
Two Masonic Arks
by Peter Hamilton Currie

CONSIDERING THE prominent part King Solomon’s Temple has played in the ritual and symbolism of 
Freemasonry, it is surprising that the very object which the Temple was built to house, namely, the Ark of 
the Covenant or Testament and its contents, is to be found in neither our present day workings nor symbolic 
attributions. Nor does it appear in Craft lodges or chapters under the English Constitution as an item of 
furniture, and the last vestiges of its original central place in the masonic schema are to be found only in
the achievement of arms of the United Grand Lodge of England.
     Yet it was not always so. The Ark once enjoyed an honoured place in Freemasonry, not only in the 
nineteenth century as some commentators have observed, but as now can be shown, the eighteenth also; and 
that it no longer does so, is almost certainly a result of the disappearance of the lectures from our rituals and 
the de-christianising of the Craft, at and after the Union of the two Grand Lodges in 1813, and the particular 
part played by H.R.H. the Duke of Sussex in the propagation of his ‘Grand Design’ for Freemasonry.
     William Preston in his eighteenth century Illustrations mentions on more than one occasion ‘the lodge 
covered in white satin’ which, it is thought, Dr. George Oliver represented as an Ark when he came to edit 
the Illustrations in the century following. Sadly, Dr. Oliver’s own ‘Grand Design’ and Christian stance with 
respect to Freemasonry were at variance with those of H.R.H., thereby rendering his dismissal from office 
as Deputy Provincial Grand Master for the Province of Lincolnshire inevitable. His staunch adherence to 
his principles as a divine probably played no small part in the Ark’s disappearance, utterly contrary to his 
original intent. Nevertheless, just as it has been impossible to eradicate completely all traces of Christian 
reference in the ritual, so with the Ark, and it is the purpose of this paper to try to show the proper place it 
once held, both in ritual and in lodge, in the eighteenth as well as the nineteenth centuries; and to show why 
in 1813, the Articles of Union were placed in the ‘Ark of the Masonic Covenant’; and further, why, when 
that Ark was destroyed in the fire of 1883, it could not be replaced.

The Ark of the Masonic Covenant

When first summoned to Kensington Palace on 14 August 1813 for an audience with H.R.H. the Duke 
of Sussex, Mr. John Soane, R.A. had yet to be initiated into Freemasonry although he was no stranger to 
Sandby’s Hall, then the headquarters of the Premier Grand Lodge. He had surveyed numbers 62 and 63 
Great Queen Street in October 1812, preparatory to their sale and in March 1813, was asked by the Grand
Secretary to make a valuation of those premises preparatory to a bid. It can be safely assumed that the 
several meetings in the spring of 1813 between Soane, Sir William Rawlins PSGW and William Henry 
White, one of the joint Grand Secretaries, were principally concerned with the problem of space that the 
impending Union was bound to exacerbate.1 Given the part that Soane was about to play in preparing for 
the Union, it was almost inevitable that he be made a mason. He was proposed at the Grand Master’s Lodge 
No. 1 of the Antients on 15 November 1813 and was initiated, passed and raised at an emergency meeting 
at the Crown and Anchor Tavern in the Strand on 25 November. He was present at the meeting of the Grand 
Master’s Lodge on 1 December 1813 where the Duke of Sussex and several of his own Grand Officers had
been obligated in order to allow them to attend the Grand Lodge of the Antients and witness first, the 
Installation of the Duke of Kent as Grand Master of the Antients and then the subsequent ratification of the 
Preliminary Articles of Union.2



     Less than three weeks after he had been made a mason, Soane was again summoned to an audience 
with the Duke of Sussex and offered the post of ‘Grand Superintendent of the Works’ despite there being 
no provision for such an office under Article VII of the Act of Union. Soane promptly accepted and was 
accompanied to his offices in Lincoln’s Inn Fields, by the Duke, to inspect drawings for a Masonic Ark of the 
Covenant, which was to be the repository of the Act of Union. This Ark bore no resemblance whatsoever to 
its biblical counterpart other than that it was capable of containing a written covenant. It was triangular in 
plan, made of mahogany and its corners were the three pillars of classical architecture symbolising wisdom, 
strength and beauty, the whole supporting a domed top with a triangular base The working drawings were 
then submitted to the joiner and cabinet maker Richard Martyr, whose task it was to turn them into the 
symbolic edifice of the Union.

The Union of the Two Grand Lodges (1813)

The ‘Grand Assembly of Freemasons for the Union of the Two grand Lodges of England’ was held on St. 
John’s day, 27 December 1813. Each Grand Lodge opened in adjoining rooms. Seating in the Hall for the 
final act was so arranged that brethren of the two constitutions who had been re-obligated in the Lodge 
of Reconciliation were completely intermingled. Two processions then entered the Hall headed by the 
respective Grand Masters who took each a place on either side of the throne.3

It had been agreed at a meeting between the two Grand Masters and the six commissioners for the Union 
at Kensington Palace on 9 December 1813, that the ‘Order of Proceedings of the Grand Assembly...’ would 
require their Royal Highnesses to:

‘... advance to the Ark of the Masonic Covenant to be prepared for the edifice of the Union, and in all time to 
come to be placed before the Throne … will apply the square to that part of the said Ark which is square, the 
plumb to the several edges of the same and the level above it in three positions and, lastly, will give it three 
knocks with the mallet saying: “May the Great Architect of the Universe enable us to hold the Grand Edifice 
of the Union, of which this Ark of the Covenant is the symbol which shall contain within it the instrument 
of our Brotherly love, and bear upon it the Holy Bible, square and compasses as the light of our faith and the 
rule of our works” … will then place the said Act of Union in the interior of the said Ark, … will according to 
ancient rite, pour forth corn, wine and oil on the said Ark saying: “on this Ark of the Masonic Covenant, may 
the bountiful hand of Heaven ever supply this United Kingdom with abundance of corn, wine and oil, with 
all the necessaries and comforts of life, and may He dispose out hearts to be grateful for all His gifts”, and the 
Assembly will say “Amen”. ’4

This having been done, The Duke of Sussex was then duly elected and enthroned as Grand Master of 
the United Fraternity, prayers were offered, congratulatory letters from the Grand Lodges of Ireland and 
Scotland were read, Grand Officers were nominated and it was then solemnly proclaimed that the two 
Grand Lodges were incorporated and consolidated into one … Thus ended some sixty years of division in 
the craft.5 In this manner, as Bro Haunch observed in his inaugural address to the Quatuor Coronati Lodge 
in 1970 ‘... the symbolic foundation stone of the United Grand Lodge, was tried, proved and dedicated 
with all the rites appropriate to the laying of a cornerstone of an actual building ...’6 The Ark, for reasons 
obvious from its description above, was shown as an equilateral triangle on the seating plan appended to 
the Order of Proceedings showing the arrangement of the brethren ranged under their respective banners in 
the Hall. Much of the interior of this, the original Freemasons’ Hall, built in 1766 by Thomas Sandby, was 
unfortunately destroyed by fire on the night of May 3rd 1883 reducing the Ark of the Masonic Covenant 
to ashes. Despite the sentiment that it should be placed before the throne for all time to come and the fact 
that the original drawings are still extant, it has yet to be replaced! We will see later why this should be so.
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The Ark of the Masonic Covenant, Illustrated London News , 8 May 1875.

Sir John Monckton, in his capacity as President of the Board of General Purposes, reported to the Quarterly 
Communication of Grand Lodge in June 1883 that:

‘...valuable pictures of Past Grand Masters... a great part of the furniture and fittings; [and] the statue of His 
late Royal Highness, the Duke of Sussex, [were] greatly damaged by fire and smoke’. 

The premises were, as a matter of course, fully insured but the Craft have to deplore the loss of many articles 
which cannot be replaced, among them, the ‘Ark of the Covenant’ wherein were deposited the Articles of 
Union between the two Grand Lodges of England on the occasion of their being united on 27 December 
1813, the documents themselves being, however, fortunately preserved in another part of the building.
     Curiously, a footnote in Jeremiah Howe’s Freemason’s Manual tells us that this Ark ‘...was denominated 
the Lodge’:

‘At the Union Grand Lodge, held in 1813, we are told there was a piece of furniture constructed under 
the direction of Brother John Soane, Treasurer Superintendent of Works, to represent the Ark of the 
Covenant, and this was denominated The Lodge.’7
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Haunch believes that the wording of this footnote seems to suggest that at the time of writing (1862), this 
Ark was no longer in existence although it has been generally accepted that it was destroyed in the fire of 
1883 which affected much of the interior of the Grand Temple. Why this should have been so reported is 
not clear as it does not at all accord with the report submitted to Grand Lodge by Sir John.8 In any event, 
the frontispiece to the Illustrated London News of Saturday 8 May 1875, which shows the serried ranks of 
Grand Lodge in Freemason’s Hall, assembled for the enthronement of H.R.H. Edward, Prince of Wales as 
Grand Master of the Craft, quite clearly shows the Ark of the Masonic Covenant placed before the throne, 
as originally intended and some thirteen years after Jeremiah Howe’s footnote of 1862. All the foregoing 
seems to pose more questions than it provides answers. Whose idea was it to use an Ark as the repository 
of the Act of Union? Who decided its final shape and size? Was Soane given a free hand or did the Duke of 
Sussex control the process? Why did Bro Haunch say that it was possible that the idea of the ‘Lodge’ as an 
‘Ark’ or cista mystica arose from the ceremony which marked the Union, when Arks had been known as 
Lodge furniture, even if not in a symbolic capacity, since early in the eighteenth century?

The Lodge as an Ark

Let us look first at what Bro Haunch considered to be the possible explanation of the Lodge as an Ark. He 
averred that ‘the Lodge covered with white satin’ was the central feature of Preston’s consecratory rite and 
pointed out that many writers had already attempted to elucidate the mystery of this expression, including 
H. Hiram Hallett who held that ‘the Lodge’ in this context was synonymous with ‘the Ark’. Indeed Hallett
pointed out that it was:

‘... in former times an indispensible article of Lodge furniture, and which, if thought desirable , could be 
carried about on special occasions. Although often thus mentioned by old Masonic writers, they thought it 
unnecessary to explain such a familiar object ...’ [my italics].9

The earliest reference is found in Preston’s first edition of Illustrations of Masonry (1772) and a more 
amplified account of the same in his eighth edition (1792):

‘...One Brother, carrying a gold Pitcher, containing corn; Two Brethren, with silver Pitchers, carrying wine 
and oil; four Tylers, carrying the Lodge, covered with white satin; Bible, Square, and Compass, on a velvet 
cushion, carried by the Master of the Lodge; Constitutions carried by the Master of the oldest Lodge; Two large 
Lights – One large Light.’10

In the ensuing proceedings the Lodge is described as being covered or uncovered at various points in the 
ceremony. An illustration of the new Masonic Hall in York street, Bath which was dedicated by the Duke 
of Sussex on 23 September 1819 shows in its plan for the Assembly in the Great Hall, an oblong square 
with the words ‘The Lodge covered with White Satin’, in a central position. Hallet suggests that if drawn to 
scale this ‘Lodge’ would be considerably larger that our present Tracing Boards.11 Bro E.H. Dring, writing
in 1916 thought that the ‘Lodge’ was a board on which had been drawn the ‘Form of the Lodge’ and which 
was placed in the centre of the Temple of Grand Lodge. He felt that the term Trestle Board was merely a 
metaphor for the ‘Lodge’ as it was itself placed on trestles, and that the word ‘Lodge’ had been in continuous 
use by writers until the middle of the nineteenth century in describing consecration ceremonies:

‘...In some English provinces the old form ‘let the Lodge be uncovered’ and ‘I now
anoint the Lodge’ is still in use at this ceremony.’12
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It would seem that little has changed since this old form was used since at a consecration in 1921,13

item 22 ‘...The Consecrating Officer directs the Lodge Board to be uncovered.’...
item 27 ‘...The Chaplain reads Nehemiah, Chap. x., verse 39.’... 14

item 31 ‘...The Chaplain reads Exodus, Chap. xxx., verses 25 and 26.’15

and as recently as 1994, unsurprisingly, the identical readings and utterances took place at a consecration in 
the Province of West Kent,16 so we are still today bringing corn wine and oil as offerings to the vessels in 
the sanctuary and anointing the ark of the testimony!
In the discussion following Bro Dring’s 1916 paper, Bro W.B. Hextall remarked that in the early days of 
Freemasonry one necessary adjunct of a properly equipped Lodge was an Ark. He then cited Bro the Revd 
A.F.A. Woodford who wrote that an Ark was:

‘... often used in Lodges as a symbolical emblem. More attention used to be paid to it. One of the best instructed 
Masons we ever knew always contended that every Lodge should have its symbolic Ark’.17 

Hextall then contended that much that was obvious in the way of ‘covered with white satin’; ‘covered and 
uncovered’; and ‘incense scattered’ over it, as applied to an Ark, seemed unaccounted for in the case of a 
trestle board, and inapplicable to it.18 He then mentioned that: ‘... The Mosaic Ark contained the two tables 
of stone, the pot of manna, and Aaron’s rod; all enumerated in an old MS Third Lecture as ‘ornaments of a 
MM’s Lodge.’ and concluded by referring to Bro Dr. William Wynn Westcott’s paper ‘The Symbolism of 
the Tabernacle’ in which it was claimed that some Masonic Lodges had borrowed from the symbolism of 
the Tabernacle, a representation of the sacred Ark within the Tabernacle of Moses, and further that Sickles’ 
Freemason’s Guide of 1867 referring to the ceremony of Consecration in the United States calls the ‘Lodge’ 
an oblong box covered with white linen ... an old emblem in our English rites ... not now in general use ... 
used to hold the Warrant and Book of Constitutions’.19

     As to the ‘old MS Third Lecture’ referred to above, although it appears neither in Claret’s version of the 
third degree lecture, nor in any other nineteenth century printed ritual, it must be reasonable to assume that 
the MS referred to is pre-Union. Indeed the version of the Lecture given in the Third Degree in the Royal 
Cumberland Lodge No. 41, in Bath is thought to have emanated from the pen of Thomas Dunckerly himself 
andthereby to be a part of a prototype Bristol working.20 Eighteenth century references to the Ark certainly 
appear in the works of William Finch and notwithstanding the warnings issued to the craft against his 
compilations, they being considered as purely profit making exercises, there is no doubt that such references 
do find their rightful place in the third section of his third degree lecture. He also gave lengthy descriptions 
of the Ark in the fifth and sixth sections in his Masonic Lectures (1803–1810), and it is of further
interest to note that in a footnote to the section in his Elucidation on the Masonic Plates, concerning the 
fate of the Ark and its eventual concealment, he makes the distinction between biblical and Masonic arks:

‘... I beg leave to suggest the following observations: The Ark of the Covenant could not have been put into 
K S——-s A.....V...., which we say was that P.......that was .....at that well known time, and place, for the 
following reasons. In the first place the Ark of the Covenant had the two golden cherubims affixed to it. Our 
R A P has not, nor is there anything said concerning it. Secondly, the figure of the Ark was different from that 
of our P. Thirdly none were permitted to enter the Holy of Holies (after the Dedication of the Temple) but the 
High Priest, and he but once a year, &c.; more especially to depict any thing on the said Ark, for none were 
permitted to touch it but the Priests; consequently nothing that is on our P——could have appeared on that; 
and fourthly, it was against the express command of God that any instrument of War should approach so sacred 
a thing as the Ark of the Covenant.’21

Two Masonic Arks



The Ark of the Covenant in Mark Masons’ Hall, London.

R.J. Meekren writing in AQC LXI, tells us that the Ark of the Covenant did have its place in English Craft 
Masonry. It was referred to in the Dumfries No. 4 MS and received a similar treatment in Finch’s third 
lecture at the latter end of the eighteenth century (vide supra), but as to its acceptance as being ‘the Lodge’, 
he adopted an entirely opposite view:

‘… the evidence does not warrant any decided opinion as to the age of the ‘Ark’ hypothesis of the Lodge 
in the Consecration ceremony, or anywhere else, prior to the time when it first appears in definite assertions 
by individuals after the period of the Union in the early nineteenth century. But no matter how far back new 
evidence may conceivably carry, it will still be, at the very most, no more than an alternative tradition of 
limited distribution. For this is the inevitable inference from the fact that its traces are so few, and (so far) non 
existent in the eighteenth century, while there is such a wealth of evidence for the continuous tradition, found 
everywhere, that the oblong square is the Lodge’.22

It will be remembered that Meekren was writing in 1948 and was wise to include the caveat about traces 
being few, and non existent in the eighteenth century. While it is certainly true that they cannot compete 
in number with references to ‘the Lodge’, new evidence has come to light which connects the biblical 
Ark directly to eighteenth century practice, admittedly in the form of an annotated exposure, and also in a 
nineteenth century version of Bristol working. There is also now much direct evidence of the Ark as a piece 
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of Lodge furniture in use in the eighteenth century. These items will be examined in due course, but it is 
important not to disregard Meekren and latterly Haunch, for the concept that the ‘oblong square’, the ‘form 
of the lodge’, was the primitive essential ‘lodge’ which became transmuted into the tracing board.
     In many Stability lodges where the tracing boards lie in the centre of the floor, the candidate is required 
to stand with one foot down the ‘lodge’ and the other across the ‘lodge’, the explanation being given that 
the tracing board is the ‘lodge’, and the candidate is therefore stood with his feet cornering the lodge, not 
the rough and smooth ashlars as suggested by Harry Carr.23 It is also worth mentioning in passing that Carr
also believed that the Ark as a symbolic representation on a tracing board, was abandoned at the Union in 
1813, notwithstanding Oliver’s reference to it in the third degree tracing board, as late as 1856,24 but owed 
its survival in the American ‘monitorial’ workings to Thomas Smith Webb whose Freemason’s Monitor: 
or Illustrations of Masonry (1797) included as its main section, a substantial reproduction of Preston’s 
Illustrations.25 In the 1812 edition, the item concerning ‘the Lodge’ in the ceremonial procession to a 
consecration has a footnote consisting of the single word ‘flooring’. Cross, in The True Masonic Chart 
incorporated this in the text as ‘the flooring or lodge’ with a footnote ‘carpet’.26 Haunch concludes from this 
that in early nineteenth century American practice ‘the lodge’ was the drawing of ‘the form of the lodge’ 
either as a floor cloth (flooring) or as a tracing (Trestle) board and observes that there was no reason to
doubt that the case was otherwise in England. He then suggests that the idea of the ‘lodge’ as an ‘Ark’ arose 
from the ceremony at the Union recorded above.

Oliver’s Ark

It is almost certain that the prolific Masonic writings of Dr. George Oliver D.D. played a large part in 
reinforcing the conception of the ‘lodge’ as an ‘Ark in the nineteenth century. His rearrangement of public 
processions to restore order where before had been chaos, was adopted by provinces other than Lincoln where 
he had been Deputy Provincial Grand Master. His account of the ceremony of the laying of a foundation 
stone for a Masonic Hall for the Humber Lodge, Kingston upon Hull, was included in the fourteenth edition 
of Preston’s Illustrations, the first edited by him, and included in the updated History of Freemasonry. 
This contained the interesting description of ‘The Ark of the Covenant’ covered by a veil and borne in the 
procession by four Master Masons. Haunch points out that in the earlier parts of the book it is worth while 
noting that the text remains as Preston’s original and the essential item in the ‘ancient ceremonies of the
Order’ is still ‘the lodge’.
     In The Book of the Lodge Oliver again equates ‘the Lodge’ with an ‘Ark’. His forms of ceremony for 
consecration contain some interesting observations:

‘... The Ark of the Covenant or Lodge is now furnished by stewards with the V.S.L.; and also with salt, clay, a 
pair of compasses, and other Masonic emblems. And they deliver the veil to the Provincial Grand Master who 
sprinkles it with essences.’27

In describing continental practice he observed that:

‘... In the centre of the procession is carried the Ark of the Alliance ( a literal trans. from the French), or Lodge, 
covered with a veil of blue, purple, and crimson silk, in alternate stripes, by four of the most aged masons 
present without regard to their rank in Masonry.’28

His description of the planning, furniture and equipment of an ideal lodge room in Chapter V of The Book 
of the Lodge contains the following:

‘... there should be an Ark or Lodge in the centre, covered with a veil of the three Masonic colours, on which 
might be conveniently disposed, the rough and perfect ashlar, the globes, or any other conspicuous portions of 
the regalia, to attract the attention of a Candidate, and contribute to the general effect’.29
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and following this in Chapter VII which is the section devoted to the Consecration ceremony, he has the 
consecrating Provincial Grand Chaplain reading 1 Kings VIII: 1–6.30 It will be noted that this is the one 
portion of Holy Writ that is not read at a consecration in this century. In the procession proper, the tracing 
boards are entirely separate from the ark of the covenant.31 In the section concerning the tracing board of 
the third degree in The Book of the Lodge, we are informed that:

‘... the veil of separation between Jew and Gentile is wholly withdrawn, and the mysterious contents of the 
Most Holy Place displayed to public view, These were the Ark of the Covenant with the Propitiatory or Mercy 
Seat, overshadowed by the divine Shekinah, which some think was nothing more than the Sacred Name or 
Word.’32

The ark of the covenant was to be placed on a pedestal in front of the reading desk where it was to remain 
during the whole service,33 so that in Oliver’s conception of the proceeding, there could have been no 
confusion between the tracing boards as ‘the Lodge’ and the ark of the covenant which he did conceive 
of as ‘the Lodge’ (vide q.2 & q.3, supra). This, of course, might tend to support Meekren and Haunch’s 
assertion that Oliver drew his inspiration from the Ark of the Masonic Covenant when it was pressed into 
service as the repository for the Articles of Union. The Revd Doctor, however, as both Preston’s editor and, 
essentially, a nineteenth century divine, with all the implications of a pre-Darwinian outlook on Christianity, 
while famed as a compiler, was no innovator. As he himself wrote:

‘...The entire system of masonry is contained in the Holy Scriptures. The Old Testament presents us with its 
history and legend, its types and its symbols, and the New Testament with its morality and the explanation of 
those allegorical references which were a sealed Book until the appearance of the Messiah upon earth and the 
revelation of his gospel.’34

Dr. George Oliver’s memorial window at South Hykeham Church.
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In the dissemination of such beliefs, he was bound to come into conflict with the Duke of Sussex and his 
intentions of ‘universalising’ the craft in the nineteenth century. Indeed, Sir James Stubbs, commenting on 
a paper read to the Quatuor Coronati Lodge No. 2076, by W. Bro R.S.E Sandbach, asked if it were not 
possible that the Duke regarded Oliver ‘... as a dangerous, even perhaps the most dangerous, obstacle to 
his own grand design ...’35 If it were possible, then we have a much more likely explanation for the ‘brutal 
dismissal’, to use Stubbs’ own words, of the unfortunate Doctor than that of his collusion with Dr. Crucefix, 
whose power base, the Freemasons’ Quarterly Review had so much irritated His Royal Highness. There 
could be no place in the Provincial hierarchy of Lincolnshire, or indeed anywhere else under the English 
Constitution for a man who held that ‘... No one can become a Mason without ... an appreciation of the 
types of the Old Testament to the manifestations declared in the Gospel; or in other words, without an 
acknowledgement of the truth of Christianity,36 not, that is, if Sussex were to succeed
in de-christianising the craft.
     Little wonder then, that the memorial window to Oliver in South Hykeham Church in Lincolnshire, 
contains the veil of the Temple rent in twain, revealing the debir, or Holy of Holies, containing the Ark of 
the Covenant complete with Cherubim on the Mercy Seat and overshadowed by the Cherubim that stood in 
that most sacred place. The Mishpat and Tsedeq pillars stand either side of the entrance to the debir and the 
Table of the Shewbread, the menorah and the rest of the accepted furniture of the first Temple are
plainly to be seen.
     One further example of the nineteenth century concept of ‘the lodge’ as an ‘Ark’ is given by Haunch. 
It is in a rubric appended to an MS ritual of the Consecration ceremony in the Grand Lodge Library and 
was written in 1865 by Bro. John Burton, Deputy Provincial Grand Master of Staffordshire. It relates to the 
‘Lodge Board’ which is described thus:

‘Lodge Board - this conveniently formed of a slight deal Box 2ft. 7 ins. high and 22 inches sqr closed at one 
end and covered over with glazed white calico tacked on tight and smooth, it should have on two opposite sides 
two rim hooks bent at right angles thus under which two short slight staves should fit for the purpose of its 
being conveniently borne into the Lodge room by two PMs. Upon the Board are to be laid all the Collars and 
Jewels and the Tracing Boards. The whole being veiled with a fair white linen cloth, or piece of white satin. 
Strictly speaking the tracing board is the Lodge Board, but for the convenience of consecrating with Corn, 
Wine and Oil, the above arrangement is requisite altho’ not absolutely necessary.’37

It has already been suggested that at the time of Preston, an ark was a commonplace feature of lodge 
furniture (vide Hallett supra), and therefore no more worthy of mention than say a chair or a pedestal. A 
pedestal may be worthy of mention if its positioning in a lodge is significantly different from lodge to lodge 
or constitution to constitution, but as a simple pedestal, unless it is curiously carved for symbolic purposes 
it has no allegorical function as such. The word ark could be synonymous with ‘cupboard’ at this time and 
arks in lodges may simply have been useful carrying devices for the transport of the floor cloths or latterly 
the Tracing Boards, but of no intrinsic Masonic significance. Oliver as a priest and a Freemason, however, 
could not fail to appreciate the correlation between a masonic ark and the Mosaic ‘Ark’ which he would 
have identified as the ‘type of Christ’. What for Preston may simply have been a means of transport, was 
for Oliver, synonymous with the archetype of his Saviour.
This line however follows that of Meekren inasmuch as it would suggest that nothing resembling the 
Mosaic Ark appeared in Freemasonry until Oliver, claiming its provenance from Preston’s ‘Lodge covered 
with white satin’, and for his own religious views, assigned it to Preston’s consecration ceremony. We now 
know that this cannot be so for since both Meekren and Hallett were writing, two separate discoveries have 
been made; one from the eighteenth and one from the nineteenth century. They are almost a century apart 
but indissolubly linked in their content. The first is the Zimmerman annotation of J & B of 1777 and linked 
to it one hundred and one years later is the Scoones-Currie ritual of 1878.
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The Ark in Ritual and MS.

Emmanuel Zimmerman was a prominent Swiss mason who spent the years 1775 to 1803 in Ireland during 
which time he was a member of at least one Irish lodge. He made comments in the margins of his personal copy 
of J & B of the ceremonies that he saw in the lodge. His copy of J & B was a Dublin edition printed in 1777 
and with the exception of minor details is similar to the earliest J & B available in the Grand Lodge library. (3rd 
edn. 1763). In the Dublin edition the words of the degrees are always reversed since the Irish did not accept the 
changes made in 1730 as a consequence of the printing of Prichard’s exposure Masonry Dissected.
     Brig. A.C.F. Jackson points out that:

‘...Zimmerman’s comments are comparatively so minor in character that they are
positive proof that generally the 1760/62 exposures do record the Masonic
procedure of that period’ 38

He then points out that both TDK and J & B were used as aides mémoires for those freemasons who had 
nothing better and that by Zimmerman’s time, this had been going on for fifteen years. The portion of J & B 
that particularly concerns us is to be found in Zimmerman’s marginal note on the Master Mason’s degree. It 
is found opposite page 34 in his copy and concerns the Hiramic legend. The relevant comment is as follows:

Left-hand margin.

The workin tools of Master Masons are the two indent
dazelits or ye Eyes, ye Squar pavement or ye perchement
to droug the plan ye broche diagonal and line. Ther jouëls
are ye Mosaique pavement or ye table of ye ten commendements
the Eye dazelit or ye Son, and ye bleasin star, or ye Glori.
Other say - two Basilikes or ye tables of ye law and ye Gospel
of St. John because when we look into ye Gospel it kil our
seens as ye Basilike does Men.39

These notes of Zimmerman’s, on their own, have no great significance to us in the twentieth century since 
there are many items which, while considered of importance in the eighteenth century, have long since 
passed into desuetude. Many catechetical questions still printed as part of the lectures in some ritual books 
would only evoke a blank look if asked of a contemporary Mason. Couple, however, the jewels of a Master 
Mason as delineated above, with those of the Scoones-Currie ritual of 1878 and a different picture begins 
to emerge.

Scoones-Currie MS (1878).

The Scoones-York MS of 1878 is a leather bound octavo book with a brass lock, which when found, was 
locked in the ‘open’ position and with the key missing. The secretary of Cabot Lodge No. 3884, W. Bro 
Michael T. Clark, was able to procure two keys for the lock from a Brother in Baily Lodge No. 5239, Bristol 
who is a locksmith. Thus the book may once again be used as it originally was. It is written entirely in 
longhand by W. Bro Scoones who was Master of the Lodge of Agriculture in 1879, but SW at the time of 
writing. As brethren in the Province of Bristol will be aware, this is entirely consistent with current practice 
in the Province, although the Lodge of Agriculture was not then, nor is it now, in that Province. Indeed we are 
fortunate that this ritual has been preserved for in line with current thinking at that date, Lord Carnarvon, at 
that time PGM of Somerset required all Lodges in the Province to standardise their working. The minutes of 
the Lodge of Agriculture No. 1199 record that the Lodge adopted the ‘New London Working’ by which they 
meant what is now referred to as ‘Emulation’ ritual, at the Installation meeting of 1879. W. Bro Scoones was 
IPM at this point and seconded the resolution to do so.
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The last hand-written page of the Scoones-Currie MS (1878).
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The MS ritual itself consists of the forms of opening and closing the Lodge in the three degrees, the three 
degrees themselves, and a folded sheet of paper foolscap size inserted in the cover which contains the items 
missing from the text, in the manner of a ‘key’ . The working contained in the book is incontrovertibly that 
of Bristol and the discovery of the ritual has confirmed the tradition long held by the Lodge of Agriculture,
that the Lodge originally worked Bristol working, as their founders came, by and large, from Bristol lodges. 
The content material of this ritual is the subject of other papers in preparation but the most important entry 
in terms of the ‘Ark’, is on the last written page, as follows:

‘Note - the jewels of a MM are A..s R.., the P... of M..., and the T... of S... containing the Dec...’40

It will be recalled that exactly these items were described as being the ‘ornaments’ of a Master Mason’s 
lodge in early MSS. (vide Finch, supra). The only place in which they are all referred to in the Bible, in the 
context of the Ark of the Covenant, is St. Paul’s Epistle to the Hebrews.41 Zimmerman, referring to jewels, 
as distinct from ornaments, has the Mosaic pavement, the table of the ten commandments, the sun and the 
blazing star. No mention of Aaron’s rod or the pot of manna. He does, however say: ‘other say two Basilikes, 
or ye tables of ye law, and ye Gospel of St. John...’ implying that practices varied from lodge to lodge as to 
derivation of jewels from the Old or New Testaments. Clearly, the items recorded in the Old Testament as 
being the contents of the Ark, had been regarded as the jewels of a Master Mason during two centuries of 
Freemasonry and recorded as such as far apart as one hundred and one years. However, the only place the
additional items, sometimes referred to by freemasons as masonic jewels, was found in the Pauline writings. 
The Old Testament is quite unequivocal on the subject. Nothing was kept in the Ark save the tablets of the 
law,42 and where St. Paul got his information from, may be midrash or the stuff of legend.
     The earliest known reference to the Ark of the Covenant in a Masonic context is in the Dumfries No. 4 
MS (vide Meekren and Hallett supra) The relevant extracts are reproduced below:

Dumfries No 4 MS.
Q PROPOUNDED AND ANSWERED
Q might not Hiram lade ye foundation of ye temple south & north rather than east & West 
A no he could not 
Q give a reason for yt 
A david appointed ye foundation of yetemple to be laidon a barn flore araunah ye jebusit likewise you may read 
in holywryt yt ye ark of ye lord Qrin was ye covenant betwixt god & men & ye two marble tables wt ye ten 
commandments written by ye finger of god ye said ark was detainedby misfortain a considerable [time?] on the 
forsaid thrashing floor of araunah wc oblidged ym to lay ye foundation of ye temple East & west conformt to ye 
pouster of ye two tables

And later:

I QUESTIONS CONCERNING THE TEMPLE
Q what signifies …
5 The mistery of the cherubims

     first they signifie the heavenly glory and the everlasting life to come they being pictured to the Image of 
man do represen[t] the congregation of ye blessd angles & saints wc sin Te Dum law damuss secondly ye two 
cherubins on ye mercy seat in the holy Quire signifies ye old & new testmant containing ye doctrine of christ 
& as yr wings touch one another so the old & [new] testament are joined together ye end of one beginning ye 
other ye first world ye other containing ye end of ye 2 world both had a relation to christ to whom ye ministrie 
of god was comitted

8 The ark of the covenant
It represents as weel our saviour christ as ye hearts of ye faithfull for in christs breast was ye doctrine both of 
law & gosple so is it in ye faithfull though not in yt measure he was ye true manna yt descended to give life to ye 
world ye table of ye law move us to love & obedience Aarons rod flowrishing wt blossoms signifies ye swetnes 
of ye gosple & ye glory of our High preist jesus christ of whome Aaron was a figure43

Masonic-Research.com



The Lodge of Sincerity No. 492, Wigan

It will be remembered that the Revd. A.F.A. Woodford wrote that an Ark was ‘… often used in Lodges as a 
symbolical emblem …’ (vide Hextall supra). While it cannot be proved that the Ark possessed by the above 
Lodge was so used, it is quite clear from the records of their cashbook for the years 1787–1795 that the Lodge 
did possess an Ark, that it required the replacement of its locks from time to time and the occasional coat of paint.
     The Lodge of Sincerity, originally No. 492 under the Modern Grand Lodge later seceded from the United 
Grand Lodge of England in 1823, protesting that the Union had destroyed the original ritual and Landmarks, 
very much as Dermott and the brethren of the Grand Lodge of the Antients had claimed of the Moderns. 
They remained outside the fold until 1913 when Col. J.D. Murray effected reconciliation, and was suitably 
rewarded by Grand Lodge, in the shape of high Provincial office. Fascinating though this period of the 
Lodge’s history is, it is the doings of the previous century that here concern us. The first relevant entry in 
the cash book for the period is for locks for the Ark on 1 February 1787. The next entry, some three months
later is for four shillings and sixpence paid to Mr. Bentley for the Ark. Mr. Bentley was the first Master of 
the Lodge and it is conceivable from the pattern of payments, and to whom, that he actually constructed 
this for the Lodge. If this was so then it is possible that the item on 8 August 1788 viz: Painting the Ark...5s 
6d was a repaint due to the heavy handling it was receiving. It also required a replacement lock which 
was paid for on the same day. What constituted tipping the Ark, also entered in the cashbook for this date, 
although without charge, we may never know. There is an item for 20 July 1793... Liquor for picking chest 
lock ... 3d which may refer, but if it had been one of the locks pertaining to the Ark, then it might have been 
expected that the record would say so. 1 January 1795 one shilling was paid to have the Ark removed from 
13 Hiltons to the House of Tho.s Wiggans and thereafter we lose sight of it completely. Curiously, on 2 July 
1795 two shillings in cash was paid out to have the Lodge [sic] removed from 13 Hiltons to the house of 
Tho.s Wiggans, just as the Ark had been in January, then on the 20 July the Lodge hired a horse to send to 
Manchester for a dispensation from the Provincial Grand Master to wear Masonic clothing at the funeral of 
the aforementioned Tho.s Wiggans.44

Cashbook of the Lodge of Sincerity No. 492, Wigan
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Royal Union Lodge Uxbridge, Minutes.

‘...In the Minutes of the Royal Union Lodge, Uxbridge, for 1827. is: ‘Agreeable to the resolution of last night 
an inventory of the whole property of the Lodge was taken, and deposited in the Ark...’45

Unanimity and Sincerity Lodge No 261, Taunton.

Unanimity and Sincerity No. 261, Taunton, warranted under the Moderns in 1788 possessed 
an Ark.

‘... The Tracing cloths, now framed, occupy a central position in the Temple, and between these and the two 
Pillars, which are in the West, is placed the Ark. It consists, however, of three tiers, painted white, each being 
six inches high; the bottom one is 6’0” x 3’3”, the next, 5’6” x 2’9”, and the other, 5’0” by 2’3”, and on the  
top is always placed a small Ark, with staves attached , painted gold. Around the main structure are placed the 
Working Tools of the Three Degrees, a model of theTables of Stone’, etc.46

Etonian Lodge of St. John No 209, Windsor (1813).

‘...In one ‘Antient’ lodge, founded in Windsor in 1813, the working tools were displayed on a box 4 feet from 
east to west, 29 inches high and 28 inches wide, covered with red material, and surmounted by a white satin 
cloth having a gold fringe.’47

An Old Lancashire Craft Lecture.

‘...An old Lancashire Craft lecture or catechism (possible date about 1800) includes very reverent interpretations 
of the Veil of the Temple ... In this catechism the Veil of the Temple ‘signified the Son of God, Jesus Christ, 
hanging upon the Altar of the Cross, as the true veil between God and us, shadowing with his wounds and 
precious blood, the multitude of our offences, so that we might be made acceptable to the Father.’ The Ark of 
the Covenant was a ‘type of Jesus Christ, Excellent and Glorious in his person, and marvellous in the Union 
of his Natures.’48

Dedication of Sandby’s Hall (1776)

‘...In the dedication of the new Grand Lodge Hall, in London, in May 1776, four Tylers carried the ‘Lodge’ as 
part of a procession which passed round the hall three times; they placed the ‘Lodge’ in the centre on a crimson 
velvet couch, and at theclose of the ceremony carried it away.’49

Conclusion

To conclude, it seems evident that there are two separate streams of tradition in the Freemasonry we 
have known in England since 1717. They appear to flow from a common source where lodges were 
situated ‘due east and west’, the East being considered a type of Christ; where lodges were dedicated to 
‘the Holy SS John’ and lectures or catechisms constructed to explain the work demanded a knowledge 
of the allegorical attributes of the furniture of Solomon’s Temple and the analogous furnishings of a 
lodge. Hence the Ark of the Covenant would have been familiar to every Master Mason from either 
his catechetical lectures or his lodge furniture, or both. The Christian stream subsists in Hutchison’s 
Spirit of Masonry, and whose relevance has declined with the de-christianising of the Craft. The 
universalist stream through William Preston, whose Christian gloss bestowed on it by Dr. Oliver in 
editing the Illustrations of Masonry, guaranteed, in turn, its demise in an universalist, post Union and
de-christianised Craft. Yet, to quote Bro. the Revd N. Barker Cryer on the Illustrations:
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‘... it was a work that would have lasting repercussions on the content, style and form of masonic ritual and 
ceremonies in the half century that was to follow. (ie. post 1772). It was to be his privilege to see the kind of 
Freemasonry he here unfolds being adapted and adopted for more widespread use after the Union.’50

Indeed, who better to convey the spirit of the ethos of nineteenth and twentieth century masonry than 
Preston himself:

‘...The distant Chinese, the wild Arab , and the American savage, will embrace a brother Briton... The spirit of 
the fulminating priest will be tamed; and a moral brother, though of a different persuasion, engage his esteem; 
for mutual toleration in religious opinions is one of the most distinguishing characteristics of the Craft.’ [my 
italics]51

...an echo of which is preserved in Bristol workings to this day. The Ark of the Covenant or Testament 
appeared all through the eighteenth century in English Christian Masonry. In Masonic catechisms, in 
lectures, in lodge furniture. Carried by four Tylers at consecration ceremonies, the cista mystica was an 
ever present reality to the eighteenth century freemason. Small wonder then that the Duke of Sussex in
preparing for the Union should choose this particular medium as the repository for the Articles of Union. 
That it should remain for all time before the throne, absolved the designer, Soane, of any necessity to 
have it resemble the biblical archetype since it would never require to be carried, once in place. Soane’s 
imagination qua design, was therefore given free reign.
     Bro Michel Brodsky suggests that:

‘… A thread exists from 1768 until 1813 if one accepts that the aim of all those in a position of responsibility 
from Dunckerly to the Earl of Moira was to arrive at one unique masonic authority in England. This was 
finalized in the United Grand Lodge of England which was maybe conceived, but certainly used, to fulfil two 
different purposes:

‘… one to govern firmly a united masonic body, the other to exclude or control the‘fringe’ or unorthodox 
masonic or pseudo-masonic bodies and degrees.’52

By accepting all the masonic honours and charters of fringe degrees and keeping them under lock and key, 
the Duke of Sussex was thus able to effectually control the new United Grand Lodge and the Craft in its 
keeping, especially as masters in the Craft were bound by the tenor of their obligation to ‘agree to submit’. 
The most important action after the Union was the dismissal by Sussex, of the Lodge of Reconciliation 
in 1816 without any new form of lectures being yet arrived at. This ensured the demise of those lectures 
since by the time the ritual work was completed, little time or inclination remained for the lectures and they 
reverted, notwithstanding the efforts of Gilkes in the Emulation Lodge of Improvement and Muggeridge 
in the Stability Lodge of Instruction, to curiosa in the backs of early nineteenth century ritual books, from 
Claret in 1834 to Hogg in 1870. Some ritual books still have them but they seem only ever to be worked as 
demonstrations and not as a matter of course for the average Craft lodge.
     Thus, despite Preston’s prophetic foresight in his Illustrations, Oliver clung to his Christian interpretation 
in his editings and thereby caused the Illustrations, and the Ark which he had superimposed on them, to be 
destined for the same obscurity which a dechristianised Craft, under the firm control of the Duke of Sussex 
consigned them. For the same reasons the Ark of the Masonic Covenant was not rebuilt after the fire of 
1883. With no Christian allegory admissible, it was simply no longer pertinent and therefore, all of the Ark 
that remains to us in the Masonry of today is contained in the arms of the United Grand Lodge of England, 
or by inference, in the ceremony of consecration.
     Who would seek the Ark, in a Masonic context, at the dawn of the third millennium, must look to orders 
and degrees outside the remit of the United Grand Lodge of England.
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My heartfelt thanks are due to the following persons who have greatly assisted me in procuring information 
for the production of this paper. At the Grand Lodge Library: W. Bro John Ashby, Mrs. Katrina Jowett: at 
Berkshire Provincial Grand Lodge Library and Museum: Robin L.W. White, Librarian: at the Lodge of 
Sincerity, Wigan, formerly No. 492, later No. 1 under the Grand Lodge at Wigan, now No. 3677 on the 
register of the United Grand Lodge of England: W. Bro Fred Lomax and W Bro Derek Hughes: at Royal 
Cumberland Lodge No. 41, Bath, W. Bro Dennis Mosley, Secretary: at Lodge Dumfries Kilwinning (Ye 
Olde Lodge of Dumfries) No. 53 Founded before 1575: R.W. Bro John Alexander, Secretary: at the Grand 
Lodge Library in Edinburgh: R.W. Bro Robert L.D. Cooper, Librarian; and the many other persons within 
and without the Craft who gave generously of their time and assistance.
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APPENDIX A
SOME INSTANCES OF THE ARK OF THE COVENANT IN MASONIC

RITUAL

1. c1710 Dumfries No. 4 MS.
See text for full catechism.

2. 1772  W. Preston, Illustrations of Masonry, (1st edn.)
     ‘…“Plan” of the Grand Gala...space in the centre of the Temple marked M, is called the “Lodge”.’
3. 1776  Dedication of Sandby’s Hall.
     ‘... four Tylers carried the “Lodge” as part of a procession...’
4. 1776–9  Counter Seal of Lodge No. 7 (Grand Lodge of all England).
     See Appendix B.
5. 1777  J & B (Dublin reprint of English 1763 version), exposure, anon.
     ‘...Ther jouels are...ye table of ye ten commendements...or ye tables of ye law...’
     cf. 1 Kings 8:9, Chronicles 5:10 and Hebrews 9:4
6. 1780  Seal (Brass) Grand Chapter York c1780.
     Almost certainly Noah’s Ark (see rainbow and clouds above it) but notice identical
     ark yet with cherubim as in the Ark of the Covenant, in 4 supra.
7. 1787  Lodge of Sincerity No. 492, Wigan.
     Cash book entries for 1st Feb 1787...2 locks for the Ark...4s 8d. 1st May
     1788... Paid to Mr Bentley for the Ark...4s 6d. 8th Aug 1788...1 lock for the
     Ark...1s 4d. Painting the Ark...5s 6d. Tip.g the Ark... 1st Jan 1795...By cash paid
     for removing of the Ark from 13 Hiltons to the house of Tho.s
     Wiggans...1s
8. 17??  Lodge of Harmony No. 133, Faversham.
     3rd° Tracing Board purchased from another L. in 18th century contains depiction
     of an oblong box, but without decoration. No member of the Lodge can offer an
     explanation of its provenance.
9. 17??  Royal Cumberland Lodge No. 41, Bath.
     Lecture on Third Degree. (see Appendix C, n20.
10. 1792  W. Preston, Illustrations of Masonry, (8th edn.)
     ‘...Four Tylers carrying the Lodge, covered with white satin’.
11. 179?  W. Finch, An Elucidation on the Masonic Plates, etc. (Symonds, 
     Paternoster Row, London), p. 69.
     ‘...The Ark of the Covenant could not have been put into K S—— A..... V....’ (see text for full script)
12. 1803  W. Finch, Masonic Lectures (1803–10) Sections V and VI.
13. 1813  Seal. Grand Lodge of England Atholl before 1813. Rudimentary Ark with cherubim. No      
     lozenge but same base decoration as York seal at 4 supra.
     Plain base. Note: Hebrew has YHVH not ADNAI.
14. 1813  Ark of the Masonic Covenant placed before the throne at the Union.
15. 1817  Seal. Grand Chapter Atholl before 1817.
Rudimentary Ark with cherubim and lozenge decoration. Note: Hebrew has
YHVH not ADNAI.
16. 1817  Seal. United Grand Chapter of Royal Arch Masons of England.
Finely depicted Ark with lozenge. Note: Hebrew has YHVH not ADNAI.
17. 1819  Dedication, Masonic Hall, York Street, Bath.
Plan of interior of assembly hall showing oblong square with words ‘Lodge covered
with white satin’.
18. 1827  Royal Union Lodge, Uxbridge, minutes.
     ‘...Agreeable to the resolution of last Lodge night an inventory of the whole
     property of the Lodge was taken, and deposited in the Ark.’
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19. 1856  Revd. Dr. G. Oliver, Book of the Lodge (London, R. Spencer), p 169.
     On the third degree tracing board ‘...the Ark of the covenant with the propitiatory
     or mercy seat, overshadowed by the divine Shekinah...’
20. 1863?  Lodge Pentalpha No. 974, Bradford.
     ‘...has in its design some of the salient features of the Israelites’ Ark of the
     Covenant.’ (Possibly conceived by Revd. A.F.A. Woodford whose name was
     engraved upon it; see AQC 93, p. 119)
21. 1866  The Mysteries of Freemasonry (Reeves & Turner, London, 1866).
     Frontispiece relating to Royal Arch has an ark without mercy seat or cherubim.
     Page 306 has as follows:
     ‘... This ark of masonry is but a copy of the old mysterious chest of the ancient
     Egyptians; which, among other monuments of the ancient state of mankind,
     contained “acorns, heads of poppies, bay-berries branches of fig-tree,” etc.; which,
     like the manna of the Jews, are said to have served as their main sustenance in the
     early ages of the world.’ Various other references throughout text.
22. 1867  D. Sickles, Freemason’s Guide (New York).
     In consecration ceremony, ‘Lodge’ is an oblong box covered with white linen
     which is placed upon a table in front of the Grand Master, and is surrounded by
     three candles, and vessels of corn, wine and oil.
23. 1878  Scoones-Currie MS (Bristol).
     ‘...Note the Jewels of a MM are A’s R.., the P... of M.... and the T... of S...
     containing the Dec.’
     cf. Hebrews 9:4, and n41.
24. 1921  Consecration of the Anthony Sayer Lodge No. 4225.
     Chaplain reads Exodus 30:26.
25. 1994  Consecration of Culverstone Valley Lodge No. 9560.
     Chaplain reads Exodus 30:26.
26. 1998  Tracing Board of Royal Ark Mariners.
     ‘...The Ark of the Covenant, the Trowel...the Veils of the Temple and the Herald
     appertain to certain Higher Degrees of which in due time I trust you will become
     eligible to receive an explanation.’

APPENDIX B
SEAL AND COUNTER SEAL FROM THE GRAND LODGE OF ALL

ENGLAND, YORK

Note: the ‘boat’ portion of the above arks is produced by two intersecting arcs.

Masonic-Research.com



Notes

1 D. Burford, ‘The Ark of the Masonic Covenant’, AQC 105 (1992), p. 205.
2 Ibid., p 206.
3 A.R. Hewitt, ‘The Union of the Two Grand Lodges’, AQC 80 (1967), p. 222.
4 AQC 105 (1992), op. cit., also AQC 95 (1982), pp. 197–8.
5 AQC 80 (1967), op. cit.
6 T.O. Haunch, ‘The Constitution and Consecration of Lodges’, Inaugural Address, AQC 83 (1970)
7 J. Howe, Freemason’s Manual, or Illustrations of Masonry (London, 1862), p. 58.
8 AQC 105 (1992), op. cit.
9 Miscellanea Latomorum, Vol XXX, No. 7, April & No. 8, May, 1946.
10 W. Preston, Illustrations of Masonry (8th edn., 1792).
11 Miscellanea Latomorum, Vol XXX, No. 7, ibid.
12 E.H. Dring, “The Evolution and Development of the Tracing or Lodge Board’, AQC 29 (1916), passim.
13 Consecration of the Anthony Sayer Lodge, No. 4225, 14th February 1921.
14 Nehemiah 10: 39 ‘For the children of Israel and the children of Levi shall bring the offering of the corn, of the
new wine, and the oil, unto the chambers, where are the vessels of the sanctuary ...’
15 Exodus 30: 26 ‘And thou shalt anoint the tabernacle of the congregation therewith, and the ark of the
testimony ...’.
16 Consecration of the Culverstone Valley Lodge No. 9560, 21st November 1994.
17 Revd A.F.A. Woodford, Masonic Cyclopaedia (1878).
18 AQC 29 (1916), op. cit.
19 Dr W.W. Westcott, ‘The Symbolism of the Tabernacle’, AQC VI (1893)
20 Letter to author from W. Bro D. Mosley, Secretary, Royal Cumberland Lodge No. 41, Bath.
‘The interior of a Master Mason’s Lodge consists of Jewels, Ornaments and Furniture. The Jewels are
three in number, namely Aaron’s Rod, the Omer of Manna, and the Tables of Stone containing the Decalog.’
21 W. Finch, An Elucidation on the Masonic Plates, etc. (London, H.D. Symonds, Paternoster Row [GL
Library class mark BE 810 FIN]), p 69.
22 R.J. Meekren, ‘The Lodge: an essay in method’, AQC LXI (1948), p. 52
23 H. Carr, The Freemason at Work (6th. Revised edn., 1985), p. 20.
24 Revd. Dr. G. Oliver, The Book of the Lodge (R. Spencer, London, 1856), pp. 169–70.
25 The Freemason at Work, op. cit., p. 101.
26 J. Cross, The True Masonic Chart (2nd edn., 1820).
27 The Book of the Lodge, op. cit., p. 51.
28 Op. cit., p. 53.
29 Op. cit., p. 67,
30 1 Kings 8:1–6 ‘Then Solomon assembled the elders of Israel, and all the heads of the tribes, the chief of the fathers of the children of Israel, 
unto King Solomon in Jerusalem, that they might bring up the ark of the covenant of the Lord out of the city of David , which is Zion. 2. And 
all the men of Israel assembled themselves unto King Solomon at the feast in the month Eth-a-nim, which is the seventh month. 3. And all the 
elders of Israel came, and the priests took up the ark. 4. And they brought up the ark of the Lord, and the tabernacle of the congregation, and all 
the holy vessels that were in the tabernacle, even those did the priests and the Levites bring up. 5. And King Solomon, and all the congregation 
of Israel, that were assembled unto him, were with him before the ark, sacrificing sheep and oxen, that could not be numbered for multitude. 
6. And the priests brought in the ark of the covenant of the Lord unto his place, into the oracle of the house, to the most holy place, even under 
the wings of the cher-u-bims.’
31 The Book of the Lodge, op. cit., p. 90.
32 Op. cit., p. 169.
33 Op. cit., p. 92.
34 Revd Dr. G. Oliver, Masonic Doctrine Vol. IV, pp. 2–9.
35 AQC 98 (1985), p. 50.
36 Revd Dr. G. Oliver, Symbol of Glory (1849), p. 333.
37 ‘Ceremonial for Ritual and Consecration...’ by John Burton, M.D., P.M. 939...[etc. etc.]...Depy. Pr.
Gd. Master Staffordshire. 1st January 1865. (6ff, foolscap. GL Library class mark BE 212 BUR).
38 A.C.F. Jackson, ‘The English Exposures of 1760–62’, AQC 84 (1971), pp. 149–50.
39 P. Tunbridge, ‘Emmanuel Zimmerman, a Founder of Rose Croix in Ireland’, AQC 79 (1966), p. 126.
40 Scoones-Currie MS (1878), p. 108.
41 Hebrews 9: 3–5. ‘3. And after the second veil, the tabernacle which is called the Holiest of all; 4. Which had the golden censer, and the ark 
of the covenant overlaid round about with gold, wherein was the golden pot that had manna and Aaron’s rod that budded, and the tables of the 
covenant; 5. And over it the cherubims of glory shadowing the mercy seat; of which we cannot now speak particularly.’
42 I Kings 8:9. ‘There was nothing in the ark save the two tables of stone, which Moses put there at Horeb,…’ and
2 Chronicles 5: 10. ‘There was nothing in the Ark save the two tables which Moses put therein at Horeb,…’
43 Knoop, Jones and Hamer, Early Masonic Catechisms (Manchester University Press, 1943), pp. 56–58.
44 Cashbook of the Lodge of Sincerity, No. 492 (Premier GL), Wigan, 1787–1795.
45 Miscellanea Latomorum XXX No. 7, April 1946, Hallett quoting W.B. Hextall.
46 Miscellanea Latomorum XXX No. 8, May 1946.
47 Miscellanea Latomorum XXX No. 7, April 1946, Hallett quoting G. Hills.
48 Bernard E. Jones, Freemasons’ Guide and Compendium (New & revised edn., 1956), p 524.
49 Op. cit., p 403.
50 Revd. N. Barker-Cryer, ‘The De-Christianizing of the Craft’, AQC 97 (1984), p. 49.
51 W. Preston, Illustrations of Masonry (1772).
52 M.L. Brodsky, ‘Why was the Craft De-Christianized?’, AQC 99 (1986), p. 159.

Two Masonic Arks


