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PROVINCIAL GRAND MASTER
DANIEL COXE,

THE FATHER OF FREEMASONRY IN
AMERICA.

Daniel Coxe, afterwards Colonel in
command of all the forces in West J ersey
(by appointment of Lord Cornbury, the
first Royal Governor), Associate Justice of
the Supreime Courtof New J. ersey, and the
Provincial Grand Master of Masons in the
Provinces of New York, New Jersey and
Pennsylvania, was born in London shortly
before August 31, 1673, on which date his
baptism is registered in St. Botolph’s
Chureh, Aldersgate.* He was the son of
Dr. Dabiel Coxe, of London, the physi-

* 7 Pennsylvania Magazine of History and
Biography, 326,
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cian to Xing Charles IT and Queen Anne,
and from 1687 to 1691 the largest landed
proprietor in, and the Governor of, the
Province of West Jersey—a man of large
wealth, gifted intellect, varied acquire-
ments, and remarkable enterprise. In
1691, Dr. Coxe sold his Jersey territory to
the West Jersey Society for £9000.* In
1702 his son, Daniel Coxe, was recom-
mended to Queen Anne as a member of
the Provincial Councils of New Jersey
and New York, he having come to this
conntry the previous year, when 28 years
of age.t The next year, 1703, he received
his appointment as Colonel of all the
military forces in West Jersey. In 1705
he'was recommended by Lord Cornbury
to the Board of Trade, and then by the
Board of Trade to the Queen, as a mem-
ber of the Provincial Council, and re-
ceived the appointment, continuing a

* Smith’s “History of New Jersey,” 132, 190, 207.

T 5 “Collections of Historical Society of New
Jersey,"” 41.
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member for eight years, until1713 * under
the administrations of both Governors In-
goldsby and Hunter. In 1707 he married
Sarah, the daughter of John Eckley, of
Philadelphia, by whom he left a numerous
posterity—Brinton Coxe, Esq., now Presi-
dent of the Historical Society of Pennsyl-
vania, and a mewber of the Philadelphia
Bar, being a prominent descendant.
Colonel Coxe’s marriage was quite a
romantic one. His bride, Sarah Eckley,
was a Quaker, and the two elcped
together, and were united in wedlock in
the woods of New Jersey, by firelight, the
Chaplain of Lord Corubury, then Gover-
nor, officiating. A letter written by
Margaret Preston, in 1707, recites that

‘“ The news of Sarah Eckley’s marriage
is both sorrowful aud surprising, with one
Colonel Coxe, a fine, flaunting gentleman,
8aid to be worth a great deal of money—
a great inducement, it is said, on her side.
His sister. Trent, was supposed to have
promoted the match, Her other friends

87; Smith’s “History of New Jersey,” 345, 848,
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were ignorant of the match. Ittook place
in the absence of her Uncle and Aunt
Hill, between two and three in the morn-
ing, on the Jersey side, under a tree, by
firelight. They havesince proselyted her,
and decked her in finery.’’*

In consequence of a controversy he had
with the proprietors concerning certain
lands of his father’s, and because he en-
dorsed the action of Lord Cornbury to the
Queen when the latter’s removal was
sought by the West Jersey Assembly, he
drew upon himself the hatred of the Gov-
ernor’s enemies, especially of Governor
Hunter ; but, notwithstanding this oppo-
sition, so great was his popularity that in
1715 he was again elected to the Assembly
astherepresentative of Gloucester county,
and the following year was chosen
Speaker.f At this time he resided at
Bristol, Pa., nineteen miles above Phila-
delphia. Governor Hunter’s party gain-
ing the ascendency, Bro. Coxe and those

* 1 Watson’s ‘*Annals of Philadelphia,” 50.
T Smith’s “History,” 404,
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agreeing with him were expelled from the
Assembly, whereupon his friends sent him
to England, where he arrived in Novem-
ber, 1716, and had his cause espoused by
the Lord Chancellor and Lord Towns-
hend.* It was Governor Hunfer who
wittily wroteto Dean Swift, ¢ Here i3 the
finest air to live upon in the universe, and
if our trees and birds could speak, and our
Assemblymen keep silent, the finest conver-
sation, too.”

In 1719 Coxe was in London, at lodg-
ings in Lincoln’s Inn Fields. Oan De-
cenber 8, 1719, he filed a caveat against
an act of New Jersey providing for the
ronning of a partition line between East
and West Jersey.t Previous to this the
Rev. Jacob Henderson had described him
in a letter written in 1712, as *“ a very
worthy gentleman and zealous church-
man, who has given two hundred acres
of land to the church of Hopewell.

* Field's “Provincial Courts of New Jersey,”

1 ¢ Archives of New Jersey,” Vol, iv, p. 445-6.
14 “New Jersey Archives,” 157.
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Stacey or Burlington island lies in the
river Delaware opposite Burlington, N.
J. On May 31, 1722, when in the pos-
session of the Dutch, before the advent
of the English, this island had been the
usual residence of the Dutch Governor,
who built a small fort there, and mounted
four cannon, to command both channels
of the river. Subsequently it was used
as a place of diversion, a sort of pub-
lic park for the inhabitants of Bur-
lington, then the capital of West Jersey.
Burlington had been laid out as a town in
1677, and for many yearssubsequently both
the courts and the legislature met alter-
nately there and at Amboy.* Inthe letter
that Bro. Coxe wrote to England concern-
ing Burlington island, he sought to have
it retained as a pleasure ground for the
public, and not granted to any private in-
dividual.f

‘We now approach the early part of Col.
Coxe’s Masonic career. Bro. H. Sadler

#1Raum’s “History of New Jersey,’ 262,
15 “New Jersey Archives,” 38,
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has informed the Masonic world, through
the columns of the London Freemason
that the records of the Grand Lodge oi’?
England prove that in the year 1731-Bro.
Daniel Coxe was a member of Lodge No.

8, which then met at the ‘“ Devil Tav-

ern, within Temple Bar.? According to
Bro. Lane’s “ Magonic Records, 1717-
1786, just issued, this Lodge was consti-
tuted on April 25, 1722. In 1729 it was
No. 8 on the list ; in 1740, No. 7, and it
was erased on April 4, 1744, in which
year it seems to have been united with
the Westminster and Keystone Lodge

No. 8, which is still existing and ﬂour,-
ishing.

On April 21, 1730, the Grand Lodge
of England met at the * Devil Tavern.
and there elected Bro. the Duke of N (;r-
folk, Grand Master—the Brother who
less than two months thereafter, appointe(i
Bro. Daniel Coxe to be Provineial Grand
Master of New York, New Jersey and
Pennsylvania.

The full title of the Devil Tavern was
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¢*The Devil and St. Duanstan.” The
legend ran, that one day while engaged
at his trade as a goldsmith, St. Dunstan
was sorely tempted by the devil, when
the saint took a pair of red hot tongs out
of the fire and caught his infernal majes-
ty by the nose. The identical tongs are
said to be preserved to this day at May-
field palace, Sussex! The Devil Tavern
was the favorite resort of ‘¢ rare Ben
Jonson,’” and Swift once wrofe to Stella,
%1 dined to-day with Dr. Garth and Mr.
Addison, at the Devil Tavern, near
‘Temple Bar, and Garth treated.”* Not-
withstanding the fact tha$ the devil is
not a promising name for a tavern, owing
‘to his representing evil spirits—in opposi-
tion to the old ¢ Devil Tavern” a
¢ Young Devil Tavern” waa opened,
also in TFleet street, in 1707 ; but the
Young Devil was not a success—the house
went up, and presumably the devil went
down.

Bro. Daniel Coxe must have been a

* Hotten’s ‘History of Signboards,” 292,
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Mason for some time prior to 1731, for
the records of the Grand Lodge’ of
England prove that on June 5, 1730
the Duke of N orfolk, Grand Ma;ter of’
the earliest Grand Lodge of Engiand
gshe So-called ¢ Moderns ), appoirted
Our Right Worshipful and well-be-
loved Brother Daniel Coxe,v Provineial
Grand Master of the said Provinces of
New York, New Jersey and Pennsyl-
v?,nia ?’—the Deputation or Warrant pre-
viously reciting as follows —*“ Whereas
application has been made unto us by
our Right Worshipful and well-beloved
Brother, Daniel Coxe, of New Jersey
Esqr., and by several other Brethren’
Free and Accepted Masons, residing and’
about to reside in the said Provinces of
New York, New J. ersey, and Pennsylvania,
etc.”* Thig phraseology is very signiﬁ:
canf, It shows that Coxein1730 was “Wor-
shipful,” and therefore a W.M. or P.M
of a Lodge ; and that he personally made;

* Hough's “ Orig
sey,” gi%.hs Origli of Masonry in New Jer-
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application for the appointment as Pro-
vincial Grand Master of Masons, In Amer-
icaMasonry had not been previously organ-
ized under a Prouvincial Grand Ma.ste{‘,
but only existed in the person of its indi-
vidual members, all of whom, no doubt,
had been made Masons in England.
It thus officially appears that there were
regular Free and Accepted Masons' the?n
re-iding in, and others about to reside in
the Provinces of New York, New Jel:sey,
and Pepnsylvania. In the autumn of th.e
same year, 1730, according to the testi-
mony of the letter written on November
17, 1754, by Bro. Henry Bell, of Lancas-
ter, Pa., to Bro. Dr. Thomas Cadwalader,
of Philadelphia, a party of Brethren who
had been accustomed to meet at the
Tun Tavern, Water street, and some-
times opened a Lodge there, made appli-
cation to Provincial Grand Master Br9.
Daniel Coxe for a Charter, and had thez'r
request granted.* To corroborate this

#¢ Dedication Memorial of the New Masonic
Temple, Philadelphia,’ 21,
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we have the printed testimony of the
Dublin Freemason’s Companion of 1735,
which bas on the list of Lodges, * The
Hoop,in Waterstreet,in Philadelphia, First
Monday.”” This Lodge is No. 79 on the
English Register of Lodges, and is be-
tween those which unmistakably were
chartered in 1731. Add to this the fact
that Bro. Coxe lived not far from Phila-
delphia, first at Bristol, distant nineteen
miles, then at Burliugton, distant twenty
miles, and towards the close of his life at
Trenton, distant thirty miles, and that
he married » Philadelphia lady, and hence
very naturally knew the leading people
of the city at that time, among whom
were William Allen (then Recorder of
the city, and afterwards Chief Justice of
the Province), and Dr. Benjamin Frank-
lin, the most prominent early members
of St, John’s Lodge, which was organ-
ized in 1730-31, and the conclusion is
irresistible, even outside of the testimony
of the Bell letter and the Dablin Free-

mason’s Companion, that the Lodge which
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certainly began in 1731 (since its regular
Lodge Ledger is still extant, covering all
the Lodge transactions from 1731 to1738,
the book being carefully preserved in the
Library of the Historical Society of 'I’e.nn-
sylvanis)—the conclusion is irresistible
that this Lodge must have been * law-
fully warranted and duly constituted ”?
by Provincial Grand Master Coxe, whose
appointment as Provineial Grand'Mas.ter
was formally acknewledged within nine
months thereafter by the Grand Lodge of
England, when R. W. Bro. Coxe, during
a stay in London, visited that Grat?d
Lodge on January 29, 1731, when its
record states that his health was drank
**as Provincial Grand Master of North
Anmerica ’—that is to say, the ouly
Grand Master in North America—as he
as,
thg]r(:.v Lane, in his ** Masonic Records,’?
says (it may be with judgment) concerp-
ing the Lodge No. 79, which the Dublin
Freemason's Companion of 1735 loca.tes
at *“ The Hoop, in Water street, in Phila-
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delphia,’ between Lodges warranted in
the year 1731, that this Lodge, No. 79,
was “‘ warranted for America, but Pprobe
ably the warrant was never used.” Ad-
mitted that the Grand Lodge of England
granted a warrant in 1730_31 for Lodge
No. 79 at Philadelphia, and that the war-
rant never was used, this corroborates the
assertion of Bro. Henry Bell, in his letter
of November 17,1754, to Bro. Dr. Thos.
Cadwalader, which reads as follows :

Once in the fall of 1730 we formead a
design of obtainivg a charter fora regular
Lodge, and made application to the Grand
Lodgeof Englandfor one, but before recejv-
ing it we heard that Daniel Coxe, of New
Jersey, had been appointed by that Grand
Lodge as Provincial Grand Master of
New York, New Jersey and Pennsylva-
nia. We therefore made application to
him, and our request was granted,

Bro. Lana thus becomes a witness in
support of the Bell letter, and a capital

witness, too. The truth fears no honest
witness.,

The circumstantial evidence referred
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to above would be enough on which to
hang a man—and certainly should prove,
to the satisfaction of any one except a
Masonic skeptic or an incorrigible Ma-
sonic non-affiliate, that the St. John’s
Lodge, Philadelphia. of 1730-31, was at
first warranted by the Grand Lodge of
England, and afterwards was warranted
by Provincial Grand Master Coxe.

Pennsylvania Masons are not the only
ones who are thoroughly persuaded
that St. John’s Lodge, Philadelphia was
lawfully warranted. Our scholarly Bro.
‘Wm. James Hughan, probably by com-
mon consent the highest Masonic au-
thority in the world, has written :

The Lodge at Philadelphia was doubt-
less WARRANTED as well as CONSTI-
TOTED in the latter part of the year
1730, or in other words nearly three years
before any other Lodge has been proved
to be in existence on the continent of
America.*

* ¢ Fiarly History and Constitutions of Grand
Lodge of Pennsylvania,” xxiii.
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P.G.M. Bro. William S, Whitehead, of
New Jersey, in hig ¢ Historical Sketch of
Masonry in New Jersey,” says, referring
!;o Bro. Dr. Franklin’s having been active
in Freemasonry in Philadelphia, in 1734 :

We think, however, from i -
mation as We possess, ;md in tsl?: habls[:ai:loge
of any positive evidence to the contrary.
that it may be safely inferred from thé
clrcumgtances of the case that Benjamin
f‘;:;;l:#g Wast gnage a Mason wunder the

Y contained in )
Daniel Coze above recngg.fa*Deputatwn &

Bro. John @, Barker, Librarian of
the Grand Lodge of New York, in his

“ Early History of Masonry j
York,” says: i i

. Late developments, throy
slstent. efforts gf the 'Bretrlgll-‘e%lh oghi’ex;ne;:
sylvania, clearly demenstrate the exercise
of the powers granted to Bro. Coze under
the gzoglslons of his ** Depntation,” * *
» 10 our opinion, there i fics
proof, 8o far as rglates’to eP?anlgssyz;l'Zla\c;?gt
W6 have as yet no evidence that conclu:

* Hough's “Qr
e X.g 8 “QOrigin of Masonry in New Jer-
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i ercise of his au-
‘:%l?r]i);,ypigmtttsxat%rt(‘)hvein%is of New York
and New Jersey.* b=

Grand Master Anthony, of Nev(v) enten:
in his Oration pronounced at t:ihe[mdge "
nial Celebration of the Gran |

New York, said :

isbed any

. Coxe ever estthshe )

! %Vl;ithgl;]g;;) the prerogatlvefs (')If1 hl:
Lﬂ?l - [am unable to say, but mlva o
0' cefhat Lodges existed in Pennsy i
ooy ly as 1730, it is fo be presun;e X
Zide'a{)gt we have no evidence that any

3 e e
: wer,e established in the Province of Ne

“ork. .
YP G.M. Bro. Theodore 8. Parvin, of
Iow.a .in his Report on Correspondence

for 1884, writes: S
! 's Lodge, of Philadelphia,
I’hgt itétio%dge there can be no d?bﬁ‘-’

Zv&irding to the laws of that day.

How can th

i 'ohn’s Lodge, of
legality of St. Johr t
g’?ﬁ{agg?ph{ga, whileér thz}(ri %%htgetge ortho
their own Gra
dzx“y];:rly History and Transactions ot Grand
Lodge ot New York,” Yol. vi.

a writers of Massachusetts -
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After our discovery, in 1885, of the St.
John’s Lodge Ledger known ag Liber
B, Bro. the Reyv, A. F. A, Woodford,
then the able editor of the London Free-
mason, wrote in that journal z

Bro. MacCalla has thus the satisfaction
of having discovered by far the earliest
record in Amwerica, and also of having
strengthened the bresumption, almost
amounting to certainty, that Philadelphia

is the mother-city of American Freema-
sonry,

Philadelphia’s primacy in early Mason-
Iy on the American continent has been
sufficiently established, Asg Bro. Hughan
has phrased i, Philadelpbis is the pre-
mier Masonic city, or as we have said,
Philadelphia is the mother-city of Ma-
sonry in America,

Bro. Col. Coxe was the author of two
notable published books, one entitled “A
Deseriptien of the English Province of

‘Carolana,” first issued in London, in 1722,

and in two subsequent editions, in 1727
and 1741; and also of a *“Collection of
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Voyages and Travels,’’ likewise issued in
London, in 1741, posthumously.* The
first-named volume contains the very first
suggestion of a concerted plan for the
union of the American colonies—which is
thus referred to in the late Henry Armitt
Brown'’s eloquent oration, pronounced at
the celebration of the Bi-Centennial of the
town of Burlington, N. J., on December

6, 1877:

Here dwelt Judge Daniel Coxe, who
planned a union for the colonies full
thirty years ere Franklin thonght of it,
and a half a century before the Revolu-

tion.

His father, Dr. Daniel Coxe, owned as
many as a million acres of lznd in Ameri-
ca, situated in New Jersey, New York
and New Hampshire. There is an enu-
meration of these in one of the Rawlin-
son MSS, in the Bodleian Library, at Ox-
ford, England. He owned at Burling-

ton, N. J.:

a tract of land, two houses, a Kkill,

* sAllibone’s Dictionary of Authors,” 442.
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with divers Servants
4 who have m;
.g;]eil:]t: Igggress% ina ;’)ottery of whlﬂ:ad:ng
re, above .£1200 h bei
already mad(’a and vended j the Coueing
d in the C ;
neyhbour plantati i it b
Bz:lrbadoes.p > at;lons’z e gsselsg;gg T
-grag:; M.';y ger Eurlington four Stout NZE
B e' . I have a blantation at
g é)n . Gay, _made by a very skilfull
Ch Gardiner, who' is there resident ;

he hath
Trees, * Planted some’thousand ffruig

Dr. Coxe owned the whole o
ent Cape May count , N. Jf t;lz?dpr!(:iss-
manor-house, ** Coxe Hall,» wa’s located
where Cape May city now stands. There
he ha!d a Court Baron ang Court Leet
and dispensed Jjustice after the manner oé
the baronial lords of England. In hig
deeds to purchasers of lands he reserved g
:;)nglty of “ two fat capons or hens, deliy-
24th'a;egrc;;enﬂan, Cape May, Decempber

This was j i :
tide, 10 good time for Christmas-

w7 “Pennsylvania Magazine,” 329, 334
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Bro. Daniel Coxe’s chief residence, in
middle life, was at Burlington, N. J.,
where he was very active in Episcopal
Church matters. In the Letters Patent
for St. Mary’s Church, Burlington, dated
1709, Ccl. Daniel Coxe is the first-men-
tioned applicant for the charter for that
church. Mr, Rowland Ellis, in a letter
written to the Secretary of the Society for
the Propagation of the Gospel in Foreign
Parts, dated Burlington, July 9, 1716,
wrote :

The worthy bearer hereof, Daniel Coxe,
Esq., one of the best members and bene-
factors to St. Mary’s Church, at Burling-
ton, &ec.

In another letter, dated New Castle,
August 28, 1716, the Rev. George Ross
writes :

This comes by Colonel Cox, of New
Jersey, a good and constant friend of all
the Soeciety’s Missioners in these parts,
and I canuot but wish that he may meet
with that reception from all the members
of that hororable body that a person of
his worth and merits, and one that is so

23

hearty for the ituti
present constitution in
h(;]rch and State, is very deserving ot
and bas just pretensions to.* .

In still another letter, dated Trenton
20th September, 1723, Bro. Daniel Coxe;
and William Trent (the founder of Tren-
ton, N. J.) addresged the Secretary, With
reference to the ruin and the repair
of the Society’s house. On December 9
1723, Bishop John Talbot {(who was thé
first Bispop on this continent, consecrated
by non-jurors 8ixty years before Bishep
Seabury, of Connecticut, and who lived

and died at Burlington
Secretary : gton) wrote to the

Cnlonel Coxe ang Mr. Trent ha
gnexr' parts towards the Society’a hz)eug: gg
urlington, They have put it all in
ﬁ‘ood order, both within and withont
E he gardens, orchards and pasture are;
enced 'all round, and what iz more than
:anver w‘ds done, they have 2ot an honest
an (4s we 8uppose) to live there, as

# ¢ Historical Collecti
{ ions Relati
.Axglerlsctzg; &Slololr)lial Chuych_” hdlftlglngy %?s]}gg
et S Perry. Vol. Il P«mnsylvania.
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Adam did in Paradise, to dress it and to
keep if, so ’tis fit now for any Governor,
in Church or State. Mr. Burnet has been
there this quarter almost, and he says ’tis
more pleasant than Salisbury in Eng-
land,

In a letter dated ‘‘ Trenton at the Falls
of Delaware, 28th of April, 1728,’’ Bro.
Daniel Coxe wrote to the Secretary, thus
describing Burlington, N. J.:

Burlington is almost in the centre of
all of his Majesty’s Dominions on the
continent, the Town is very regular and
handsomely built, with mostly Large
Convenient Brick Houses. The whole
number in the body of the town may
amount to about a hundred. * * If
the Society think fit to erect a College
There, I shall present them with my lot
of one acre at the Point.*

P.G.M. Bro. Daniel Coxe, while in
office as Associate Justice of the Supreme
Court of New Jersey (Robert L. Hooper
being Chief Justice), died at his residence
in Trenton, on April 25, 1739, at the age

*Dr. Geo. Morgan Hill’s ‘History of the
Church in Burlington, N. J.”

2B

of sixty-five, his wife having died four-
teen years before, and the remains of both
lie interred in front of the chancel of St.
Mary’s Episcopal Chureh, Burlington.
The slab on which the inscription is
carved is set even with the floor, and
reads thus :

. Danijel Coxe,
Died April 25th, 1739,
Zitat 65.

Bro. Benjamin Franklin noted his
death as follows in the Pennsylvania Ga-
zette for April 19 to April 26, 1739 :

Yesterday morning, died at Trenton
the Hon. Daniel Cox, Esq., one of t,h(;
justices of the Supreme Court of the
Province of New Jersey.

The Coxe family mansion at Trenton,
N. J., in 1777, during the Revolutionary
‘War, was burned by the British troops,*
while it was occupied by a grandson of
Bro. Daniel Coxe, and with it were
destroyed many of the family records and
papers. Did these remain, it is reasona-
ble to infer that we should find some cor-

*1 8abine’s “ Loyalist:
olntion » 539, yalists ot the American Rev-
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respondence between Coxe and Franklin,
and other men of the time, and more
than likely evidence of Coxe’s instrumen-
tality as Provincial Grand Master in war-
ranting St. John’s Lodge, Philadelphia,
in 1730-31 ; buf, unfortunately, the fam-
ily records perishied in the flames, and we
have to seek our evidence in other quar-
ters. The success with which this evi-
dence has beepo found, under the circum-
stances is remarkable. The discovery of
the original Lodge Ledger, copntaining
the Lodge proceedings from 1731 t0 1738 ;
the after discovery of the original report
of eleven members of St. John’s Lodge
(including Bro. Benjamin Franklin) made
to the Lodge on its By-Laws in Frank-
lin’s handwriting, and dated June 5,
1732 ; the discovery of the contempora-
neous newspaper report in Franklin’s
Gazetle of the election of Bro. William
Allep as Provincial Grand Master of
Pennsylvania, on June 27, 1732 ; of the
regular election of his successors as Pro-
vineial Grand Masters, up to and including

27

the election in the year 1741; of the
Henry Bell letter of 1754 ; of the Dublin
Freemason’s Companion of 1735—all of
these corroborations of Bro. Coxe’s un-
questioned Deputation of 1730, and auxil-
iary proofs that as Provincial Grand
Master he warranted at least one Lodge,
and possibly two, go to prove, to any fair
mind, that Masonry on this continent
had its origin at Philadelphia. If 80,
then Philadelphia is the * Mother-city of
Masenry in America,” for the Grand
Lodge of Pennsylvania has, at one time or
other, warranted Lodges in the States of
New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Vir-
ginia, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Georgia, Louisiana, Ohio, Indiana, Mis-
souri, the Northwest Territoryand Indian
Territory, besides Lodges in Mexico,
Cuba, Trinidad and San Domingc—as the
records of the Grand Lodge of Pennsyl-
vania prove. Henceforth the position of
honor, on the score of antiquity among
the Grand Lodges of America, must be
awarded to the B. W, Grand Lodge of
Pennsylvania.




[APPENDIX. |

THE HENRY BELL LETTER OF 1704,

By CHARLES E. MEYER.

Judging from the immense value placed
upon this celebrated letter by some of
our fellow-laborers in the Masonic His-
torical Quarries, it would seem asg if the
priority of Freemasonry in the city of
Philadelphia were grounded solely on this
letter, written from Lancaster in Novem-
ber, 1754,

If this letter were in the possession
of the Grand Lodge Library, we ven-
ture to say that ifs great value would
be considered to have much deteriorated.

We have a strong and abiding faith in
what we have written, for we know the
full meaning and intent thereof. Now
(29)




30

to the history of the letter, which is now
for the first time given to the Masonic
Fraternity.

In the year 1873, when the Craft were
preparing for the dedication of the new
Masonic Temple, Broad and Filbert
streets, one day desiring to make some
examinations for the Grand Lodge Li-
brary, I wenf into Bro. John Thomson’s,
the then Grand Secretary’s ofiice, where
I found Bro. Francis Blackbarne, one of
the clerks, at his desk. As I entered the
office a gentleman was just going out.
Bro. Blackburne called me to his desk and
handed me a copy of a latter he had just
made from the original, in the possession
of the party who had just left the office.
The ink was searcely dry. The copy read
as follows, Bro. Blackburne only copying
the Masonic portion. It was dated No-
vember 17, 1754 :

*“ As you well know, I was one of the
originators of the first Masonic Lodge in
Philadelphia., A party of us used to
meet at the Tun Tavern in Water street,
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and sometimes opened a Lodgse there.
Once, in the fall of 1730, we formed a de-
sign of obtaining a Charter for a regular
Lodge, and made application to the Grand
Lodge of England for one, but before re-
ceiving it, we heard that Daniel Coxe, of
New Jersey, had been appointed by that
Grand Lodge as Provineial Grand Master
of New York, New Jersey and Pennsyl-
vania. We, therefore, made application
to him, and our request was granted.”

The letter was signed by Henry Bell,
and was dated from ZLancaster and ad-
dressed to Dr. Thomas Cadwallader, Phil-
adelphia.

It isa comparatively easy matter to pre-
pare a document, and give it the marks of
antiquity by wusing paper bearing the
water-marks of years past.

Bro. Jacob Norton, of Boston, is quite
an experf in the detection of such mat-
ters, for it was he who exposed the unsas-
isfactory condition of the earliest Min-
utes of the Grand ILodge of Massachu-
setts, showing conclusively that the paper
used in the Minute-book purporting to be
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original, was manufactured some years
after the date of the first Minutes written
thereon.

Bro. Norton has written me many
times to get this old * Bell Letter,” and
so has Bro. Hughan. I have used my
best endeavors to oblige them, but was
not successful up to the time of Bro.
Blackburne’s death. As Chairman of the
Library Committee I offered him one hun-
dred dollars to get the letter long enough
to examine it, and photograph it; but
he told me that the gentleman who bad it
was of a mysterious turn of mind, and
when be found that inquiries were made
about if, he positively refused to parb
with it, or allow another copy to be made
of it, alleging that it was of great value,
and the price would have to be high that
would induce him to part with it.

‘We kuow, however, that the gentleman
was a relative of the Cadwalader family
and that he is since deceased. If I re-
member correctly his name was Bancker,
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and he at the time lived on the North side
of Chestnut, below Fifth street.

I bave written to R.W. Bro. Robert
A. Lamberton, Grand Master at that
time, and who made the address at
the dedication of the*new Temple, and
who used this Bell letter in his remarks,
if he has any further information on the
subject. He has promised to examine his
Papers, filed away, and let me knew fur-
ther,

And now the letter stands plain and
distinet as a strong link in a chain of cir-
cumstantial evidence. A much weaker
one has sent many a prisoner to the gal-
lows.

Let us examine the letter critically as
to its truth, and also as to how much of it
h2s corroborative evidence to back it.

The writer was one Henry Bell, and he
resided in Philadelphia in 1730. He
speaks of the attempt made in 1730 to
form a regular Lodge at that time, and
that they were in the habit of meeting at

; the T'un Tavern on Water street.
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That there were Masons here in 1730 is
corroborated by the Pennsylvania Gazette,
No. 108, December 3, 1730, printed by
Benjamin Franklin, and he says: ‘‘ As
there are several Lodges of Freemasons
erected in this Province,”? &c. Again,
the Coxe deputation recites, under the
seal of the Grand Lodge of England,
June 5, 1730, that the application was
made by Bro. Daniel Cox, of New Jer-
sey, and several other Brethren, Free
and Accepted Masons residing and about
to reside in New York, New Jersey and
Pennsylvania, &e.

These were not clandestine Masons, but
regular and duly acknowledged under the
seal of Grand Lodge, as we have stated
above. This should satisfy the most du-
bious that there were Masons in 1730 in
Philadelphia. Now, where was Henry
Bell in 1754, at the time of writing this ?
The tax lists of Derry township, Lancas-
ter county, Pa., bear the name of Henry
Bell, as a resident there from 1750 to
1759.

b

This should satisfy even Bro. Norton
that Henry Bell was not a myth.

Bro. Bell writes to one Dr. Thomas
Cadwa'('hdﬂ_r, who was an eminent physi-
cian, son of John Cadwallader, and he
was born in Philadelphia in 1707. He
died November 14, 1779, aged 72 years.

Was he a Mason? Yes, in 1730 he
would have been 23 years old, and in 1738
he was appointed one of the Grand War-
dens of the Grand Lodge of Free and
Accepted Masons. See Pennsylvania
Gazette, July 6,1738. Now Dr. Thos, Cad-
wallader carnot be claimed as a myth,

Where did these Masons meet in Phila-
delphiain1730? Why at the Tun Tavern,
where they afterwards held their S,
John’s Day festivals and elections, com-
mencing in 1732, as the printed evidence
of Franklin shows,

It might be asked, Why was not an an-
nual election held on St. John’s Day, in
1731? 'We will answer, Because the
Coxe deputation was for the space of two
years, from June 5, 1730, which also re-
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quired that they should annually dine to-
gether on St. John’s Day.

In strict conformity with these instrue-
tions on St. Jokn’s Day, in June, 1732,
the first election was held.

There is also an important matter that
bears out the rights of this Lodge in
Philadelphia, it reads : “He, the said Dan-
iel Cox, and the Provinecial Grand Mas-
ter, Deputy Grand Master and Grand
‘Wardens for the time being.”’

This is an additional continuing clause,
which is not found in the Price Deputa-
tion. There is also this important fact,
that there is no record in the Grand
Lodge of England’s archives of the depu-
tation said to have been issned to Henry
Price, while there is on record there the
copy of the Coxe deputation.

‘We remember years ago that no one
did more to destroy the claims of Mas-
sachusetts to Masonic priority than Bro.
Norton, and it was from his writings that
my attention was first called so forcibly
to the invesiigation of the neglected
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hist?ry of the Grand Lodge of Pennsyl-
vania,

'The Masonic Fraternity of Pennsylva-
Dia are under obligations to Bro, Jacob
Norton for making so many of us search-
(_ars after the true history of Freemasonry
In America, and now that he finds that
every day we are strengthening our
foundations and buildings, he begins to
attack the house that he himself has
helped to erect.

We expect ere long to be in possession
of the furniture and jewels of this Lodge
0t 1730. We have heard hints of their
being still in existence,
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