THE EARLY HISTORY OF FREEMASONRY IN WORCESTERSHIRE

W.M,, I thank you for the honour of inviting me to address my grandmother lodge - for, as
most of you know, I am a member of your daughter lodge, Fort Royal. May I also be permitted
to acknowledge my gratitude to'W. Bro. Lawrence Talbot for allowing me to give this talk since fic
is, after all, your own Lodge Historian, and anything I say on my subject must inevitably ¢raw on
early records from the Lodge and encroach on his preserve. He has been most_gciierous in
allowing me to go ahead, so may I ask you to regard this as a trailer for what he viiliadoubtelty
produce for you in your rapidly approaching bicentenary. May I also take \his opporteniy of
publicly acknowledging another debt of gratitude. This talk is not orizi vl i7i the s2ao thatall the
research is my own; rather is it a compilation from a number of diftcrent sources, ana iwo authors
upon whom I have particularly relied were members of this Zodg?, namely ", Bio. C.C. Whitney
Griffiths from the last century and W. Bro. J.C. Brooke i vm this.

Unfortunately I cannot say to you that the “arhost traces of Fieemasonry in Worcestershire
occurred in its capital city, Worcester. If it was <0, then al' suck traces have been lost; for the
earliest records extant suggest that the #irst ;cage to be 1yunded was No.119, the Dog - later and
better known as the Talbot - at Stou-bridge, vwhose \-arrant was dated 21 August 1733. This
lodge was subsequently renurcbeszd 104 in 741, and 62 in 1755, it being the custom of the
premier Grand Lodge (or the: Moderns. 2s tuey were later known) to close up gaps left by defunct
lodges; it was evepmai'y srased in 1769, Sadly, what we do not know - and are unlikely ever to
find out since siv. Minute Boo's suu rive - is who founded it and where they came from. We do
not even knGw arything 07 1's history during the three dozen years that it survived; but for a
varietv (f reasons -sume of which I will illustrate in due course - this was probably chequered,
suice 10 eighteentin century lodge had an easy existence.

Believe it or nor, it was at this juncture - that is to say, with one lodge precariously in
existence - that Worcestershire acquired its first Provincial Grand Master. For in our excellent
Masonic Year Book we read: "1753 - Sir Robert de Cornwall granted a deputation as Prov. G.M.
of Worcestershire, Gloucestershire, Monmouthshire, Hcrefordshirc: Shropshire and-Nerth
Wates". 'Granted a deputation’, I should explain, is a quaint term of the age meaning "appointed'

- the ceremony of installation being a nineteenth century innovation. The first misleading



implication of this appointment is that he was placed at the head of an existing or newly created
provincial structure. No such organisation existed; and indeed, sad to say, in this province none
was to do so for nearly a hundred years, as I shall presently show you. The other implication is
the vastness of his task. True, the extent of his province in square mileage was huge, but not.i»
terms of lodges - for instance, apart from the Talbot at Stourbridge and three Bristol lodges, unly
the Swan at Goucester and the Three Horse Shoes at Leominster existed in the Thi=C Choirs'
Counties. Nor was there any expectation at that period that a Provincial Canc Mlaster §as
obliged to visit his province; though I would not go so far as the Prestonian T ecturer for 1250 -
admittedly the then Prov. G.M. for Gloucestershire who may not hayve eijoyed his descent from
something of a charlatan - in considering the appointment a practical ;oku!

But we are entitled to ask, why the appointment? ~Awd who was he: . I will take the
second question first. The de Cornwall family were lesccnded from tuz illegitimate son of
Richard, Earl of Cornwall and brother of Henr;il}, and settled o Rurford in Shropshire, just
across the Teme from Tenbury Wells, at the be'in'ng of the fourte enth century.  Our Sir Robert's
father was an admiral who had been offzred 2 baronetcy. "i<onsideration of his services against
the Barbary States and for saving live. of women and children"; but it appears he declined it on the
grounds that he regarded the fe. ¢ bunour as to e :pensive and so the patent was never taken out.
Obviously feeling cheated, < wever, our Rober ignored this and claimed the title after his father's
death, entering it on niz nomination for.» for the Parliamentary borough of Leominster which he
eventually represencted at Wesimuas er for seven years. I say 'eventually’ because it appears that
the electicn mugiit nave besn declared null and void on the grounds that no such person as the
baronet »xisted bad. Pobert not appealed to King George II who, fortunately for him, recognised
his tite. ‘Even tho 'al part of 'de Cornwall' is no more than an affectation, being a medieval term
o' convenience:” So much for his origins; what of his appointment? Unfortunately we have
virtually no knowledge concerning his Masonic qualifications. We know that he once attended the
premier Grand Lodge when Lord Carysfort, the Grand Master who gave him his 'deputation’, was
present. And we know that he died in 1756. But we know nothing of his work in
Worcestershire, if any, nor if he even visited the Three Horse Shoes at Leominster which was,
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the workings of this Grand Lodge, is that the appointment was purely nominal, as befitted a titled
Member of Parliament, and that Sir Robert's influence in his vast province was minimal or, more
likely, non-existant.

Two years before our colourful first so-called Prov. G.M. received his 'deputation’, thatiz
to say in 1751, the English masonic world was split in two by the foundation of a new "Gionu
Lodge of England according to the Old Institutions”. Now, I have no doubt that \ic senior
brethren present will be thoroughly conversant with the whys and wherefores v thiz v.nfortur-e
occurrence; but let me just offer a brief explanation for the benefit of the nevier members vl e
Craft. The creation of the original Grand Lodge in 1717 was followed t v an increasin numoer of
disclosures of Masonic ceremonies, culminating in the publication 1., 1730 ofﬂ’ritchard's "Masonry
Dissected"”. In order, it is said, to exclude irregularly made raasons, Grand ' odg» decided toalter
some of the Ancient Landmarks of the Order, including transposing the words and signs of the
First and Second Degrees, and this caused such oti=rle in maiv lodges that the rival Grand
Lodge, to which I have just referred, was es:zoi'shed. Fo.“th's reason its members became
known as "Antients", and later as "Athri" 13250ns afte” “he “%ird and fourth Dukes of Athol who
were between them Grand Masters ‘or tnirty-four of its sixty-two years' existence; while the
adherents of the original Granc Ladze were dibbe d "Moderns", or sometimes "Prince of Wales"
masons after the future Geurve IV who. as Prince of Wales, was Grand Master from 1790 to the
Union of 1813. It 1s.against this baczround of dissention that the next part of our story in
Worcestershire ontolds, but I vouls ask you to bear in mind one other thing: it has generally been
supposed that tiie oreater/the distance from London, the stronger was the friendship between the
Antients and the MeZarne - or at least there was less friction.

During thie peiiod of hiatus nine Worcestershire lodges - five Athol and four Modern were
fr,unded, of wiiich two of the Moderns' ones still survive. The first Athol or Antient lodge
appears to have been founded on 16 March 1757 and was No.60 meeting, appropriately, at the
Stonemason's Arms, Great Fish Street, Worcester. This lodge is thought by some not to have
had a very protracted existence. You will observe that I use the words 'appears’ and 'thought’;
the sad fact of the matter is that records from these early days of masonic existence are very hard to
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As an historian one is left to make what one can of such remains as there are and, without
falsifying the evidence, to put forward reasonable conjectures. I am bound to say that I believe
Freemasonry had an earlier origin than 1757 in the City of Worcester. There are two reasons.
The first is that at their General Assembly on 17 July 1751 the Antients' Grand Lodge adopted iz
"Rules and Orders", of which Regulation No.8 states as follows: "No admission or Warra it shaui
be granted to any Brothers to hold a Lodge until such time they shall have first formed =« dge of
Antient Masons and sit regularly in a Credible House and then to Apply by vatitied and svch
Petition to be Attested by the Masters of Three Regular Lodges who shall makc.a proper Repeit of
them". Secondly, it is stated at their meeting on 16 March 1757 tha' zne of thelr tunibor was
excluded "as deemed unworthy". Now, in order to be excluded you have first to be almitted; and
while this may only have occurred a short time before, the firsireason I a2:'uccd would seem to
suggest a prior existence of several months at the very iwcast.” Entry inv tiis earliest Worcester
Lodge must have been poorly controlled or theien heiship muit liave provided an interesting
cross-section of society, since we are told that, zpa 't from the cac) aded brother already alluded to
as "deemed unworthy", later that same yea: (21 Nove1.hei-1'/57) another brother was excluded
"for making Masons clandestinely fur 1s. each” - a not infrequent misdemeanour in those days -
and that in about 1766 twe o ti.= Lrethren v ere taken before the Grand Lodge for "ravishing
another brother's wife". Fov: long this lodee 1asted is unclear, and it may be that such activities
brought it to decline inthe 1770s. . On 2= other hand, there is some suggestion of correspondence
between this letlgerand the crirreint Worcester Lodge, a Moderns' lodge, in the 1790s. In any
event the lodge appears ina= Ahiman Rezon (the Antients' catalogue of lodges) for 1804 and
1813 though not fex1597. I suspect that it was thoroughly dormant by this time, and it was
fially erused at u.= Uailon.

A secon Athol or Antient lodge, No.107, was warranted on 27 December 1762 and met at
the Wheatsheaf in Bewdley High Street. The continuity of its existence is also problematical since
it made no returns after 1788. It is thought to have held its last meeting in June 1797, but it is
listed in the Antients' Calendar for 1800 and in Ahiman Rezon for 1804 and is known to have
returned its warrant on 27 December 1805 after a probably chequered career of exactly forty-three
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Much more interesting is the third Athol or Antient lodge to be warranted in the province,
No.154, since it met at the Talbot in Stourbridge. The date is 1768 and this, you will recall, is the
year before the erasure of the original (or Modern) Talbot Lodge (as it had inevitably become).
Unfortunately we can now do no more than guess at the sequence of events. Did the origira!
lodge, No.119, collapse and were its premises at the Talbot taken over by a new set of mascas?
Or did the original members transfer their allegiance to the Antients and thereby suffe. <rasure at
the hands of the premier Grand Lodge? We shall probably never know. We ¢u knyw, howey-r,
that during this period lodges often changed allegiance, as did individual men.%ers; and the.cae
even instances of lodges holding a warrant from each Grand Lodge, just a5 individuis oftenzept a
foot in both camps. And, as I mentioned earlier, being removed b} a vonsiderable G stance from
London, the bond between masons was often stronger thaz ti: divisions-Hetveeen rival Grand
Lodges. Stourbridge, Bewdley, Kidderminster and \Vorcester are ioui centres where such
fraternisation may have taken place. But, sad tc zeli e «his secoad [albot Lodge seems to have
fared no better than its predecessor for at some 2 je its warran w as returned, and in 1805 it was
made over - as was the alternative custorz w.'h.Zne Anticw.'s -2 an entirely new set of Petitioners in
Whitehaven.

A fourth Athol or Antieat 'adge, No.178, was warranted on 10 November 1772 and met at
the Raven Arms, Kiddermi~ster. The fatc of ¢his lodge is equally uncertain, but it was thought
that it lapsed about twenty years later; o.bers suggested that it survived until the Union and that the
remnants of its saernbership subsey: 2ntly formed the nucleus of Hope and Charity Lodge of 1824,
the third o’acst extent lode « the Province. And since first producing this talk about three years
ago, its 1 finute Book has heen found, and this proves the latter conjecture to have been correct.

Tle fifth and [inal lodge sponsored by the Antients, on 26 February 1788, was the Lodge
o' Freedom N.264 of Dudley, meeting first at the Hen and Chickens and then in 1812 at the
Green Dragon Hotel. With names like these it seems to me just as well that this lodge did not
follow the usual custom of the period, that of taking its name from its place of meeting! But, in
common with its four predecessors, it had ceased to be a Worcestershire lodge by the Union of
1813, having earlier that year moved one mile across the border to Tipton in Staffordshire. It was

erased on 5 March 1828.



And so it remained for the Moderns to carry the flag of Worcestershire Freemasonry into
the Union. They had founded four lodges prior to 1813, two of which still survive. The first of
these four was in Stourbridge, the Lodge of Hope No.372, meeting at the Three Tuns Inn, and
again one is forced to speculate whether there were not certain brethren in the town who were r.o:
happy with the new Athol Talbot Lodge. Conflicting dates of origin appear - 1768, 1770, 772 o¢
1775. At any event, in this latter year it seems to have acquired the warrant of an ¢!< 1L ondon
lodge called Hope. It was renumbered on four different occasions, was still av've'at'the Uniza,
and was finally erased on 5 March 1828.

The second Moderns' lodge was Harmonic No0.457, warran e< on 23 Yaly 1724 and
meeting at the Bush Inn, Dudley. After being renumbered 313,.and now 252, it "emains the
oldest foundation in the Province still in existence, but unfectunately not of “ondinuous existence
for it was in abeyance for some years until it was erased ‘a1 Décember 1527, This seems to have
stirred Dudley masons into action for they immediate.” zpplied to th< United Grand Lodge for re-
instatement, received it by special warrant on 'n‘arch 1828, anc. have since continued without
interruption.

Two years after the foundativn or Harmonic, an 11 July 1786, St. John's Lodge No.487,
meeting at the Golden Cross 1) Jremsgrove igi: Street, received its warrant. This Moderns'
lodge became N0.397 in the.t*numbering ¢€ 1792, and moved to the Star and Garter at Droitwich
in 1802; but it did not survive there long.=nd was erased on 6 February 1811.

It only romuins, therefore, £ r me to mention the fourth lodge of the Moderns, your very
own Worczsier Louge, meew g at the Reindeer Inn, Mealcheapen Street. It received its warrant
from.the premier. Grana Y.odge on 9 December 1790 as No.574, and was renumbered on no less
tiian tour separate occasions, finally becoming No.280 at the last renumbering of the United Grand
I »dge in 1863. You are, I need hardly say, rightly proud of being the oldest surviving lodge in
continuous existence in Worcestershire.

Thus far to the Union of 1813. Ten lodges founded, but only three surviving and one of
those precariously. After 1813 the picture is entirely reversed with only two lodges failing to
survive. Both of them illustrate one of the major problems of eighteenth and early nineteenth

century lodges, namely the permanency of meeting place - or, more accurately, the lack of it.



Most early lodges met at inns or coffee houses, and it was essential that good relations were
maintained with the landlord; often he was a member of the lodge or a Serving Brother, acting as
Tyler and caterer. The Faithful Lodge No.680 of Kidderminster, which dated its warrant from 20
October 1816, met in four different hostelries in the town in the space of eight years, its short<s:
sojourn curiously enough being in the Freemasons' Tavern in Bromsgrove Street. And on »nc
occasion after the landlord had been declared bankrupt its furniture was locked up in <ie Lodge
Room and the members feared its sequestration, only regaining the items some «uzht months la <r.
This lodge became N0.442 in the renumbering of 1832, but was clearly in decline by then and'w: s
erased in 1844, the last Worcestershire lodge to suffer this fate. Evei zaore cheqo<rea «as the
career of the Lodge of Mercy and Truth No.703, changing location 1.2 less than seven ‘mes in nine
years from the date of its warrant, 13 May 1818, and oscillziing between E:esi.am and Pershore
like a pendulum. Its 1832 renumbering to 454 was supc flucus, as it had aiready been closed on
9 November of the previous year, and it was erarzd 127833, Tlis was a great pity as one of its
regular visitors - he was even asked to occup,~inv Chair on 1ive occasions - was the celebrated
George Claret, an outstanding ritualist y/ho, ir/1836, w az reczonsible for publishing the first ever
Emulation Ritual. Its Master's Chaii is stul to he seen at Evesham.

Now you might supnos., 2re hren, thal duing this increased activity and masonic interest
shown in Worcestershire = Provincial s.ructure would have emerged, presided over by an
interested mason who ‘vas not an absen.»z. Such, I am afraid, was not the case. After the death
of Sir Robert d=Comwall in 1750 =re was a gap of thirty-six years when nothing happened at all
on this freat:, And then on 5! July 1792 a very similar appointment was made. The new Prov.
G.M._granied his Zeoutation by H.R.H. the Prince of Wales, was John Dent, a prominent
Lnden banker, partier in the firm of Child & Co. of Temple Bar, Member of Parliament for
I _incaster until 807 and then for Poole, Dorset. A letter, extant I believe among your records,
notified the brethren of the appointment, and charged them to "correspond with him upon all
Masonic business"”; it was signed by the Grand Secretary, William White. Why was the
appointment made then? Had the premier Grand Lodge been awaiting the establishment of a
Moderns' lodge in Worcester? We shall probably never know; but from my knowledge of the
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Grand Masters generally, I rather doubt it. And the fact that John Dent was again almost certainly
an absentee confirms my suspicion that it was a reward of status for him rather than any desire on
the part of Grand Lodge to put the Masonic affairs of Worcestershire on a more regular footing.
We do know, however, that Dent held the post for thirty-four years until his death at the end &£
1826. And, unlike his predecessor, we also know a good deal about his Masonic career’ wi icu
proves him to have been a distinguished mason. An initiate of the Lodge of Freedom .="1 '88, he
later joined the celebrated Lodge of Antiquity No.2. Becoming an officer o1 Graad Lodge, 'ie
rapidly rose to the rank of Senior Grand Warden in 1793, and was later particularly active wiue
negotiations leading up to the Union of 1813. Such must have been tt e ¢steem ir'whici. ke was
held that he was elected the first Treasurer of the United Grana Lodge, a post he filled with
distinction until his resignation on the grounds of ill health at<he “eginning ~* 1826, the year of his
death. But while the records of Grand Lodge bear testi.nony to his zea' for the Craft in general
and he is known to have been referred to in term: Of i e’ regard t y.<ne Worcester brethren, there
is no record at all, neither in the Province nor ii./G1nd Lodgz, ui b.s ever having paid Worcester a
visit. We have only three pieces of furthe:2vidence inm e period - a Jewel and two Deputy
Provincial Grand Masters.

The Jewel is John Dei t's. Collar Jewc | o) his office as Prov. G.M., and was found by
Grand Lodge in a jewelleis.a Bath in the =arly 1960s and presented to the Provincial Museum
here. Made in 1821, there is some spe~iation that it was commissioned for a projected visit to
Worcester. Bt suice, as I have al: *ady indicated, no record of such a visit exists - indeed, other
evidence points 10 tae corric - - the alternative suggestion of W. Bro. Tommy Grounsell seems far
more. lik=ly. namel;;¢hat he had it made to wear in Grand Lodge, where the office of Prov. G.M.
h.d re cendy becoiae senior to that of Grand Treasurer.

Then thure is the evidence of the two Deputy Prov. G.M.s, some of it begging more
questions than it answers. We have clearly entered on one of the more peculiar phases in the
history of the non-existence of the Province of Worcestershire! On 27 December 1820 the W.M.
of the Worcester Lodge, Dr. Adam Dods, ordered a letter to be sent to the Grand Secretary stating
"their desire to hold a Provincial Grand Lodge" and enquiring if "the appointment of a D.P.G.M.

is registered in the books of the Grand Lodge, and if so, the name of the brother, but if not,



information as to the proper course of procedure". The immediate question that this prompts is:
Why did Dr. Dods not write to John Dent, the Prov. G.M.? Was he unaware of the 1792
instruction? Or did he know that Dent was generally too busy - or too disinterested - to apply
himself to Worcestershire affairs? But this is only the beginning of the story. A reply wa
received that a W. Bro. William Thomson had been appointed Dep. Prov. G.M. At tlie 1.2x¢
meeting of the Worcester Lodge it was thereupon resolved to write to W. Bro. 7n>mson
congratulating him upon his appointment and "hoping to be favoured with his v.sits (< Often as “is
convenience would admit of". This friendly communication received a slightly frosty meply 'n
which W. Bro. Thomson pointed out that he had actually been Dep. Prav.“G M. for &ichteor years
already, that is to say, since 1802. One can only comment by using the modern phraso and saying
that he must have kept a remarkably low profile. For consider we facts. William Thomson lived
at Henwick near Worcester and, during the period of nincteen years, 1729 w0 1817, he was W.M.
of the Worcester Lodge for no less than fourtevr ol them.  Ard. yet three years after the last
occasion we have one of his more immediutz successors appsrently totally unaware of his
appointment. Part of this can possibly ke e:exised by vho fact/that W. Bro. Thomson was, despite
his distinguished record of service, not a regular n.xmber of the Lodge, having resigned and
rejoined it on at least two diffeent £ccasions.. Bit although there is no record of his Provincial
appointment of 1802, at his “ust resignatioi.in December 1811 he expressed his "desire to benefit
the Lodge, either individvally or in my =«pacity as D.P.G.M.". And in January 1816 he and his
two wardens signed the Faithlui L vdge Petition, and he put D.P.G.M. after his signature; and
again in Jaly 161® he instelind Dr. Farr as the Founding Master of Mercy and Truth Lodge in
Eveshar.). in these 2ays.when connection was so important he was certainly ideally suited to the
p. st s'nce he haa formerly held the position of Writing Master to H.R.H. the Prince of Wales,
Grand Master ¢ the Moderns. But why was his appointment unknown? He appears to have
resigned it in 1822, because in that year we hear of him once more, referred to in passing as
P.D.P.G.M. And why during the whole of this twenty year period did he not, so far as we
know, attempt to summon a Provincial Grand Lodge?

We do know that he seems to have been succeeded -?ousted - by the same Dr. Adam Dods

in 1822. But was Dods appointed by the Prov. G.M.? Again, sadly, any evidence either way is



lacking. And the same is equally true of the attempt to hold a Provincial Grand Lodge in that year.
Was it sanctioned by, was it even known to the Prov. G.M.? We have no means of knowing.
From the records of the Worcester Lodge, however, we do know what happened. At their regular
meeting on 2 September 1822 the new Dep. Prov. G.M. gave notice of his intention to cal’ 2
meeting of his own and the other two extant Worcestershire lodges - Faithful at Kiddermin«er and
Mercy and Truth at Evesham (Harmonic of Dudley being then in abeyance) - in orde=<o hold a
Provincial Grand Lodge and to appoint Officers. This was scheduled for noon »: 2 D<tober 177
at the Reindeer Inn, Worcester, and duly took place, twenty-eight members of the three lodg s
being present. But subsequently the Worcester Lodge refused to endor ‘e/ths propesa’ that £16 be
taken from Lodge funds and put into a Provincial Lodge Fund 1ar «he purchase ¢€ Provincial
Grand Lodge regalia. And although a second Provincial mecting was b2'd 1 1824, the same
disagreement continued and in 1825, no doubt discourag.d by the deadlcsk, Dr. Dods resigned as
Dep. Prov. G.M. and the attempt at founding a wer.»2uent Provircial Grand Lodge collapsed.
There is a mysterious postscript to this story £0oin the beginuin; of 1828. At the time when
Harmonic Lodge was attempting to recever te/warrani (ey +ere advised to seek confirmation of
its existence "from Worcester Proviace . On enquity it was reported that "the P.G.M. fot the
County is dead, the Deputy is in Worcester giol “or debt, and their secretaries are not known".
Which deputy, we may asx;<id this refer wv? William Thomson? Adam Dods? Or some third
and hitherto unknown Sgure?

While dealiig with the peric ! of the Provincial Grand Mastership of John Dent I would like
to turn my aenaeca briefiv iy tne Royal Arch, since in December 1812 he was also designated
Grand Superintende=t ol Royal Arch Masonry in Worcestershire. As with the Craft so in Royal
A-ch he was the [irsi Grand Treasurer fom 1817 - the Union in the Royal Arch took four years
le nger to achiev¢ - to 1823, but it appears that he made no attempt to introduce or foster the
Supreme Degree in any part of the Province. But it did already exist independently and probably
in spasmodic fashion, and although we are on very uncertain ground in recording the earliest days
of the Royal Arch in Worcestershire there is definite evidence of its existence at the beginning of
the nineteenth century. This is not the place, nor is there the time, to outline the origins and

development of this Supreme Degree; but I feel certain in my own mind that it would have been



introduced into the Province certainly by the Athol lodges and possibly also by some of the
Moderns' lodges, that is to say in the last forty years of the eighteenth century and some
considerable time before any concrete evidence. Such evidence as we possess indicates that a W.
Bro. John Allen, who was W.M. of the Worcester Lodge in 1807, 1808 and 1812 (that is to sz,
three of the five years when W. Bro. Thomson was not!), worked the Royal Arch ceremon/ 1 the
Lodge as part of the Third Degree and was responsible for exalting many masons. The'e tists in
the Museum at Worcester early Royal Arch regalia which is known to be assoc.uted with W. E-o.
Allen, and since he died in 1813 he must have bought it at the time he was exalting brethren ¢l u e
Lodge.

So far I have chronicled almost the first hundred years «f \he masonic history of the
Province down to the death of John Dent in 1826, and it has to he admitte< thavit has not been a
particularly rosy picture: lodges being born and then witi.ering or dying von.pletely, with only the
Worcester Lodge exhibiting any degree of continvity <t s time; (two inappropriate, absentee and
historically isolated Prov. G.M.s and no Prov.={il structure whi.tsoever whereas, for example,
that in Cheshire - the oldest Masonic Fro.irce - haa «'recy been in existence for just over a
century. And I regret to say that ‘he position was.not to improve for another twenty years;
indeed, we enter a period whon =vin the Worce .ter Lodge was almost brought to extinction,
though for a quite different >=oson.

Grand Lodge «’d not bother to i.2¥orm anyone in the Province of the demise of their Prov.
G.M. at the end'of 1826, and goous *ss knows when they might have found out had it not been for
the Secresary oi thie Wereziter Lodge who happened to spot the obituary in the newspaper.
Accerdiagly he wreie tothe Grand Secretary asking for a replacement for both Prov. G.M. and
L :p. ’rov. G.M. "The reply was not encouraging. It ignored the latter appointment entirely and
ir.dicated that irvs0 far as the former was concerned the appointment was the sole prerogative of the
Most Worshipful the Grand Master, and that he would only appoint someone personally known to
himself or a nobleman or other brother of distinction. Not only was there nothing new in this - it
had been the position since it had been clearly stated in the 1756 edition of the Book of
Constitutions - but it was also true. H.R.H. the Duke of Sussex ruled English Freemasonry in a

most autocratic manner from his appointment at the Union of 1813 to his death thirty years later,



choosing - sometimes unwisely, it is said - all the major office holders. The Worcester Lodge
took the hint from the Grand Secretary and found a baronet and a nobleman. The baronet, Sir
Edward Dening, was elected a joining member, attended a few times and then dropped out. The
nobleman, Viscount Deerhurst, future Earl of Coventry, withdrew on the night of his initiation 2:d
was never heard of again - in masonic circles, that is. Having failed at the local eid, the
Worcester Lodge continued to petition at the Grand Lodge end, but always received the szinc reply;
it was entirely a matter for H.R.H. and no business of theirs. So frustrated dic (hey bzcome i-at
in 1831 they took the drastic step of witholding their dues to Grand Lodge in pxtest.

For seven years Grand Lodge was silent over this act of outrigl t defiance ¢itner krough
extreme tolerance or excessive laxity. Then, after further abortive correspondence, some of it with
the famous Dr. Crucefix, in July 1838 they struck. Their-altunatum in »fecv.was this: either
come to heel or be erased. The Worcester Lodge was giv>n uatil the nex: moeting of the Board of
General Purposes to decide; and even this was a‘~onc*s=ion, sinc( the original intention had been
to erase them on the spot. Only the personal .=/ vention of ' m mber of the Board, one Henry
Udall who was a barrister friend of the cui=rni W.M. v tha“Worcester Lodge, solicitor Charles
Bedford, prevented it and gained a iittle ume.. He u'so helped to soften the blow by writing a
friendly letter, warning the W.. 4. th<t the Lod e v as entirely in the wrong and strongly advising
them to make speedy amend.. After lengthy debate the Worcester Lodge complied and so the
danger of extinction \as narrowly averied.  Henry Udall used his good offices further, and
obtained a rulirz tiam the Boura o' General Purposes that the Grand Registrar had the power to
appoint a Dep. rrev. G\ Zor tne Province, the implication therefore being that Worcestershire
should tomporarily 2bandon the idea of a Prov. G.M. and suggest someone to fill the lesser post
w0 ¢hulu then oizarnise a Provincial Grand Lodge. But, perhaps not surprisingly after the shock
o their narrow wscape from enforced extinction, the Worcester Lodge seem to have had enough
and no further initiative came from them.

By now, however, there was growing masonic interest in the Province and many
wondered why Worcestershire lacked a Provincial organisation. In 1843 it was the turn of the
now revived Harmonic Lodge of Dudley to take the initiative. They sent a deputation to the

Worcester Lodge to enlist their support in approaching Grand Lodge on the subject. The



Worcester Lodge reluctantly agreed to write again, but they told the members of Harmonic Lodge
that they knew exactly what the reply would be - that the appointment was vested solely in the
hands of H.R.H. the Duke of Sussex. They did write and they were right!

But it was from the north of the Province that success ultimately came and from the theu
newest lodge, Royal Standard of Kidderminster (now of Dudley). They had had considercblc
difficulty and delay in obtaining a warrant in 1844, because Grand Lodge pointed ou.-tis! there
were already two lodges in the town - Faithful No.442 and Hope and Charity N..527 “foundet’ «n
1824) - and although the former had ceased to function, its warrant had no. been surrencoiel.
The sponsors of Royal Standard ultimately traced the warrant to the L2¢ vington hein¢ ot ™. Bro.
Torre, the Dep. Prov. G.M. of Warwickshire, to whom for some reesoa it had been uatrusted for
despatch to London and who, for some equally unexplaines< reason, had f2'led 'o do so. Royal
Standard members became convinced that had they had a ®rovincial Grand Lodge of their own the
annoying delay would not have occurred. So'ii 145 one of (bc Past Masters, W. Bro. Dr.
William Roden, decided - as his fellow medicai bractition=r Dr. Dods had done a quarter of a
century before - that the best way to succeed.xas to orenisa-one and then apply to Grand Lodge
for endorsement. Accordingly he .rote to the other four Worcestershire lodges - Worcester,
Harmonic, Hope and Charity, cnd Scmper Ficelis {which had only just been founded) - inviting
them to meet at Kiddermuinoter in Febroary,1847. This meeting was well attended and strongly
supported his initiative, _Further meeti~gs produced an agreed sharing of offices and Dr. Roden
negotiated with“he Grand Registiaz, W. Bro. Alexander Dobie, for formal recognition. The latter
complied and oii_'7 Augusc 1847, together with the Grand Secretary and the Grand Tyler, he
formally opened.theSirsy official Provincial Grand Lodge at the Guildhall, Worcester, suitablly
a, noi ting Dr. Rcden as the Dep. Prov. G.M.

Dr. Roavn never became Prov. G.M. He presided over Provincial Grand Lodge in his
capacity as Dep. Prov. G.M. in 1848 at Dudley and in 1849 at Kidderminster, but resigned later
that year following differnces of opinion with members of his own lodge and with the Worcester
Lodge. No successor was immediately appointed and no Provincial Grand Lodge was held in
1850, so that all his hard work, not to mention the very existence of Worcestershire's infant

Provincial Grand Lodge, looked like foundering. But rescue was at hand from, you may be



forgiven for thinking, the most unlikely quarter of all - Grand Lodge! In 1851 the second Marquis
of Zetland, who had succeeded the Duke of Sussex on the latter's death in 1843, appointed a new
Prov. G.M. for Worcestershire - Henry Charles Vernon,a member of a distinguished Staffordshire
family and Dep. Prov. G.M. for that Province besides being a P.S.G.W. He had recently gone
live in Malvern and had in May 1850 become a joining member of the Worcester Lodge. (/Gi2nd
Lodge had at last found the right man. The third Prov. G.M., but the first both to 'ive in the
Province and to take an active interest in its affairs and therefore the first , s’ito‘zr2ak, of Vie
modern line, he was installed on 17 June 1851 in the City and County Librazy at Worcesiai ty
R.W. Bro. Tucker, Prov. G.M. of Dorset, ironically one of only twn Prov. G.Ms: £ver to have
been deposed. A new era had begun, and I think it would be fair ccanent that what the Province
of Worcestershire may thus lack in antiquity it certainly now zaakas up for ip<uaity.

And the middle decades of the last century mark other ways in which the growth of and
interest in Freemasonry in this Province can be s¢zn. For instance. «1ve more lodges were added
to the existing five: Clive, founded in Broixsgiove in 1842 rioved to Dudley in 1856 and
renamed Vernon before moving again, 2iis timie to Stourpes? in 1865; Stability of Stourbridge,
also founded in 1849; Perseverance, founded in Dudivy in 1850, and now No.573 of Halesowen,
having moved there in 1861; t.Michael of "“eniury Wells of 1866; and Royds of Malvern of
1867. Then there was the Taundation of the first two Royal Arch Chapters within a week of each
other in December 154, Dudley Chaptorattached to Harmonic Lodge and St. Wulstan's Chapter
attached to the "Vorsesrter Lodge.~ And three other Orders all saw their official foundation at this
time - I sey of1ic12.' sinc¢ in rach case there is a suspicion of their practice within the eighteenth
centiry ‘odges befeza.tie Union. [ refer to the Knights Templar in the form of the Richard de
Vernen Freceptoiy 0. 1857, closely followed in 1861 by that of St. Amand; to the St. Dunstan
Caapter of Rosc Croix of 1860; and to the Lechmere Lodge of Mark Master Masons of 1863.

W.M., although there is still a great deal more that could be said, I am aware that I have
already taxed the patience of your brethren sufficiently. I have dealt with the first half of the
history of Freemasonry in the Province and have, I hope, whetted the appetite of your members for
the extended working that we all very much look forward to W. Bro. Talbot producing. May I

end by saying how very much I always enjoy visiting your Lodge, either in an official or in a



purely informal capacity; by congratulating you on the strength of your Lodge today and on almost
attaining ydur bicentenary; and finally by imploring some member of the Lodge to invite me on
that eagerly awaited occasion!
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