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TRESTLEBOARD                          AUGUST 2022 
August 2, 2022, 6:30 p.m. 
Lodge Ritual School: MM Degree 
Alexandria Scottish Rite 
Small Lodge Room 
PLEASE ATTEND 
 
August 4, 2022, 6:30 p.m. 
Lodge Ritual School: MM Degree 
George Washington Masonic 
National Memorial 
AW22 Lodge Room 
PLEASE ATTEND 
 
August 6, 2022, 10:00 a.m. 
JOINT Master Mason’s Degree 
George Washington Masonic 
National Memorial 
AW22 Lodge Room 
PLEASE ATTEND 
 
August 9, 2022 
6:30 p.m. meeting 
Joint Stated 
Communication  
Annual Joint Meeting with Kemper 
Macon Ware Lodge. No. 64 
Memorial Table Lodge 
remembering Wor. Loudermilk 
RSVP your attendance: 
fieldblairlodge349@gmail.com 
 
 
 

August 12-13 , 2022 
Reid J. Simmons Masonic Ritual 
Academy hosted by the Grand 
Committee on Work 
Roanoke Valley Scottish Rite 
622 Campbell Ave SW 
Roanoke, VA 24016  
Contact Wor. Mitchell if you 
plan to attend and have not 
made reservations. 
 
August 14, 2022, 8:00 a.m. 
Backpack Stuffing and Haircuts 
for Children in Alexandria 
Charles Houston Rec. Center 
901 Wythe Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
 
August 16, 2022, 6:30 p.m. 
Lodge Ritual School 
Alexandria Scottish Rite 
Lodge Room 
 
August 23, 2022, 6:30 p.m. 
Lodge Ritual School 
Alexandria Scottish Rite 
Lodge Room 
 
August 30, 2022, 6:30 p.m. 
Friends and Family, District 1A 
Bowling Night! 
SAVE THE DATE. More details to 
come via email.  
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A MESSAGE FROM THE EAST 
Brethren, 
 
Brethren August is upon and that means soon will be harvest time 
and the ushering in of fall and the deer will be moving. I hope you all 
have had a wonderful summer and spent time with family and 
friends and some you may not have seen in a while. Thanks to every-
one for coming out to all the different events and things going on 
around the district. Hopefully more of you will take advantage of the 
benefit of our Craft and being able to travel to the other lodges and 
districts and break bread.  
 
This Saturday (August 6), we will be raising Bro. Koehler to the Sub-
lime Degree with the Brothers at Alexandria – Washington Lodge. If 
you can assist, please let Wor. Froggett know ASAP.  
 
As mentioned at our July stated. August will be our joint communica-
tion which will be held with Kemper Macon Ware. Last year at Grand 
Lodge, Wor. Jim Loudermilk and I sat down and talked about what 
we wanted to do for this. Last year, they hosted and had a table 
lodge. That table lodge will probably be one that I will never forget. A 
horrible storm came through and wiped all the power out in the ar-
ea. So, we lit candles and proceeded. It was hot and stuffy in August 
after a storm and no lights or ac but that just made it all the better. 
It was like following in the steps of those before us when there were 
no luxuries. So, this year we had discussed doing the same thing 
and building it as a tradition between the two lodges. The stated im-
mediately following Wor. Loudermilk passing we were unable to at-
tend their stated since we are on the same night (which is why we 
do this), so for this table lodge we will be doing it in memory of Wor. 
Brother Jim. If you plan to attend to please let our Junior Warden 
Jonathan Summers know so we can be sure to have plenty of food 
(fieldblairlodge349@gmail.com).  
 
August 14 will be the first of what I am hoping is to be many events. 
In coordination with Councilwoman Gaskins, Alexandria Deputy Fire 
Chief Willie Bailey, and Alexandria’s Firefighters and Friends to the 
Rescue, we will assist in stuffing backpacks and arranging for hair-
cuts for underprivileged children. We have raised a bit of money and 
we have some guys volunteering their time. If anyone would like to 
donate either time or money please let myself or one of the officers 
know and we can get that info to you. We brought this up at the 
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Masters and Wardens Association Meeting and raised over $600 
just passing a hat! I have never been more blown away and touched 
by anything! The Lodge could give money to this cause and say we 
did something. However, that is not how it should work at all. The 
Craft teaches us charity. We must individually practice these tenets, 
not rely on our Lodges to do it for us. We can make an impact and 
maybe provide some of these kids some dignity when they go back 
to school or maybe take that doubt away of when there will be a next 
meal.  
 
We have a group of brethren going to the Reid J. Simmons Academy 
August 12-13, so it will be pretty busy weekend. Since that Saturday 
is supposed to be our Breakfast, I am asking some other member to 
step uo and host. I do not want to cancel it. The breakfast really has 
become a fun Saturday event and a way for us to have some fellow-
ship outside of Lodge.  
 
There are five Tuesdays in August. On August 30, we will hold a 
Friends and Family Night in conjunction with the District 1A Masters 
and Wardens Association. We will be bowling! More details to come 
once we get everything hammered out. I hope you will take this op-
portunity to fellowship with the whole District. And, if you know a 
man that might be a good Mason, bring him along.  
 
On a final note, our Secretary received an unsigned letter regarding 
recognition of Masonic Birthdays. First, let me express my disap-
pointment that a Brother felt he could not freely speak his mind, ei-
ther in person or in writing. Second, the Grand Lodge has been tran-
sitioning to a new membership database which may have delayed 
some certificates. The Lodge is fortunate to have a large member-
ship and numerous LMIPs. We cherish you all, even though, in reali-
ty, many of us will never meet. I have asked the Secretary to ensure 
that all recognitions are accomplished by the September Stated. 
Hopefully, all 2022 Masonic anniversary brothers will attend, if for 
no other reason than to hear about the great work being done 
through the Craft as outlined in this letter. 

 
Sincerely & Fraternally, 
 
Clayton J. Mitchell 
Worshipful Master 
Clayton.Mitchell78@yahoo.com 
703-577-1495 
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The Impact of Masonry on the Constitutional 
Convention, May to September 1787 
By Most Worshipful Steward Wilson Minor, PGM 

     The purpose of this paper is to suggest how and to what degree Free-
masonry exerted an influence over the delegates and their work at the 
Constitutional Convention in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, in the epochal 
year of 1787. A number of Masons attended the Convention, as we know, 
and we are told that among the 39 signers of the Fundamental Law that 
they produced, 13 were at some time in their lives associated with Mason-
ry. Of that number, 11 were Freemasons at the time that they participated 
in the Convention. Subsequent to the Convention, two others, William Pat-
terson of New Jersey and James McHenry of Maryland, became Masons in 
1791 and 1806, respectively. 
     My interest, however, is not in numbers but in ideas. What did the dele-
gates think, and why did they think as they did? Were the thoughts of Ma-
sons in the Convention distinguishable from the thoughts of their non-
Masonic counterparts and, if so, were their opinions shaped by their 
experiences in the Craft? Unfortunately it is not possible to definitively an-
swer these questions because of a number of extenuating circumstances, 
among which the most important may well have been the still unsettled 
state of the Craft itself in the last decades of the Eighteenth century, in this 
country and abroad. The structure, authority, and customs and courtesies  
of the fraternity, whose Grand Lodge form dated only from 1717, were still 
evolving. Hence Masonry, in the years between the formation of the first 
independent Grand Lodge in Virginia in 1778 and the convocation of the 
Constitutional Convention in 1787, was living through a period in which 
active Masons were concerned primarily about the establishment and 
regulation of the Craft. And even with regard to those restrictive purposes, 
they wrote relatively little. 
     Nevertheless, many of Masonry's students, despite the fragmentary 
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nature of the evidence at hand, attribute great 
political importance to the Craft during the 
Eighteenth Century. Among those who have 
done so is Bernard Fay, a distinguished schol-
ar who in 1935 wrote a lengthy opus entitled 
Revolution and Freemasonry 1680-1800. In 
that work he remarked that from the Middle 
Ages, Freemasonry in England was a social 
force. "Through their technical secrets gath-
ered from all corners of the globe, the glory 
acquired by their achievements and the nu-
merous great 
people who wished to be affiliated with that 
great guild," he said, "the Masons held tre-
mendous power." It was his observation that 
with the advent of the Renaissance, a period 
of decadence began, and in consequence the 
Masons lost some of their power, though they retained their popularity. 
People were building less, he said, but they were philosophizing more, 
and he claimed that the mysteries of the Craft, whose members seemed to 
possess powerful secrets, "piqued the interest and inflamed the imagina-
tion of the people . . ."  
     In his review of the formation of the Mother Grand Lodge in England,  
Fay concluded that decisions were made which transformed professional 
Masonry into philosophic Masonry, a change that included all men of good 
will to its membership, "regardless of profession, race, religion or nationali-
ty." This change was implemented, Fay averred, largely through the efforts 
of John Theophilous Desaugliers, who wanted the people to fight against 
the ignorance of man. "Under his influence," said Fay, "Freemasonry was 
organized as the great center of enlightenment, which was to dissipate the 
darkness of the century and confound both the foolish superstitions of the 
time and the blind obstinacy of the atheist." 
     Fay saw the reorganization of Masonry in 1717, "an association which 
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had relinquished all of its technical preoccupations and aimed to devote 
itself to philosophy and benevolence with the high purpose of restoring so-
cial and moral order by establishing a new intellectual discipline." Its pur-
pose, he declared, "was a complete renewal of all accepted values and the 
establishment of a new code of morals." In its new role, "Masonry no longer 
placed itself on the ground of feudal and monarchical loyalty," he said, in 
claiming that, "Masonry invariably denied that it had anything to do with 
politics, but it never allowed governments to thwart the fulfillment of its 
mission and at the very beginning closed all Lodges to state control." 
     It should be recognized that Fay, in commenting on the second charge in 
Anderson's Constitutions (dealing with a Mason's relationship to the civil 
magistrate, supreme and subordinate), never claimed that the speculative 
Masons of England used the Craft to obtain political ends. And this is as it 
should be, for in the entirety of the period from 1717, when the Mother 
Grand Lodge was formed, through the years of the Constitutional Conven-
tion in America and beyond the English Craft was concerned about more 
mundane problems which, if unresolved, may well have destroyed the Craft. 
Their concerns focused upon the unification of as many as five Grand Lodg-
es into one, and on the attainment of unanimity over internal issues per-
taining to the processing of candidates and the perfection of Freemasonry's 
ritual and ceremonies. It is to subjects such as these that the written record 
of Masonry in the Eighteenth Century in England was focused, and it did so 
almost exclusively.  
     It is difficult to say how the growing experiences of a Speculative Craft in 
Europe, principally in England, Scotland, and Ireland, influenced the mold-
ing of Masonic thought in America. Undoubtedly, there was an influence,  
through the creation of the Provincial Grand Lodges, through the chartering 
of local Lodges, and through the conferral of the Degrees in Europe on 
Americans sojourning there for business or study. 
     Moreover, the military Lodges attached to the British armed forces in 
America were potent forces in the spread of Freemasonry in this part of the 
New World. But the records of such activities are scant, as M/W Melvin M. 
Johnson, Past Grand Master of Massachusetts observed in his book, The 
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Beginnings of Freemasonry in America. Therein he notes: 
"The early Lodges and Provincial Grand Lodges were careless 
about the keeping of records. Even the Mother Grand Lodge itself 
has no formal record book for more than six years after its organi-
zation. And the premier Provincial Grand Lodge of the Western 
Hemisphere, organized in Boston, Massachusetts July 30, 1933, 
has no formal and continuous records written in a book at the time 
of the recorded events, until 1750." 

     Clearly the record of Freemasonry in America, prior to the creation of 
independent Grand Lodges is incomplete, a fact that makes its accurate 
interpretation impossible. Still, says Johnson, "too many so-called Masonic 
historians, since the days when they should have known better, have add-
ed fiction to fable and imagination to both, using the manifest errors of 
their predecessors as gospel, dreams as evidence, and guess as proof." 
     It is from the prospective of these sage words of warning that I recently 
reviewed a modern tract entitled "Freemasonry and the Constitution", 
wherein one reads an interesting assortment of inflated claims in which 
truth and fiction are intermixed. In this document it is stated that the rise of 
modern Masonry coincided with the struggle for constitutional government 
and the growth of the newly developed middle class; that the forefathers of 
our Fraternity on both sides of the Atlantic were unceasing in combating 
the forces of autocracy and mob rule; that it was the thoughts of Sir Isaac 
Newton, Lord Bacon, and John Locke that the Constitution makers of 1787 
had in mind; that the philosophies underlying the American Constitution 
and Freemasonry are identical in character; that Freemasonry's principles 
made it the leading social force of the Eighteenth Century; that the framers 
of the Constitution looked to Montesquieu as the oracle of their political 
wisdom; and that Washington and six Masons, who had been or would ulti-
mately be 
Grand Masters, labored with other members of the Craft (inferentially on 
the basis of their Masonry) to lay wide and deep the foundations of our 
liberties. 
      A still more recent work, prepared as a guide for use in the celebration 
of our Bicentennial of the U.S. Constitution, repeats many of these claims 
and adds another element to them. In it one notes the attempt to associate 
the words of the Preamble to Masonic philosophy. The proponents of this 
claim have apparently overlooked the fact that the Preamble was a last 
minute inclusion of the Committee on Style and Arrangement, a group of 
five which included four non-Masons, and that the actual words came from 
the pen of one of the latter, Gouveneur Morris. The only Mason on the 
Committee was Rufus King, who is believed to have entered the Fraternity 
in 1781. Obviously his Masonic experience was limited. This document has 
one redeeming feature, however, in that it presents a well balanced as-
sessment of the Constitution as freedom's greatest document, in the form 
of an extract taken from the Sovereign Grand Commander's message that 
appeared in the September 1986 issue of The New Age. 
     I hold that in claims such as those to which I have referred there are 
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elements of both fact and fantasy, and when taken as a whole, they do 
little to explain the basic thoughts of either the Masons or the non-Masons 
who made up the membership of the Constitutional Convention. There men 
of good faith, from various walks of life, fought for the best interests of their 
constituencies, and when necessary for the good of the nation, they prag-
matically arbitrated their differences. This is the message of those who 
have recorded their impressions of the Convention, and this is also the 
opinion of Catherine Drinker Bowen, an authority whose book, The Miracle 
at Philadelphia, has become a classic. In that work, she states her case as 
follows: 

     Characteristically, the Convention never stayed long upon theo-
ry. Its business was not to defend "freedom" or to vindicate a revo-
lution. That had been done long ago, in July 1776 and later, when 
colony after colony created its state constitution, flinging out its 
particular preamble of political and religious freedom. The Conven-
tion of 1787 would debate the rights of states, but not the rights of 
man in general. The records show nothing grandly declaratory or 
defiant, as in the French Constituent Assembly of 1789. America 
had passed that phase; had anyone challenged members, they 
would have said such declarations were already cemented in their 
blood. In 1787 the states sat not to justify the term United States 
but to institute a working government for those states. One finds 
no quotations from Rousseau, John Locke, Burlamaqui or the 
French philosophies, and if Montesquieu is invoked it is to defend 
the practical organization of a tripartite government. When the 
Federal Convention discussed political power, or governmental 
authority, they discussed it in terms of what was likely to happen to 
Delaware or Pennsylvania, New Jersey or Georgia. 
     Most of the members of the Philadelphia Convention, in short, 
were old hands, politicians to the bone. That some of them hap-
pened to be men of vision, educated in law and the science of gov-
ernment, did not distract them from the matters impending. There 
was a minimum of oratory or showing off. Each time a member 
seemed about to soar into the empyrean of social theory — the 
18th century called it "reason" — somebody brought him round and 
shortly. "Experience must be our only guide," said John Dickenson 
of Delaware. "Reason may mislead us." 

     Ms. Bowen relied heavily on the notes compiled by James Madison for 
the information she presented in her book. She states that Madison was an 
indefatigable reporter, "his notes comprehensive, set down without com-
ment or aside."Others at the Convention also took notes, she said, includ-
ing Hamilton, Yates, and Lansing of New York, McHenry of Maryland, Pat-
terson of New Jersey, Rufus King of Massachusetts, William Pierce of Geor-
gia, and George Mason of Virginia. But in her view most of the memoranda 
they produced "were brief, incomplete," and, "had it not been for Madison 
we should possess very scanty records of the Convention."She used those 
records effectively to analyze the work of the Convention, where political 
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strength was formed out of disunity.  
     Examination of the material pre-
sented in the book, Miracle at Phila-
delphia, reveals the depths of the divi-
sions that separated States and even 
the delegates within states over major 
issues that were placed before the 
Convention. Men of honor and of con-
viction stood at odds over the merits of 
the organizational plans presented, 
and even after the attainment of 
agreement on the plan, there was 
seemingly endless disagreement over 
implementation. Questions pertaining 
to executive power, representation in 
the Congress, and the differentiation 
of the federal and state prerogatives 
necessitated hours of debate over the 
course of the summer.  
     The record of the Virginia delega-
tion testifies to the spirit of independ-

ence that prevailed at the Convention. This delegation, in addition to 
George Washington, the chairman, included Edmund Randolph, John Blair, 
James Madison, Jr., George Mason, George Wythe, and James McClurg. 
Randolph had the honor of presenting the Virginia Resolves, the so-called 
Virginia Plan, which ultimately became the foundation upon which the Con-
stitution rests. But when it became time to sign the finished document, 
Randolph declined to do so. So too did George Mason, who was numbered 
among those who favored the New Jersey rather than the Virginia Plan. 
Randolph and Mason were both concerned about the impact of the docu-
ment on the fundamental rights of states and individuals whose interests 
may well have been endangered by what Madison foresaw as a new gov-
ernment "vibrating between a monarchy and a corrupt, oppressive aristoc-
racy." In fact only three Virginians, Washington, Madison, and Blair, actually 
signed the document in Philadelphia, a sparse showing for the Common-
wealth which considered itself the prime mover in the affair. In fairness, 
however, two others, George Wythe and George McClurg, indicated their 
approval of the draft, although they were not present for the signing. 
     But if State delegations were divided, so too were the Masons at the 
Convention. They opted to defend the interests of their constituents, and it 
does not appear that they caucused at any time as Masons to look at the 
problems set before them. In fact, they expounded and vigorously defend-
ed their views, unencumbered by anything except the facts as they per-
ceived them. In consequence there was a lack of unanimity among Masons 
at the Convention over a number of issues, and this is as it should 
have been.  
     The foremost member of the Craft in Philadelphia was George Washing-
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ton, who acted as Chairman of the Convention, in which capacity he opted 
to refrain from speaking to the issues that came before the delegates, 
even when discussions were held in the forum of a committee of the whole. 
Before the opening of the Convention he made it known that his sympa-
thies lay with a national government. Yet only on the last day, September 
17, did Washington rise to take part in the discussions. This, it appears, 
was his management style. Also declining to speak was his fellow Virginian, 
John Blair who, like Washington, silently favored a strong central govern-
ment. So too did Benjamin Franklin of Pennsylvania, Rufus King of Massa-
chusetts, Nicolas Gelman of New Hampshire, John Dickenson of Delaware, 
and Daniel Carroll of Maryland, all of whom chose to speak to and work for 
the kind of a Constitution that was ultimately adopted.  
     This did not deter other Masons at the Convention from working hard for 
an alternative, the New Jersey Plan, and after the rejection of that plan, 
from championing the cause of states rights in the debates that were es-
sential to the formulation of the articles and sections of the document that 
was to be produced. They saw in the Constitutional proposals dangers that 
would work to the disadvantage of the smaller states. Included in this 
group of Masons were Gunning Bedford of Delaware, David Brearley, John 
Dayton, and William Patterson of New Jersey; and probably Jacob Broom, 
also of Delaware. Nevertheless, when it came time to sign the finished doc-
ument, they all did. One known Mason, Edmund Randolph of Virginia, de-
clined to sign, however, as noted above, as did two others who may have 
been members of the Craft — William Blount of North Carolina and Eldridge 
Gerry of Massachusetts. The only other non-signer among the delegates 
who were still in  Philadelphia at the close of the Convention was George 
Mason, also from Virginia. 

     It may be of interest to note that among the Masons who signed the 
Constitution, four of them, David Brearley, Gunning Bedford, Jr., John Blair 
and Ben Franklin had the privilege of serving their jurisdictions as Grand 
Masters (left to right above). On the whole, however, and excepting Frank-
lin and Washington, whose Masonic experience dated from 1731 and 
1753, respectively, Masons at the Convention were young in the Craft. Six 
of the eleven who had taken the degrees prior to the Convention had been 
Masons for less than ten years; one of the group was a fourteen year Ma-
son; one a 34-year Mason (Washington); one a Mason for 56 years 
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(Franklin); and the longevity of another, Jonathon Dayton, is not precisely 
known. Interestingly, two of the delegates normally counted among the 
Masonic signers, William Patterson and James McHenry, did not enter the 
Craft until after the close of the Convention, in 1791 and 1806, respective-
ly. In such circumstances the extent to which Masonry may have influenced 
the participation of most of the group must remain a matter of conjecture.  
     Nevertheless there are interesting parallels which can be drawn be-
tween the development of Masonry in the Eighteenth Century and the de-
velopment of the U.S. Constitution. Both the U.S. Constitution and the Con-
stitutions of Masonry were created in response to need, and in the respons-
es of those involved, permanent changes were induced on the structure of 
the body fraternal and the body politic. These responses, in short, trans-
formed man's perspectives relative the extension and preservation of au-
thority, to the application of executive power, and to the definition of the 
basic rights of the governed. 
     Joseph Fort Newton, speaking to the for-
mation of the first Grand Lodge in London, ob-
served that by this act, "Masonry was not simply 
revived, but refashioned, recast, and refounded 
on a different basis . . .," and in the process, he 
observed, the Craft had undergone a "complete 
and thorough-going revolution." The transfor-
mation of the American Government in conse-
quence of the actions taken at the Constitution-
al Convention was no less revolutionary, for it 
created a new and complete political philoso-
phy, one characterized by some as "the most 
profound and perfect ever devised by man." As 
Ralph J. Pollard observed years ago, the govern-
ment created was ". . . The finished and perfect 
product of 10 Centuries of Anglo-Saxon political 
experience." 
     The revolution in the Craft to which Newton referred was threefold in  
nature. "First," he said, "the very idea of a Grand Lodge as a central govern-
ing body with a supreme authority was novel, as much in its existence as in 
its extraordinary powers, unlike anything before known to the Craft. There 
had been certain old Lodges, to be sure, which had exercised some of the 
functions of a Grand Lodge, to the extent, at least, of giving authority and 
direction to the founding of other Lodges; . . . But the Grand Lodge of 1717 
went further, in that it took complete command of its Lodges . . .; and it is 
no wonder that this unheard-of authority provoked resentment and chal-
lenge, the more it no longer confined its jurisdiction to Lodges within ten 
miles of London, as it first declared, but invaded the Provinces." 
     Seventy years later the delegates to the Constitutional Convention took 
action in the political sphere by creating a Fundamental Law to transform a 
Confederation of separate States into a Federal Union of United States, 
and by so doing, to subordinate and define the political rights and powers 
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of all governing bodies in the nation. The task was not an easy one, and its  
and its completion necessitated compromise, arrived at in consequence of 
long and sometimes bitter debate. Many leaders in several states in the 
Confederation did not look with favor on the process. But in the end union 
was established, and the die was cast for the future of this part of the 
American continent. The country opted for federation rather than confeder-
ation, and thereby assured the concentration of national power in a nation-
al government.  
     The second part of Masonry's transformation, as seen by Newton, con-
cerned the administration of the Craft. "The office of Grand Master," he 
said, "was new both in its creation and in the power with which it was in-
vested; a power unquestioned, it would seem, and well nigh absolute — 
augmented apace until he had the sole power of appointing both his war-
dens." Newton, commenting on the consequences of this innovation in the 
management of the Craft, stated that: "Happily, the early Grand Masters 
— with one notable exception — were wise men in no way disposed to exer-
cise, much less abuse, the vast power with which they were invested." The 
Constitutional Convention took action that also revolutionized the exercise 
of executive authority in the United States. The issue was hotly debated, of 
course, and there were those who bitterly opposed the establishment of a 
single executive. But reason won out, and in the end, the Presidency of this 
country was allocated powers that exceeded those of the British sovereign. 
The Presidential selection process, however, was by a means much more 
democratic then was that used to select Grand Masters in the Mother 
Grand Lodge. 
     The third major feature of the Masonic Revolution that took place in 
England after the creation of the Mother Grand Lodge in 1717, according 
to Newton, concerned the position of Masonry relative to government and 
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religion. The new Constitutions, adopted in 1723, forbid Masonic meddling 
in politics by stating its resolve "against all Politics as what never yet con-
duced to the welfare of the Lodge, nor ever will." This position was taken in 
the aftermath of an attempt by a Grand Master, the Duke of Wharton, to 
use the power of the Craft against the ruling sovereign. Much more signifi-
cant to the Craft, however, was the rewriting of Masonry's position relative 
to God and religion. In this rewrite Christianity was discarded as the only 
religion of Masonry. In the opinion of Gould this decision was looked upon  
by many Masons in those days in very much the manner that we now re-
gard the absence of any religious formulary whatever in the so-called Ma-
sonry of the Grand Oriente of France. This Charge was the cause of dec-
ades of discussion in England and one of the primary causes of the serious 
split that occurred in Masonry in that country in the 1750's. 
     The Anderson Constitution and the Charges therein contained were ac-
cepted without question in the United States, the Craft always priding itself 
on the fact that it refrained from partisan politics and on the fact that it 
respected the spiritual preferences of all men who professed a belief in 
God. Thus it was easy for Masons, before, at the Convention, and after-
wards, to champion the cause of human rights, particularly those encom-
passed by the amendments to the Constitution, affixed after the approval 
of the Constitution proper.  
     In conclusion I should like to observe that the organization of American 
Freemasonry, unlike its English forebears, never looked with approval on 
the unification of the Craft into one major national Grand Lodge. Its Grand 
Lodge structure, formulated for the most part in the last quarter of the 
Eighteenth Century, was State oriented, and that orientation prevails to this 
day. Thus it is interesting to note that while the leaders of American Free-
masonry held and still hold to the principal of State sovereignty in matters 
fraternal, they were willing in 1787, and have been ever since, to centralize 
and Federalize in matters political. Can there be any more telling evidence 
that our brother Masons were able to successfully differentiate between 
their obligations and to properly prioritize their responses? It appears, in 
short, that they "put first things first" at Philadelphia in 1787. 
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Wor. Richard Lee Stickles 
54 years 

Bro. Richard Alan Whitener 
53 years 

Bro. Roger Dale Moore 
50 years 

Bro. David Martin Flockhart 
39 years 

Bro. Thomas Albert Stubbs Jr. 
38 years 

Bro. Kenneth James Head 
37 years 

Bro. Robert Rodger Lyons 
34 years 

Bro. Maurice Woods Healy 
32 years 

Bro. Travis Beaman Vail 
26 years 

Rt. Wor. Michael Robert Aulicino 
24 years 

Rt. Wor. Grant Philip Routzohn 
20 years 

Bro. Daryl Joseph Mull 
20 years 

Wor. Robert Gene Hook 
17 years 

Bro. Joseph  Dergham 
4 years 

Bro. Nathan James Powell 
4 years 

Bro. Nelson  Sanchez  
4 years 

Bro. Jonathan David Summers 
4 years 

Bro. Russel Arthur Summers Jr. 
4 years 

Bro. Carlos Steven Aguilar 
3 years 

Bro. Arnold Barry McNeal Jr. 
3 years 

Jul Masoni Birthdays 
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Wor. William Kenneth Hyatt   
65 years 

Rt. Wor. Ronald Nicholas Morris 
51 years 

Bro. Stephen Lacy Arnhart   
47 years 

Bro. William Bradford Arnhart   
47 years 

Bro. Brian Jeffrey Fields   
47 years 

Bro. Tex William Jones   
46 years 

Bro. Neil Thomas Hitchcock   
43 years 

Bro. Peter Donald Morlock   
38 years 

Bro. Brent Besley Moore   
35 years 

Bro. John William Boettjer   
33 years 

Wor. Andrew Carlyle Apperson   
33 years 

Bro. Kirk John Ballanger   
33 years 

Wor. Donald Gordon Phillips   
32 years 

Wor. Dale Wayne Dressler   
22 years 

Wor. Rodney Patrick Gray   
21 years 

Bro. Gregory Michael Stone 
18 years 

Bro. Jack  Miller   
17 years 

Bro. David Michael Portch   
17 years 

Bro. Harmon Morrow Young   
17 years 

Bro. Franklin Paul Norris   
14 years 

Wor. Michael Mongkhoun 
Souvannaphandhu   

14 years 
Bro. James Allan Gleason  

12 years 
Bro. Ian A. Ale 

11 years 
Bro. James D. Compton 

11 years 
Bro. Ronald Edward Markiewicz 

11 years 
Bro. James Frederick Cordes   

7 years 
Bro. Korosh  Yazdanpanah   

4 years 

Augus Masoni Birthdays 
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Clayton J. Mitchell 
Worshipful Master

Mark A. Boughner 
Senior Warden

Jonathan Summers 
Junior Warden

Wor. Kenneth R. Reynolds 
Treasurer

Wor. Daniel E. Froggett 
Secretary

Steven Aguilar 
Senior Deacon

Xavier Mariscal 
Junior Deacon

Ronald E. Markiewicz 
Chaplain

Joseph Dergham 
Senior Steward

Arnold McNeal 
Junior Steward

Bradley J. Watts 
Marshal

Wor. Jaime H. Flores 
Tiler & Webmaster

Wor. Erik N. Schultz 
Education Officer
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