would have some particular appellation for its pre-
siding officer; what they were I don’t know. I.say again that I have
no recollection of any order by name of consistory or council. . .

Quest. Did you take any oath when you, forwarded your petition to
the consistory?

Ans. Itook no oath and know of no petition to any consistory. X
do not recollect that I ever saw any such petition.

Quest. Do you know the names of any of the masonic degrees tak-
en in the censistory or council? :

Ans. I have already answered that I know of no masonic order or
body by that name. '

Quest. Do you know anything of the bye-laws, constitution, rules
or regulations of your consistory, or'that in New-York from which you
derived your authority? Ans. I have already answered.

Quest. * Do you know whence the-New-York consistory derived its
authority? Ans. I know nothing about it.

Quest. What was the jurisdiction. of the said New-York consistory?

Ans. I know nothing about it. '

. Quest. Were there any stated fees or dues payable to the New-
York consistory on the initiation or exaltation of members; if so, what
werc they? Ans. I know nothing abouit it. :

Quest. When did you complete your degrees in the consistory?

Ans. T know nothing about it. gb.wm M. CoGGEsHALL.

Jeremiah Bliss, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on
solemn oath doth declare and say, in answer to the following interroga-
tories: ,

Intg. Were you a member of a masonic body or order, called the’
consistory, established in this town about the year 1813; if so, were
you recorder or secretary to that body; weretheir books opened; who
has those books now; what were the entries made in those books; what
were the proceedings of that body; is it now in existence?

. Ans. I'was considered a member of it; was admitted I think by J. A.
Shaw, deputy inspector, who I supposed was authorised, aftter it had
been established how long I don’t know—was not one of the original
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members; I don't know of the admission of any other members: I was
never recorder or secretary of it; there were no regularbooks that I
know of. There were one or two meetings, probably to elect officers,
or to consult about their appointment: I recollect no other business be-
ing done; and there was no other record than memorandums taken of
those psesent, and of the officers chosen. I do not now recollect who
was recorder, or any other officers; almost every thing respecting it
has now gone out of my recollection. I think it very probable that
whatever minutes or memorandums there were, are in my possession,
because the charter was; having been left with me by J. A. Shaw, when
he went to the southward. I have no knowledge of more than one or
two meetings, the last of which was as much as four years since I should
think. We appointed some officers; I have no recollection who they
were, except that I was myself appointed president. I am not certain
about the time of the last meeting; it may have been longer. Five out
of ten of the original members, as named in the charter, are now dead,
according to my best information. Since I have been acquainted with it
it has always been in an incomplete state, as I consider it; since the
last meeting it has been neglected, as far as I know; I consider it still
in existence, because its charter has not been surrendered. The. only
living members that I know of are S. Deblois, Wm. and David M. Cog-

eshall, John Brown, Isaac Stall, myself and J. A. Shaw, the deputy
snspector, who has for a number of years resided out of this state..

&uestioné by request of George ‘Turner. Where did this body hold
their meetings? '

Axs, It held its meetings in the masouie hall when I was with them.

Intg. What was it called? .

Ans. It was called the council, and sometimes consistory, I think.

Intg. Who were the officers at the time yau were admitted?

Ans, Idon't know one of them except Mr. Shaw, who was deputy in-
spector.

Intg. And what were the titlesofthem? Ans. I don’t know.

Intg. What fees were exacted of you on your admission, and to whom
were the{Ipaid? Ans: I paid nothing. -

« Intg. Had that masonic body any constitution or by-laws; if so, what
were they? Ans. I don’t know.

Intg. What wag the title of the New-York masonic body from whom
your bo% derived its charter? ;

Ans. We called it the grand consistory, I dont know of any other title.

Intg. How many members wers required to make a legal meeting to
do business? Ans. I dont know. . . )

Int : How many members attended last meeting that you have men-
tioned?

Ans. It appears to me not more than four or five, dont recollect the
number exactly. ,

Intg. Do you know where the New-York consistory derived its au-
thority, the extent of jurisdiction that il claimed and what was its con-
stitution, by-laws or rules and regulations?

Auns. I have no more knowledge of it than you have yourself.

JEREMIAH BLIsS,

John Brou;n, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on
solemn oath doth declare and say in answer to the following interroga~
tories.

Intg. Were yeu a member of a masonic body er order- called the




1486
eonsistory, established in this town about the year 1813; if so, were you
recorder or secretary to that body? were there books opened? who
has those books now? what were the entries made in those books?
what were the proceedings of that body? is it'now in existence? State
ell you know about it. ’ : ’

Ans. I was a member of it in 1813. Was never recorder or secre-~
tary. Do not recollect any of the first officers now. It is nine.or ten
years since there has been any meeting of it to the best of my recollec-
tion; the thing has died away entirely. The annexed printed leaf
marked N, contains the names of the officers as they were I think in
the year 1813 or 1814; my impression is thatit wasin 1813. The said
leaf annexed was saved by me from a small book or pamphlet issued by
the grand consistory in New-York, containing lists of the consistories
or councils under their jurisdiction, and lists of the officers of those
consistories or councils, and nothing more; the annexed leaf I took out
of said pamphlet and preserved, because it contained the names of the
officers of our consistory—taking no interest in the rest. It has been

-torn up years ago. I subscribed something towards dbtaining the char-
ter—do not recollect how much;—we paid for it, but I don’t know
how much. Three or four meetings I think, were all that ever I at-
tended. No business was done but to call over and take-down the
names of members present, and appoint officers. Do not think there ever
were any regular books, but I don’t know. Do not kriiow who now has-
the minutes that were taken, or books, if there were any. I never knew
of any fees or money being paid to the New York grand consistory af-
ter that paid for the charter. - There was none paid to my knowledge,
I do not consider that body as having now any existence here,

Questions by George Turner. .

Quest. ‘Have you any copy of the book from which that page was
taken; or do you know of any person who has?

Ans. I have none, neither do I know of any body that has.

Quest. At what time was the book from which the page you have pre~
sented is taken, destroyed? .

Ans. Ihave no recollection, I think I read it in 1813, I think
none of it has been in existence for 5 or 6 years, except this last. I
used to make use of the leaves to wipe my razor upon when shaving at

the glass which hung over my desk. }

Quest. Do you know anything about the admission of Jeremiah Bliss?

Ans. I have no recollection of the time when he was admitted.

- Quest. What did that pamphlet contain on the pages before page 9
that of the one produced here. Ans. I have already answered.

Quest. Where did this consistory hold its meetings?

Ans. In the lodge hall whenever I met with them.

Quest. What was the eonstitution by-laws of your consistory, and of.

. the New York consistory, its rules and regulations, and what was the

Jurisdiction claimed or exercised by either of these bodies; and whence

did the New York consistory derive its authority? What was the form

or substance of your petition for a charter, and what was the form of

the oath of submission, if any, that you made to that body when you
applied for or took that charter?

Ans. I know nothing about the constitutions or by-laws, or rules or
regulations of the consistory, or the one in New York, nor what was
its-jurisdiction, nor whence derived. I do not recollect any thing about
the substance of the petition. All I recollect about the oath is, that it

19 : ) S
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contained a promise to submit to the rules and regulations of the grand
consistory. ‘ N - Joun Brown.

List of the grand councils of the S. P. of R. Sec. constituted by
the M. P. Sov. G. consistory, for the United States of America.

The G. council for the state of Louisiana, sitting in the city of New
Orleans. Ill. President, Ill. B. Emmanuel Gigaud; G. Sen. Warden,
IIl. B. John Pinard; G. Jun. Warden, Ill. B. Nl Cesar Fournier;
G. Secretary, Ill. B. Pierre Thomas Jarrie; G. Keeper of the Seals,
IIl. B. Raymond Devese,

Grand council for the state of Rhode Island, sitting in the city of
Newport. Ill. President, Ill. B. Stephen Deblois; G. Sen. Warden,
n 1;) Richard Merrill; G. Junior Warden, Ill. B. William Davis; G.
Secretary, Ill. B. William Coggeshall; G. Treasurer, Ill. B. Edward
Easton; G. Master of Ceremonies, Ill. B. Isaac Stall; G. Captain of
the Guard, Ill. B. John Brown; David M. Coggeshall, William Doug-
lass, James Perry. N
_ Sov. Chapter of.P. R. -}-. regularly constituted underthe title of the
tripple alliance. President; M. R. and P. B. James B. Durand; Ex
President, M. R. and P. B. John W. Mulligan. ' :

Theophilus Topham, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful
age, on solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following
interrogatories: J .

Int. Are you a mason; if so of how many degrees?

Ans, I am a mason; have taken twelve or thirteen degrees; took.
them all in this town, and between the years 1807 and 1815, as well as
I recollect. )

Int. Isit in your power now to repeat accurately from memory the
several masonic obligations you have taken, or any of them?

Ans, I suppose ight repeat some of them, all I could not. I
think I could repeat them as high gs the royal -arch, inclusive. I de-
cline repeating. It has been my understanding that 1 was bound not
to repeat them. I never considered that I was injuring any body by
not repeating them. .

Int. Have you ever taken any masonic obligation which you thought
was inconsistent with any of your religious, civil, or social duties?

Ans, None at all. , )

Int; When you took the general oaths, was it your understanding
that you thereby, as far as you could, gave jurisdiction to the lodge
over your life, or that you as a member of the lodge was to share in the
same jurisdiction over others? o

Ans, I never so understood it. I never considered that I gave the -
lodge any jurisdiction over my life, or that I acquired any over others.
Expulsion from the lodge I suppose to be as high a pena%y as they can
inflict. . -

Question by George Tdner. Do .you know or have you been told
that this committee have in manuscript, the forms of the several oaths
up to and including the royal arch degree, furnished them by some of
the officers of the grand lodge in Providence. :

Ans. Ihave been so told, and I looked over the papers said to eontain
those forms, the first day the committee met in the court house 'in this
town. - : - , .

Quest. by do. Is there any other penalty for a violation -of masonie
oaths, than such as is expressed in the oaths thpmsclves? .

" Ans, This I consider already answered. -
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Quest. by committee. Were the forms of the oaths you read in the
€ourt house correct? .

Ans. I read them over very cursorily. They were not exactly the
same as those I had taken; there were some slight differences. As far
a8 I examined them I think they contained some things which our forms

o not. They were rather fuller than we have been in the habit of ad-
ministering. I did not think, however, that there was any addition or
omission that materially affected the extent or meaning of the oaths..

TueorniLus TorrAM.

" Jacob Smith, of the town and county of Newport, of lawful age, on
solemn oath, doth declare and say in answer to the following interro-
gatories, ' :

. Intg. Are you or have you been a free mason, if so, how many de-
grees in masonry have you taken, by what lodges or chapters were you
admitted and at what time?

. Ans. 1 am a freemason and in year 1785 I took two degrees in Prov-
idencein St. Johns lodge No.2. I took three degrees in the Island of
St. Custatia in the year 1797, s
Intg. Did you take an obligationupon being initiated into each degree,
can you mow repeat that obligation, was there any thing in either of
those obligations which you have ever considered as incompatible with
any of your religious, moral, civil or social duties?
"~ Ans. I did take such obligation but cannot repeat it, it is now thirty
four or five years since I took the last of them, there was nothing in any
masonic obligation I ever took which I ever &onsidered.as interfering
with any of my duties. I bave always considered masonry to be a char-
itable institution. . '
Intg. Was it ever your understanding that by thgbh’ga’tion you took.
you gave to masons a jurisdiction over your life in dny case? .
Ans. Certainly not. The highest penalty a msonic lodge or any oth-
er masonic body can inflict is expulsion. : . o
Intg. Did you ever know lodges or masons as such to interfere in
politics or party. - ) '
Ans. Inever knew them meddie with any such thing, in this or any
other country. ' :
Intg. Did you ever hear any mason justify or palliate ‘the murder of
Morgan? Ans. Never. JacoB SmiTH.

Jeremiah IN. Potter, of South Kingston, of lawful age, on solemn oath,
doth declare and gay in answer to the following interrogatories.

Ques. by committee. Are you or have you been a freemason; if so,
how many degrees have you taken, and when, and where?

Ans. 1 am a freemason, and have taken' three degrees; I toek the
first thirty odd years ago in the lodge in Neyport, Moses Seixas then
master, and the two others a few years after, in Washington lodge,
South Kingston. . , ' .

Ques. Have you read over the form of opligations contained in the
apnexed paper marked A, and are they substantially correct?

Ans. 1 have; and they are correct?

Ques. Have you ever considered that there was anything in your
masonic obligations incompatible with your moral, religious, sociul or
eivil oblgations? Ans. No.

Ques. What have you understood was the highest penalty any lodge
eould inflict? Ans. Nothing but expulsion.
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Qites. Does not a mason, when he enters or leaves a lodge, -make a
sign having reference to the penalty of his particular degree?

Ans. I always considered it more out of respect to the master.

Ques. Have you ever heard a mason of respectable standing, advo-
eate or palliate the abduction or murder of Morgan? Ans. I never did.

Ques. by request. What other candidates were present when you
was initiated? Ans. Dr. Case was also initiated with me at Newport.

- Ques. by request. What address or charge was given to you by Mo-

ses Seixas at the time you was admitted, and what address or charges
in Washington lodge? v

Ans. The address contained in the annexed paper marked A, from
the master to the candidate previous to administering the oath, is the
same as the one given to me, as near as I can recollect.

He saith in answer to a question, that he heard the annexed deposi-
tion of N. G. Boss read over, and that the same is correct so far as his
knowledge goes. Jeremian N. Porter.

_ Alezander M. McGregor, of the town and county of Newport, of
lawful age, on solemn oath doth declare and say in answer to the fol-
lowing interrogatories. )

Question by committee. Are you or have you been a freemason; if
80, how many degrees in masonry have you taken; by what lodges or
chapters were you admitted; and at what time?

Ans. I am afreemason and have taken three degrees. I took them
in Scotland about tcn years ago, I think. ’

Quest. Have you read over the form of obligations contained in the
annexed paper marked A; if so, are those forms substantially ¢ogrect?

Ans. They have been tead to me, and there is no material altera-
tion in them that I see. They are algo substantially the same that I
have heard administered to candidates in St. John’s lqdge in this town.

Quest. Have you ever considered that there was any thing in any

art of your masonic obligations, incompatible with any of your relig-
1ous, moral, civil or social obligations or duties? if you have please to
_ point it out.

Ans, Have not so considered it. The masonic obligations were
administered to me with the assurance that they were not to interfere
with my religious, moral or civil opinions, and I took them with that
qualification.

Quest. What have you understood or believed to be the highest pun-
ishment any lodge could inflict upon any mason for any offence?

Ans. Expulsion from the society.

Quest. Does not a mason when he enters or leaves a lodge, make a
sign having reference to and indicating the penalty of the oath takenin’
his particular degree?

Ans. He does malke a sign on entering and leaving a lodge, and that
sign indicates his degree as a mason, and shows his right to enter.

Quest. Have you ever heard a mason of reputable standing advocate
or palliate the abduction or murder of Morgan? Ans. I never have.

Arx. M. McGrzcor. )
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te of Rhode-lslahd and Providend Plantations.

y aforegoing depositiags of Mdses Thacher, Levi Chase; Abraham Wilkinson, Wm.
» Barney Merry, Samuel Greene, Daniel Greene, Chdrles F. Searle, Burrington Ane
, John Gardner, Ray Potter, Willard Ballou, Barney Phelps, Orrin Packard, John A.

Henry Lord, Caleb Sayles, Samuel Young, Thomas Truesdell, Lewis C. Brown,
Brown, Samuel 8. Peckham, William Vars, George Bowen, Thomas Sherman, James
lell, Benjamin Grinnell, Daniel Howland, John Stevens, John Prentice, Benajah

or, William Trescott, Anson Potter, John Brown, Nathan Whiting, John Hall, Ed- -

Murphy, William Price, Stephen 'I'. Northam, Benjamin W. Case, Robert R. Carr,
)l Carr, Benjamin U. Carr, Francis Carr, Isaac C. Peckham, George Knowles, Simoxt
n, Peleg Almy, Isaac A. Dennis, Nicholas Hassard, George Howland, Bateman Mun-
illiam Wilkinson, Barzillaj Cranston, William C. Barker, Joseph 8. Cooke, Christian
stell, Moses Richardson, Peter Grinnell, Philip Allen, Roger W. Potter, Thomas
1, John Wilder, Luther Woodward, William Russell, Nathan M. Wheaton, Paschal
John Trott, William Carr, William Collins, Seth Peck, Nathaniel Phillips, Miller
7, John Salisbury, Lewis Hoar, Cyril Martin, William Carr Jr., Henry W. Child, 8.
n, James Smith, Nicholas G. Boss, Stephen Ayrault Robinson, Thomas R. Gardner,
Clark, Henry J. Hudson, Stephen Cahoone, John G. Whitehorne, Jolin R. Stanhope,
Y. Cranston, Isaac Stall, Stephen Deblois, William Coggeshall, David M. Cogges-
eremiah liss, John Brown, Theophilus Topbam, Jacob Smith, Jeremiah N. Potter

lexander M. McGregor, contain the testimony which was taken by the committee ap-*

d by the General Assembly ofsaid State at their October session, A. D. 1831, fully to
gate and inquire into the causes, grounds, and extent of the charges and accusations
t freemasonry and masons in said state, and the said depositions were duly sworn to
bscribed by the aforenamed deponents before the committee, or members of the com~
»in the manner stated in their report.

B. HAZARD, -

Beriion  { comn

STEPHEN B. CORNELL.
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