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I T was a subject of  great regret to me that, 
when staying for  a short time in the district, 

I was unable to visit the ruins of  Burscough Priory 
and the interesting old parish church of  Ormskirk. 
Through the kindness, however, of  Mr. James 
Bromley and my brother, I have been furnished 
with carefully-made  drawings and other materials, 
which have enabled me to lay before  the Society 
this small contribution towards the study of 
masons' marks in Cheshire and Lancashire. 

It is unnecessary to give here a list of  all the 
marks which have been published from  other 
sources, but I may mention that a very good list, 
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up to the date at which it was issued, will be found 
in the Dictionary of  Architecture,  and others I 
shall have occasion to mention. There have been 
many theories about the meaning, and real reasons 
for  the invention and use of  marks. It must, how-
ever, not be forgotten,  that in the middle ages 
marks were not peculiar to masons; they were 
commonly employed by many other trades, and 
were perhaps more especially used as badges by 
merchants and traders; though I think I am cor-
rect in saying that, so far  as we know, they were 
used by masons as early or earlier than by any 
other trade. Many examples of  potters' and other 
marks have been published, and it may be interest-
ing to notice that the brick-marks found  at the 
churches of  St. Catherine, and St. Mary, at Sten-
dal, in Saxony, both dating from  the fifteenth 
century, are all well-known types of  masons' 
marks. (A. Demmin, Encyclop. des Beaux-arts 
plastiques,  p. 845.) 

It is only in quite recent times that any atten-
tion whatever has been paid to the subject of 
masons' marks, and this is not surprising when 
we remember the often-repeated  story told by Mr. 
George Godwin, of  the French priest at Poictiers, 
who, on being shown the marks in his church, 
remarked:—"I have walked through this church 
" four  times a day, twenty-eight times a week, for 
" nearly forty  years, and never noticed one of 
" them ; and now I cannot look anywhere but they 
" flit  into my eyes." 

So early as 1836, Victor Didron, in his report of 
an archaeological tour made in France, addressed 
to M. Guizot, then Minister of  Public Instruction, 
gave an account of  masons' marks, and pointed 
out their value, having copied about 4000. (Ann. 
Arch., 1845, II., 246.) Attention was first  called 
to their interest and value in this country by the 
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late Mr. George Godwin. His papers were fol-
lowed by others, and a quantity of  information  on 
the subject has been collected. I may therefore, 
in the present instance, say a few  words calling 
special attention to some of  their chief  points of 
interest. It seems quite clear that it is only by 
collecting every available mark, with careful  notes 
of  position, size, probable date, and any other 
peculiarity worthy of  notice, that we can hope ever 
to arrive at any definite  conclusion about their 
several uses. Moreover, everyone must agree with 
Mr. Godwin that " No circumstance which pro-
" mises to throw even the smallest additional light 
" on the early history of  those wonderful  men to 
"whom we are indebted for  so many magnificent 
"buildings, can be deemed insignificant  or un-
" worthy of  consideration." 

The use of  the marks is not confined  to any 
country or any age; they are to be found  upon 
stones used in building by almost every nation of 
the ancient world. The late Rev. A. F. A. Wood-
ford  (Masonic  Cyclop.,  1878, p. 458) furnishes  the 
opinions of  the late Mr. E. W. Shaw—" That 
" marks were first  of  all alphabetical, or based on 
" the letters and numerals of  the language of  the 
" country in which the masons were jvorking. The 
" Roman marks are apparently more symbolical 
"and less alphabetical, though later the 'Runes' 
" seem to have been merely used as marks. As 
" art moved on, mathematical figures  and religious 
" symbols became more in vogue. We think, 
" therefore,  that the masons' marks (like all other 
" earthly arrangements) developed as time went 
" on, from  the alphabetical and numeralistic to the 
" symbolical and exoteric" ; and he adds, " It is 
" but fair  to observe here, that what is called the 
" magical alphabet, bears a very marked similarity 
" to the masons' marks ; indeed, it is not too much 
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" to say that all the letters of  that Hermetic 
" collection have their counterparts in masons' 
" marks." 

The well-known letters, both cut and painted in 
red, from  the Pyramids of  Giseh, copied by Col. 
Howard Vyse, and those found  by Col. Sir Charles 
Warren, upon the foundation  stones of  the walls 
of  Jerusalem, may be mentioned. Dr. Flinders 
Petrie, in his work, A Season in Egypt,  1887, 
writes as follows  (p. 23) : — " T h e subject of  quarry 
" marks is much connected with graffiti:  and while 
" examining the quarries for  inscriptions, I also 
" took note of  the various quarry marks on their 
" sides. At the quarries of  West Silsileh and down 
" to Silweh, it was a custom to sculpture in relief  at 
" the head of  the quarry some distinctive mark by 
" which all the blocks from  there were to be 
" known. These relief  types, or standard quarry 
" marks, are carefully  carved. * * * * * * 
" Besides these, sets of  marks may be seen on the 
" quarry side, giving the standard marks with 
" some additions. * * * * * Probably these 
" were type marks, to be copied on to the blocks 
" of  one particular batch. When we copy the 
" quarry marks from  the buildings, then it is easy 
" to settle from  what place, and, sometimes, even 
" from  which quarry the blocks have been brought. 

" Thus all the blocks of  the eastern 
" pylon at Denderah bear the theta 
" and the arrow, which is the stan-
" dard mark of  one particular quarry 
" north of  the Seba Rigaleh. At Edfu, 

" on the quay, we find  the table of  offerings, 
"which seems to be the characteristic of 
" Silsileh. The quay at Esneh also bears 
" the table of  offerings,  and the shrine, like Fig-2-
" Silsileh. At Kom Ombo, where no quarry lay 
" above it from  which the blocks could be floated 
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" down, except one where the path runs over the 
" cliff,  there we meet just the quarry marks 
" which are found  at this southern quarry. 
" T h e large designs" [these include the 

Fig. 3- shrine, a warrior, a hawk, a tree of  very 
Assyrian model, a pyramid, &c.] " at Silsileh seem 
" hardly like mere quarry marks, but the type of  a 
" shrine may well have belonged to this quarry, 
" from  the fine  shrine of  Amenhotep III., which 
"stood here, surmounted by a hawk; the frag-
" ments of  this shrine and the bird may still be 
" seen." 

In the above instance, the quarries possessed 
marks. Thus the marks served very much the 
same trade purpose as the individual mason mark; 
the superintendence of  each quarry was probably 
in the hands of  one or more skilled master masons, 
who would be answerable for  all the stones finished 
by the workmen employed in cutting stones. It 
occurred to me that these marks, following  a 
custom of  later times, might belong to the temple 
for  which the stones were intended rather than to 
the quarry—i.e., that a certain quarry, with its 
own master and workmen, was devoted to the use 
of  a certain temple, but Dr. Petrie informs  me 
that the marks belonging to the different  quarries 
are found  on stones in the same building. 

Some of  the most ancient marks, it is curious to 
note, have survived through a long series of  years 
in various countries, even down to our own time. 
Several very interesting tables have been published 
(Godwin, Sessional Papers, Roy. Inst, of  Brit. 
Architects, i868-6g, p. 135 ; repeated in Builder, 
i86g, xxvii., 245-6), the most recent being those 
illustrating the papers by Professor  T. Hayter 
Lewis, F.S.A., etc. (Journal  Brit. Arch. Associa-
tion,  vol. xlv., p. 145, &c.; and Trans.  Lodge Qua-
tuor Coronati,  No.  2076, vol. iii., p. 65, &c.) 

M 
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It has often  been asserted that masons' marks 
were somehow connected with Freemasonry, and 
therefore  have, or had originally, a mystical mean-
ing. It is perfectly  true that on looking over a 
number of  marks it becomes evident that some of 
them resemble the symbols of  many faiths  and 
fancies.  An almost equal number appear, how-
ever, to be simply alphabetic or monogramatic, and 
if  so, possibly often  nothing more than the initial 
letter of  the workman's name, perhaps cut in a 
fantastic  shape. Some of  those, however, which 
assume an alphabetic form,  have perhaps quite a 
different  origin. Considering the many sources 
from  which marks have been obtained, this is not 
surprising. In fact  it is clear to me that, although 
a few  general ideas of  an origin have been repeat-
edly asserted, no single origin or source of  the 
symbols will apply perfectly,  because the marks 
have been, to all appearance, drawn from  almost 
every source and every system. For many reasons 
I must decline to accept the very unsatisfactory 
theory that the origin may be found  in the Runes. 
It is true that some masons' marks to a certain 
extent, and others perhaps exactly, appear to re-
semble Runic letters; but this is not sufficient 
evidence to prove an universal origin for  mediaeval 
marks, which, so far  as I am able to judge, were 
not simply marks of  identity of  person or work. 

The Runic theory is as unlikely and as unten-
able as that which places their origin in the absurd 
alphabets given by Cornelius Agrippa, who died 
early in the sixteenth century. His alphabets 
must, I fear,  be classed with the similar produc-
tions published by Von Hammer Purgstall " from 
" an ancient manuscript." 

It is perhaps only a natural supposition that a 
mason would, in very early times, if  allowed, select 
some sacred symbol belonging to the religion of 



Masons'  Marks. 129 

his native country, just as the quarry marks found 
in Egypt, as mentioned above, take in some in-
stances such forms,  although in others they may 
have been alphabetic. It must, however, not be 
forgotten,  when considering the question from  a 
symbolical point of  view, that although the forms 
of  some marks did originally carry certain special 
and particular mystical meanings in the system to 
which they belonged, we as little know that the 
masons used them with such meanings as that 
their symbolism formed  any portion of  the inner 
teaching of  the craft.  Also that with so many 
different  forms  it is not surprising to find  that 
marks were by no means confined  to any particular 
craft,  but that very similar characters, to some 
extent at least used for  the same purpose, were 
employed as swan marks, and by different  trades, 
although not at so early a date. 1 

That certain peculiar marks have been handed 
down cannot be denied, but to explain, I will select 
for  instance an Indian Sect mark, or an Arab 
Tribe mark, which had a special meaning and 
symbolism. The form  may be found  in use up to 
modern times as a mason's or other mark, but 
unless it be supposed that almost every system of 
symbolism became centred in the mason craft,  not 
to mention others—which I am not prepared to 
allow—it is impossible to believe that the English, 
French, German, or other christian masons, 
would use either on a christian, or in fact  on any 
building, intending the mark to carry its original 
symbolism. 

Another singular theory is thus expressed : — 
" Other signs upon these curious talismans [Mith-
" raic or Gnostic gems] are derived from  the 
" Demotic Alphabet, and are evidently the originals 

1 Cf.  Homeyer, Die Ilaus-und  Hofmarken,  Berlin, 1890. (Many plates.) 
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" of  many of  the Freemasons' signs, such as are 
" seen in Roslyn Abbey and other mediaeval build-
" ings all over Europe. This connection of  Free-
" masonry and Mithraism receives further  confir-
" mation from  the fact  that in the old faith  there 
" were ten mysteries, as there are ten grades in the 
"masons' craft."  (Archceologia, vol. 48, p. 243, 
" New points in the History of  Roman Britain," 
by Alfred  Tylor, F.G.S.) I need hardly say that 
the connexion between Mithraism and Masonry is 
as correct as the statement that there are ten 
grades in the craft. 

In some instances, at least, in recent times, 
workmen chose their own marks, and to me it 
seems much more reasonable to suppose, if  the 
same system prevailed from  early times, that with 
the natural wish to possess something unlike what 
was used by others, a mason would not take some 
fantastic  form  from  his " inner consciousness," but 
simply reproduce a sign he had before  seen, 
knowing, it may be, though I think this doubtful, 
nothing whatever of  its meaning. In other in-
stances, marks may have had and indeed probably 
had quite a different  origin. It has been suggested 
that in some cases the selection was influenced  by 
the secret societies ; I have seen nothing in proof 
of  this, and very much doubt it. 

I may, however, quote an instance of  modern 
custom, the explanation of  which seems quite clear. 
Passing along the streets of  London, I noticed a 
large waggon laden with two or three stones. On 
examination, I found  on two of  them different 
modern masons' marks ; one, a cross with eight 
rays, and the other, a letter M, with the uppermost 
points joined by a line. Side by side with each 
mark was the well-known emblem in Freemasonry 
of  the Royal Arch, within a right-angled lozenge. 
Evidently they had been prepared by two masons 
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associated together by certain ties, having no 
connexion with their trade. 

In the book of  the Lodge of  Masons at Aberdeen 
there is a very interesting series of  the marks 
belonging to the members from  the year 1670. As 
the name of  the owner is in every case attached 
to the mark, with the profession  or trade, the list 
forms  a very valuable item in the history of  modern 
masons' marks. Some of  the members of  the 
lodge are simply described as "measson"; but 
there are also included in the list, an advocate, a 
professor  of  mathematics, an armourer, a glassier, 
a chyrurgeon, a merchant, and others, including 
also the Earl of  Errolle, who were certainly not 
operatives. There are also several marks of 
" entered prenteises," showing that in that town in 
1670, as at Edinburgh in i5gg, Kilwinning in 1642 
and later, at Melrose in 1719-1744, at Brechin 
1714-1847, at Peebles 1717-1720, and at other 
places in Scotland, the system in use required the 
apprentice to take his mark at the time his name 
was entered in the book of  the lodge. Many 
references  will be found  to Scotch marks in Murray 
Lyon's History  of  the Lodge of  Edinburgh. 

From the Schaw statutes of  1598 (Lyon, p. 10), 
it is evident that the admission by the lodge of  a 
" maister or fallow  of  craft"  was a formal  pro-
ceeding ; he was to be " ord'lie buikit, and his 
name and mark insert in the said buik." This 
record might be assumed to refer  to a special kind 
of  mark being given to a master or fellow-craft  on 
his admission. Murray Lyon states that " it only 
" means that the fellow  craft  or master shall [must] 
" have a mark, which he may have adopted on his 
" being made an entered apprentice ; for  the ancient 
" records of  Mary's Chapel, and of  the Lodge of 
" Kilwinning show that the possession of  these 
" devices was common alike to all apprentices and 

k 2 
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" fellows  or masters who chose to pay for  them." 
Again (p. 71), it is stated that in the entries in the 
minute books of  Mary's Chapel (Edinburgh) and 
Kilwinning Lodges the words used for  the registra-
tion of  marks are—"given," "given out," "chosen," 
" taken," " taken out," " received," " booked," and 
" paid for."  In some instances at Peebles (lb. 
p. 4ig) in 1718, 1723, &c., it is mentioned that 
several non-operatives on being admitted to the 
lodge, " chose " their marks. 

The rules of  the lodge St. John's, Kilwinning 
(.Freemasonry  in Inverness,  Alexr. Ross, p. 43), 25th 
March, 1745, provide " y l each entred apprentice 
" may sign the same [the book of  bye-laws] in 
"testimony of  his adherence to them, and y' his 
" mark then taken out may show the members of 
" this as well oyr. lodges the time of  his admission, 
" &c., ye lodge he belongs to, as well as his 
" age." 

In the regulations of  the 2nd of  June, 1687, from 
the books of  the Old Lodge of  Dumfries  {History, 
by James Smith, 1892, p. 6), it is enacted " That no 
" entered aprentiss be entered till first  he pay to 
" ye master and warden a merk Scots money for 
"h is assignt merk [mark] upon his entry, and to 
" ye clerk half  a merk Scots money also for  his 
" booking." 

In the minutes of  the same Lodge reference  is 
made in 1739 [lb.  p. 20] to brethren at their 
admission " taking out their mark," and brethren 
not masons by trade, did this, " and paid for  the 
same." The minute book No. 1 of  the same lodge 
(lb.  pp. 66-7) contains a register of  marks. A few 
of  them are dated, and none, Mr. Smith states, 
appear to be earlier than 1716. " Among them are 
" representations of  a crown, a violin, an anchor, a 
" shovel, weighing scales, an axe, a top-boot, a wig, 
" a pair of  scissors, a coffin,  a face,  a key, an hour-
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"glass, a gridiron, were doubtless meant as trade 
" marks, none are probably later than 1800." 

It appears to me tolerably clear that the term 
" entered apprentice " simply meant that the young 
mason having been taken as or bound an appren-
tice, was formally  entered as one, in the book of 
the lodge (mark book) used for  that purpose, and 
at the same time entered the craft  and the lodge. 

Each lodge in Scotland, then, in the seventeenth 
and eighteenth centuries kept an independent book, 
in which was registered the name, generally the 
mark, and the profession  or trade of  every member, 
and each newly-entered apprentice. It seems pro-
bable that this was the custom in England, although 
I do not think it would be safe  to assume that in 
all the different  customs of  the craft,  the usage 
was identical in both countries. 

The above are only a few  of  the entries I have 
selected as throwing some light on the manner in 
which the marks were obtained in later times. It 
must not, however, be forgotten  that they are none 
of  them earlier than the end of  the sixteenth 
century. From them it would appear that no 
general rule was followed  ; sometimes the candi-
date made the choice for  himself,  but if  not able to 
do so, it was probably clone for  him by someone 
present at or before  his admission into the lodge. 
One thing seems certain, that the apprentice could 
possess a mark as his personal property, but 
whether during his apprenticeship he was permitted 
to mark the stones he prepared, is not equally clear. 
Chalmers states (Achceologia, xxxiv. pp. 33, &c.) 
that " if  it should happen that two masons meeting 
" at the same work from  distant parts should have 
" the same mark, then one must for  a time assume 
" a distinction or, as heralds say, ' a difference.'  " 
If  this statement is correct, it follows  that in fairly 
modern times the marks were entirely personal, 
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and that it was quite possible for  two masons 
coming from  different  parts to have the same mark. 
Unless, however, there was a great central 
authority or authorities in well-marked districts, 
who were careful  in their records, and in communi-
cation with the various lodges, there might be 
endless confusion.  Nothing would exist to prevent 
the new comer above mentioned, on moving to 
another lodge, reverting to his original mark before 
it was differenced,  for  it is said only to have been 
assumed for  a time.  Supposing a similar event to 
have happened to both the workmen, there would 
be in use at the same time two marks exactly the 
same, used by two different  masons ; also two 
differenced  marks formed  on the same original, and, 
like Falstaff's  rogues in buckram, really belonging 
to and used by only two workmen. This confusion 
might easily be increased. Fortunately, however, 
for  those who study masons' marks such cases 
would be rare. It seems to me also unlikely, con-
sidering the manner of  thought in early days, and 
the respect which I believe then existed for  marks, 
that one mason would knowingly assume the mark 
of  another. Still, cases of  two men having the 
same mark must have occurred, at least in recent 
times, otherwise the rule or custom of  differencing 
would not have existed. From the period when the 
marks were cut on the bed of  the stone and not on 
the face,  such a complication would be of  little 
consequence, as at that time marks had probably 
lost whatever symbolism they possessed in earlier 
times, and had been degraded to little better than 
a mere mark for  his tools or check on the mason's 
work with respect to his wages. 

It is stated that the present usage is to some 
extent the same (Gwilt, Encyclopcedia of  Architecture, 
1876, p. 131). " On large works a list is kept of 
" them [the marks] by the foremen,  and any new 
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" man having a mark similar to one already on the 
" list, has to make a distinctive difference.  An 
" eminent practical mason assured us that from  the 
" character of  the mark, he could tell at once the 
" kind of  stone on which it was made." 

This distinction of  stones appears to point to a 
distinction of  marks ; i.e., a difference  in the marks 
belonging to each grade of  workmen, unless it 
resulted simply from  the manner of  cutting the 
mark, and the tool with which the stones were 
finished.  Mr. Chalmers writes [Archceologia,  xxxiv. 
p. 33, &c.), the rule that every mason should have 
a distinctive mark " and should affix  it to every 
" stone hewn by him," was strictly enforced  in the 
district of  Brechin. " And even now," he adds, 
" when many men are collected together on a work, 
" the rule is observed, though not with so much 
" strictness." The law at Brechin was also that 
every mason should register his mark in the lodge 
book, " and he could not change that mark at 
" pleasure." 

The list ot workmen's marks, now kept by the 
foreman  of  any large works, of  course has no other 
use, I imagine, than to distinguish the work of  one 
man from  that of  another, a large work not now 
being the same as the more ancient lodge. 

The present usage is more fully  stated by Mr. 
Whitley, in his paper on masons' marks read before 
the Archaeological Institute at Leamington [Lea-
mington Spa Courier,  n t h August, 1888). The 
modern custom is for  each mason to have a 
separate and distinct mark, " a register being kept 
" by the chief  foreman  wherein every man's name 
" and mark were entered side by side. Each man 
" as he finishes  his work at the banker, places his 
" mark upon the stone before  it leaves the shed. 
" The banker is the stone-bed or bench upon which 
" a mason works. These marks have been called 
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" banker-marks, and perhaps the name is more 
" appropriate than that of  masons' marks, as the 
" setters, who are usually selected from  amongst the 
" best workmen, make no marks upon the stone." 

In considering the question of  the usages and 
customs of  modern times, compared with those of 
an older period, one important event must not be 
forgotten.  The " Reformation"  swept away many 
of  the splendid old institutions, and at the same 
time, in removing the necessity for  the magnificent 
buildings of  old, so disorganised the craft  of 
masons, that many of  their rules and customs no 
doubt fell  into abeyance. In my opinion, this 
movement took away the power of  masonic 
authority, and to a great extent caused the breaking 
up of  the lodges, large and small. 

In the Act of  the 2nd and 3rd of  Edward VI., 
1548,—" And it is ordeyned and enacted by 
" thauctorite aforesaid,  that noe p [er] son or 
" p[er]sons shall at anye tyme after  the firste  daye 
" of  Aprill next comynge, interrupte denye lett or 
" disturb any Freemason roughmason carpenter 
" bricklayer playsterer joyner hardhewer sawyer 
" tyler pavyer glasyer lymeburner brickmaker tyle-
" maker plumber or laborer, borne in this Realme 
" or made Denizon, to worke at anye of  the saide 
" Crafts  in anye cittie Boroughe or Town corporate 
" with anye p[er]son or p [erj sons that will retain 
" him or them ; albeit the sayde pferjson  and 
" p[er]sons so reteyned or any of  them do not 
" inhabyte or dwell in the Cittie Boroughe or 
" Towne corporate where he or they shall worke, 
" nor be free  of  the same Cittie Boroughe or 
" towne," &c. 

It is unnecessary here to enter into the question 
of  the statutes relating to building trades but 

2 Those wishing to pursue this subject may refer  to Gould's History  of 
Freemasonry,  Vol. I., chap vii., pp. 328-380. 
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the above coming soon after  the incursion of  foreign 
workmen into this country, must have had great 
effect  upon the building trades generally. 

The process, it is true, was, of  necessity, gradual; 
it finally  resulted, nevertheless, in quite a different 
system being formed  in carrying forward  the craft 
of  masonry. Each mason became more of  an in-
dividual, and to a large extent lost that esprit de 
corps and united interest in the work which existed 
before.  For this reason it seems probable that 
though some lodges survived the general downfall 
of  the craft-system  and retained in a more or less 
perfect  condition the older teachings, the customs 
of  the present time cannot be implicitly relied on 
as a guide to the rules of  an earlier period. 

That certain ancient usages have been handed 
down seems not unlikely. A curious instance of 
this was pointed out so far  back as the year 1843. 
(Letter from  J. J., Builder, vol. i., p. 424.) Ten 
columns of  Sienna marble had been brought to this 
country from  Herculaneum. They were of  the 
Corinthian Order, and were used in a building in 
England. The writer of  the letter says that a 
modern mason in working a column puts his mark 
on the front  of  the head, to denote the handsomest 
and soundest front,  no matter whether it is at a 
diagonal line or no, and this he found  to be invari-
ably the case on the columns from  Herculaneum. 
On four  of  the columns was a geometrical mark— 
an acute-angled triangle resting on the base of  an 
equilateral triangle (reversed and divided vertically 
by a line) ; two of  them had the addition of  an 
horizontal line on the sinister side from  the lowest 
point of  the equilateral triangle. Three bore the 
Greek delta,  and different  Greek characters were 
on the others. 

The question of  central authority is too exten-
sive to be dealt with at the present time. Prof. 
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Lewis remarks (Joum.  Arch. Assoc., xlv., 151) :— 
" All evidence seems to point to there having been 
" bands of  skilled workmen attached to great 
" monasteries, cathedrals, and in later times large 
" cities, whose example and training influenced 
" the districts around. When works of  great mag-
" nitude were in hand, these bands were, no doubt, 
" increased ; and when the works ceased they were 
" lessened in number, the members dispersing here 
" and there, and leaving their marks in various 
" places." I am inclined to go a step further.  It 
seems to me that there were in early times not 
only lodges more or less permanently fixed  at all 
great buildings, but that they at the same time 
existed, to some extent at least, in the form  of  head 
or governing bodies over certain lodges, which had 
been started by and were fed  with workmen from 
their own ranks. These lodges, whether tempo-
rary or permanent, according to the requirements 
of  the particular case, would naturally follow  the 
same rules, and, no doubt, consider themselves as 
owing fealty  to the head or mother lodge from 
which they sprang. The members of  such sub-
ordinate lodges might either return to the mother 
lodge on the completion of  the new work, when 
not permanently fixed  in a district; or, if  several 
different  buildings were required within a reason-
able radius, become a permanent lodge there, and 
with assistance from  the mother lodge and other 
sources, supply all the labour required. That the 
guilds or companies of  various towns existed long 
before  they received charters of  incorporation is 
certain, but what was the exact connexion between 
the head lodge and the "outfield"  lodges is not 
clear. 

Nothing but a careful  collection of  the whole ot 
the marks found  in a building, or a number of 
buildings known to be of  about the same date, 
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where the series or nearly the whole series of 
marks obviously recur, would settle the question of 
"differences."  It would, at the same time, enable 
us to distinguish with tolerable certainty in such a 
case, and would go far  towards elucidating the 
question of  head or central lodges. 

A comparison of  this kind has been made by the 
Rev. C. S. Beauclerck (Stonyhurst  Magazine,  Dec., 
1884) of  the marks found  at Stonyhurst, and at 
the Church of  Mitton, where the Shireburn Chapel, 
or " new choir," was built by Sir Richard Shire-
burn. Mr. Beauclerck has made a careful  exami-
nation of  the marks at Stonyhurst, commenced by 
Sir R. Shireburn, who died in 1594, before  the work 
was finished.  The building was completed by his 
son, who died in 1628. The foundation  stone is 
supposed to have been laid between the years 1585 
and 1588 ; and the masonry was all but finished  at 
the death of  Sir Richard. Little short of  seventy 
masons, it appears, were employed on the works, 
and Mr. Beauclerck considers that it was com-
menced with no less than fifty,  a very considerable 
number for  a private house. During the building 
operations Sir Richard Shireburn commenced the 
Shireburn Chapel at Mitton, which is not far 
distant. 

From the plate of  marks illustrating Mr. Beau-
clerck's interesting paper, it is clear that six of 
those found  at Stonyhurst appear on the chapel at 
Mitton; all being the marks of  masons who 
worked on stones prepared for  special positions in 
the former  building. This, though a late example, 
no doubt shows that the workmen were drafted  off 
from  one place to the other when they could be 
spared. What became of  the lodge of  seventy 
masons when the whole of  the works were com-
pleted is, of  course, not known,3 but the difficulty  of 

3 Cf.  the marks from  Bidston Old Hall, Aughton Church, &c. 
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collecting together such a large number of  masons, 
in such a district as the country round Stonyhurst 
must have been in 1588, without the help of  some 
central authority, seems to me more than a proba-
bility. 

Mr. Freshfield  (in the Archceologia, vol. 50) also 
states :—" I think I traced the same marks upon 
" all the buildings of  the same date up the valley 
" of  the Ebro ; and I certainly came to the con-
" elusion that the buildings had been built by gangs 
" of  workmen that followed  from  one place to 
" another, using their marks as they went." 

The late Prof.  G. E. Street, in his work, Gothic 
Architecture  in Spain (p. 438), says that he was 
unable, except in one or two cases, to detect the 
mark of  the same mason in more than one work. 
From this he supposes that the masons were 
" stationary rather than nomadic in their habits, 
" a deduction which is fortified  by the difference  of 
" general character which may, I think, be detected 
" between the groups of  marks in different  build-
" ings." From calculation, Mr. Street considers 
that there were a large number of  masons working 
in Spain. This being the case, large lodges would 
exist at all the buildings, and the necessity for 
drafting  off  men would be removed so far  as "these 
particular buildings were concerned. 

The marks were for  the most part in early times 
cut in the centre, or nearly the centre, of  the face 
of  the stone, so as to be easily seen when the 
stone was placed in the wall. I think it is clear 
that although some masons were careful  to cut 
their marks in a straight position with respect to 
the edges of  the stone, many were not. Often  the 
mason appears to have cut his mark as he hap-
pened to be standing when the stone was finished, 
regardless of  the position. In consequence, marks 
are often  found  the wrong way up, and in many 
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other different  positions. This will be easily seen 
from  the plates annexed, upon which all the marks 
are given as they appear on the stones when built 
into the wall. Mr. F. S. Waller, to whom I am 
indebted for  an interesting series of  Norman marks 
from  Gloucester Cathedral, having for  some years 
had the superintendence of  the restoration there, 
he and his son have had peculiar advantages in 
examining the stones. He informs  me that in no 
instance have marks been found  cut on the Norman 
stones in any other position but the face. 

This, however, does not appear to have been a 
fixed  rule abroad. Mr. Freshfield,  in the paper 
just quoted, mentions that in the desecrated church 
of  Taon, near Caen, which is not a very early 
specimen of  Norman, he found  the double-headed 
arrow cut upon the inner face  of  the stone, " and 
" it may be," he adds, " that this was the practice of 
"the French Norman masons, as it certainly was 
" a method occasionally adopted by the English 
" masons of  the thirteenth century." 

Mr. Chalmers (Archceologia,  xxxiv., p. 33, &c.) 
also states that marks are often  made on the beds 
of  the stones, and therefore  become invisible on 
buildings. " I f  it be objected that they thus 
" lose their usefulness  in the appropriation of  bad 
" workmanship to the true delinquent, the answer 
" is simple ; the marks are not made by the 
" builders, but by those who prepare the stone for 
" the builders, and when they have passed through 
" the hands of  these their use is exhausted." Other 
instances have been noticed. Street (Gothic Archi-
tecture  in Spain, p. 113) remarks that in the case of 
Leon Cathedral, the masons seem to have marked 
the beds and not the face  of  the stones ; also that 
the early masons' marks are but few  in number. 
Various portions of  the building date from  the 
thirteenth to the sixteenth century. Marks were 
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also found  on the beds of  the stones of  a conduit 
at Sherborne, built in 1510. They were also cut 
in the same position in other countries. Prof. 
Lewis found  some on an over-turned column in the 
ruined mosque of  Amru at Cairo ; other marks 
have also been found  at Ascalon in Palestine, and 
Amman in Moab. (Lewis " Masonry and Masons' 
Marks." Trans.  Lodge Quat. Coronal,  iii., p. 68.) 
Mr. Whitley thinks that with the decline of  Gothic 
architecture the marks appear to have disappeared 
from  the face  of  buildings. 

It is not often  possible to examine the beds of 
the stones in ancient buildings. I have occasionally 
found  marks, upon carved work, cut on the bed, 
but they are not common. They are sometimes 
numerals, or of  simple form,  such as a plain cross, 
and appear to me to be intended as key-marks or 
guides to the workmen in placing the stones. 

I am inclined to refer  the date when it became 
more usual to cut the mark on the bed of  the stone 
to a little earlier than the year 1600 ; when the 
craft  had lost much of  its former  glory and power, 
and the marks themselves had lost, to a great 
extent, their value and symbolism. 

The modern custom is, I believe, to cut the 
mark on the upper bed of  the stone, so as not to be 
seen when the stone is in its place. There are, 
however, a number of  instances in which the marks 
appear plentifully  on the face  of  masonry of  the 
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, but principally 
upon walls and bridges. The size of  marks has 
also been generally reduced in modern times. I do 
not think, however, that the size can be taken as a 
certain guide, as I have often  seen in early buildings 
the same mark, evidently of  the same mason, cut 
almost every size between about fourteen  inches 
and three inches in length. Mr. Beauclerck, in the 
paper on Stonyhurst already referred  to, observes 
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that " if  the stone is to be placed within easy view 
" the mark will be fine  and almost invisible ; if  at 
" a height it will be big and deep. The same mark 
" may in one position be an inch long; in another, 
" two or even three. This seems to be due not so 
" much to carelessness as to the desire of  the 
" mason to have his mark seen. It appears to have 
" been their privilege in those times to place their 
" marks everywhere on the face  of  the stones." 

I think there is no doubt that the masons varied 
the size of  their marks purposely, according to the 
position in which the stone was to be ultimately 
placed. I have often  noticed that the larger-sized 
marks were to be found  on the higher stones of  a 
wall, though at the same time some marks were 
of  large size even when on the level of  the eye. 
The mason was also, it appears to me, to some 
extent guided by the size of  the stone, and the 
space available for  his mark. I have several times 
noticed a mark very finely  and carefully  cut inside 
the mouldings of  a door or window, and necessarily 
small in size. The same mark has appeared larger 
in size when placed on the flat  surface  of  a stone. 

Mr. Whitley suggests that where large numbers 
of  the same marks are found—as  the letter N at 
St. Michael's Tower, Coventry, and the R and X 
on the Earl of  Leicester's buildings at Kenilworth 
— " it seems probable that all the stones were not 
" the work of  one workman alone, but of  several 
" working in common in the sheds, and the figure 
" adopted for  the payment of  task work. It is 
" likely, that most of  these stones were worked 
" and marked at the quarry, and brought to the 
" building for  use as required." 

Such an argument raises great difficulties.  It 
appears to me possible with regard to Leicester's 
buildings and restorations, which are dated from 
1570 to 1575 ; but as the tower of  St. Michael's 
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Church is dated 1373 to 1395, it would go far  to 
prove the non-personal use of  marks at a very 
early date. That the old masons did work by 
task as well as journey is clear, but I am not 
inclined to adopt the theory that in the fourteenth 
century a number of  masons working together 
adopted a common mark. The individual masons 
would naturally be responsible to the master-mason 
who took the contract, just as they are to the head 
of  the works at the present time. 

One point has often  puzzled me. It is quite 
clear that in early times, although in some in-
stances the marks were cut on the beds of  the 
stones, they were as a general rule intended to be 
visible. A mason was proud of  his craft  and also 
of  his mark. Therefore,  if  only as a means of 
identifying  each man's work, each stone should be 
marked, except in cases, perhaps, when a portion 
of  a building was placed in the hands of  one 
workman. If  every stone did not bear a mark, 
then all possibility of  distinguishing the work of 
different  masons, either before  or after  the stones 
were placed in the walls, could not exist. It has 
been seen from  the remarks of  Mr. Chalmers, in 
his paper on Brechin marks, that the custom then 
was, for  every stone to be marked by the man who 
worked it. Why is it, then, that marks are so 
often  found  only on some stones, often  on the 
lower courses only ? This may easily be seen from 
the marked stones at Burscough Priory, where 
two stones come together bearing different  marks, 
either or both appearing again in other places 
powdered over the walls among a large number of 
blank stones. In some buildings I have seen the 
marked stones appearing to exceed in number 
those unmarked; in other cases, again, almost 
every stone bears a mark, often  nearly all of  the 
same form. 
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It has been observed by M. l'Abbe Amber, 
Canon of  Poictiers (Bulletin,  Comite  Hist,  des Arts 
et Monuments,  iv., 1847-8, p. 220, &c.), that the 
same form  of  mark appears in scattered places all 
over the cathedral, of  different  sizes and not all 
equally well cut. He considers that blank stones 
were marked on the other face,  and asks if  it is pos-
sible to explain the recurrence of  the marks by sup-
posing that they were those of  the master mason 
who gave them to the workmen. Such a general 
arrangement would explain how when a workman 
died or went away, having worked on a certain 
portion of  the church, left  it to his successor, who 
reproduced it a century or more afterwards  in 
other parts of  the building, far  away from  the 
place where it was in the first  instance used ; or 
that the stones, more particularly the plain square 
ones, were prepared and kept in store, where they 
might remain for  some years, owing to frequent 
interruption in the works, and when the time came 
for  their use, they were placed in whatever position 
their shapes suited. 

Mr. Whitley points out that marks are often 
more frequent  in the lower portions of  buildings, 
and grow fewer  in number as the height advances. 
At the same time he mentions the case of  St. 
Michael's steeple, Coventry, which bears marks 
from  the ground to the top of  the tower. He also 
asks the question whether unmarked stones were 
so left  by accident. " It would be necessary," he 
remarks, " to engage non-Guild or non-Company 
" masons and local masons to hasten on the work, 
" and thus the existence of  non-marked stones 
" may to some extent be explained. The stones of 
" some buildings have no marks shown whatever. 
" Were all the worked stones left  without the 
" marks the work of  non-society men ? That some 
" were the work of  apprentices, who would have 
" no mark." 

L 
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It does not appear to me to be at all probable 
that men who were not members of  a guild or 
company would be allowed to work stones in early 
times in a regular lodge. It had occurred to me 
that the blank stones might be those squared by 
the apprentices ; in many buildings, however, the 
number of  them seems too great for  the difficulty 
to be thus explained. It has been seen that the 
Scotch usage in later times was for  the apprentice 
to take out a mark, and it is not at all certain 
whether the apprentices did or did not mark their 
work at an earlier date. 

The Abbe Amber, quoted above, held the same 
opinion as M. Didron, who states that " the marks 
" are often  hidden in the thickness of  the walls." 
(Ann.  Arch., 1845, ii., p. 248.) M. Klotz (lb.,  1845, 
iii., p. 54) says " many stones bear no mark on the 
" face,  which is visible, because the mark is cut on 
" the side built into the wall : a positive proof 
" that they are the marks of  the masons, and not 
" for  the builders." As he was at that date the 
architect of  the cathedral, M. Klosz would have 
many opportunities of  examining portions of  the 
building undergoing repair. The same opinion is 
held by Da Silva, in his interesting paper on 
Masons' Marks in Portugal. (J. P. N. da Silva, 
Memoire  de I'A  rcheologie sur la veritable signification 
des signes qu'on voit graves sur les anciens monuments 
de Portugal,  Lisbonne, 1868,4 illustrated with a 
number of  plates.) He considers that it was a 
matter of  indifference  to the mason on which side 
of  the stone he placed his mark, or which way up 
it was likely to be placed in the building. In the 
doorway of  the old cathedral of  Coimbra, Prof,  da 
Silva found  marks which would have been hidden 
behind the shafts  of  the columns, if  the shafts  had 

4 An abstract of  this paper, by Mr. George Godwin, appeared in the 
Builder, xxvii., 1869, p. 237. 
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not been broken. He places the date of  the 
cathedral about the year n i l . He also considers 
that when a workman was employed upon all the 
stones of  a column, or the casing of  a door or 
window, he cut his mark on the base or the foot, 
which was the place chosen for  the mark of  the 
workman. This would not prevent another mark 
being found  upon the base of  the other column or 
casing of  the same bay ; it only clearly points out 
that one workman has executed this part of  the 
building, and so no other marks are found  on the 
other stones of  this portion of  the work. The 
same system, he observes, was not used with 
regard to the stones which formed  the arches of  a 
roof,  or arched buttresses, when every stone may 
bear a different  mark, because many workmen 
were employed on it at the same time, in order not 
to delay a portion of  the construction upon which 
depended the continuation of  the works. 

Da Silva also expresses the opinion that to 
expedite the work it was necessary to contract with 
the workmen for  the ornamented stones, faced  on 
all sides according to the dimensions and designs 
of  the architect. It was quite impossible in a large 
building to keep the workmen waiting while a 
mason finished  all the stones for  one part ; there-
fore,  when he had made ready the number of  stones 
apportioned out to him, he commenced others for 
another part, higher up ; because at the same time 
other masons were employed on stones which were 
joined in with those their companions had finished 
at an earlier time. 

These explanations would of  course at once 
clear away the difficulty  of  some stones being 
marked and some not, as well as explain the 
scattered positions in which the same mark appears 
in many large buildings. At the same time, how-
ever, it removes much of  the supposed symbolism 

l 2 
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of  the mark when cut on the face  of  the stones, 
and reduces its meaning in this usage to what Da 
Silva supposes them to be,-—mere marks for  the 
identification  of  work done. It would also be 
possible for  the stones prepared by some of  the 
masons being so built into the wall that not one 
example of  their marks would remain visible. As 
a personal badge for  use on a seal or for  any other 
such purpose, the value of  the mark naturally 
remained as great as ever. Nothing but the careful 
examination of  a number of  buildings will satis-
factorily  settle this point, which does not seem to 
have been the same in every country. I have 
quoted Mr. Waller with regard to Gloucester, and 
such an opinion is decisive with regard to at least 
one English cathedral; and as far  as my own small 
experience goes, I have rarely found  a mark in any 
position but on the face.  Is it possible that upon 
a certain number of  stones each workman cut his 
mark, and on the remainder of  the same batch the 
mark was painted, like those of  very ancient times 
already mentioned ? 

I cannot agree with the opinion given by Gwilt 
(Encyclop.  of  Architecture,  1876, p. 130), that " the 
" marks which by some have been supposed to be 
" personal marks of  the masters of  the works, but 
" which are in fact  nothing more than directions to 
" the setters,  and, indeed, are used by masons up to 
" the present hour." They certainly have other 
uses, and although this solution is eminently prac-
tical, it is the result probably of  confusion  between 
two kinds of  marks. I think few  persons, looking 
at the very elaborate and beautifully-cut  designs so 
often  found,  would ever believe for  a moment that 
so much skill, trouble, and time would be wasted 
for  so simple an object. That there was a kind of 
mark used for  this purpose is clear. Prof.  Hayter 
Lewis, in the admirable paper read before  the 
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Lodge Quatuor Coronati (p. 68), already quoted, 
mentions some marks " from  the beds of  the decayed 
" stones which had to be removed from  the west 
" front  of  Wells. They are less elaborate than 
" usual, and I think it likely that they marked the 
" intended position of  the stones." He has very 
kindly furnished  me with copies of  these marks, 
thirteen in number ; one of  them, a form  of  the 
letter occuring twice. Mr. J. T. Irvine, who 
copied them, states that the stones upon which 
they were found  were so decayed that they had to 
be removed ; and that there must be many more, 
as no stone was removed which could possibly be 
preserved. 

These marks would date from  the thirteenth 
century, and certainly to some extent resemble 
masons' marks. From the drawings, I should 
imagine they were much more rudely cut than the 
ordinary masons' marks of  the period. 

An interesting example of  external key or guide 
marks for  the builders is referred  to by Mr. Klotz, 
the architect of  Strasburg Cathedral. (Ann.  Arch., 
iii., 1845, p. 54.) The west door of  Reims Cathe-
dral is covered with carving, the decoration being 
a continuous design. In order to prevent any 
stone being misplaced, a regular system is used, 
by which each of  the three doorways are distin-
guished, as well as the sides of  each. All the 
stones for  the central door are marked with a 
crescent and a T ; the left-hand  door with an 
arrow-head and a cleaver, the arrow-head marking 
the left  side of  the door and the cleaver the right-
hand side. The position of  each stone is also 
pointed out. For example : the first  stone on the 
left-hand  side bears an arrow-head and a foot-sole; 
the second stone an arrow-head and two soles ; to 
the sixth stone, with the arrow-head and six soles. 
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On the right-hand side, the cleaver is the fixed 
mark to indicate the right side, and the number of 
the foot-soles  again varies to mark the courses of 
the stones. The same system is used for  the right 
door, a pick-axe being the mark for  the right-hand 
side and an R for  the left,—the  courses of  the 
stones are again marked by foot-soles.  On the 
central or great door, the left  jamb bears a crescent 
and the right jamb a j,. On both the right and 
left  sides is a circle divided by a cross ©, which, 
according to number—like the foot-soles—distin-
guishes the position of  each stone. The same 
system is followed  in the arches, only each stone 
bears three signs instead of  two,—for  example : 
the stones of  the right-hand side of  the left  door 
are marked with a lozenge, a key, and foot-soles, 
the latter always marking the course of  the stone. 
The left  side of  the same arch has a wheel, a key, 
and foot-soles. 

The right-hand side of  the right door is distin-
guished by a crossed circle, the outline of  a little 
house, and foot-soles. 

These signs are of  course not masons' marks 
proper, though each of  them was used by itself  for 
that purpose elsewhere ; they simply show a very 
curious system of  defining  the arrangement of 
stones, where it was specially required. 

Colonel Howard Vyse (Pyramids  of  Gizeh, i., 
279-284) quotes, with regard to quarry marks, the 
observations made by my valued friend,  the late 
Dr. Birch :—" A curious sequence of  symbols 
" occurs upon the blocks of  the northern and 
" southern sides of  Campbell's Chamber. 
" The mason has marked upon those of  T 
"the south the symbol (fig.  4) 'good' or 0 
" 'excellent ' ; perhaps likewise used in Flg-4-
" these instances as a cipher, for  it is accompanied 
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" by numerals. The first  instance presents * 
" (FIG- 5) ' N O F R E , eight,' where the recurved = = A 
" line indicative of  the decimal has probably j 
"been x-ubbed off,  since the block next but Fig. s. 

a: " two in succession has (fig.  6) ' N O F R E , 21,' 
1 p. ri A " which would make the number of  the 
HllIU "preceding block '18.' After  21, a single 

Fig. 6. "unmarked block occurs, then (fig.  7), 
" which signifies  ' N O F R E , 2, 3.' No analogy a: 
"between N O F R E and South has yet been nf)Q 
" discovered. The blocks on the opposite 
"quarter are marked with a Koucoupha rig.?.' 

"sceptre (fig.  8), called gom, or torn, appa-
" rently with reference  to strength, power, &c. 

^ " One block bears this symbol by itself,  and 
F'g-8-" the other with the numerals IV. gom. IV. 

" (fig.  g) At the East end the symbol 
" N O F R E again occurs, with some other —- P 
" marks, apparently numerals, but imperfect  rr !\ 
" and indistinct, and at the joint is a gazelle Fig-9-
" couchant, having before  it a sword or glaive." 

Another form  of  instructions to the builders was 
used in India in early times. Mr. C. Home, in a 
letter to the Builder (1869, vol. xxvii., p. 504), 
mentions some Indian masons' marks, from  the 
Buddhist monasteries at Benares, Bukharya, Khund, 
etc., which he states are of  the Gupta Dynasty. 
Many of  the stones bore directions in Sanskrit 
characters, such as right hand, bottom of  pillar, 
upright,  etc. 

On p. 131 of  Gwilt's Cyclopaedia will be found 
what appears to be the generally received opinion of 
the primary object of  marks. " Perhaps the fact  of 
" their occurrence, as in the present day, is simply 
" due to their being the marks or signs by which 
" each mason recognizes the particular stone for 
"the correct workmanship of  which he is answer-
" able." Rather, I would say, by which the head 
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of  the masons recognized the stone prepared by 
each workman. Chalmers, in the paper already 
quoted, published in 1852, has recorded some 
interesting particulars gleaned from  masons of  his 
own time. " I have often  asked intelligent and 
" experienced masons on what principle, or accord-
i n g to what rule, these marks are formed; 
" whether they are symbolical, and of  what ? The 
" answers I have generally got amount to this : that 
" they are supposed to be as old as the human race 
" itself;  that they probably had in early times a 
" meaning now unknown, and are still regarded 
" with a sort of  reverence, and as something mys-
" terious ; that the only rule for  their formation  is 
" that they shall have at least one angle ; that the 
" circle must be avoided, and cannot be a true 
" mason's mark, unless in combination with some 
" line that shall form  an angle with it ; that there 
" is no distinction of  ranks—that is, that there is 
" no particular class of  marks set apart for  and 
" assigned to master masons as distinguished from 
" their workmen ; if  it should happen that two 
" masons meeting at the same work from  distant 
" parts should have the same mark, then one must 
" for  a time assume a distinction, or, as heralds 
" say, ' a difference.'  " 

Last year, when collecting marks in Yorkshire, a 
working mason of  thirty-five  years' standing in-
formed  me that modern banker-marks, so called 
from  the stone bench upon which the stones are 
worked, were always cut on the top bed of  the 
stone ; that he himself  during his apprenticeship 
used his master's mark, but never cut it in the 
centre of  the stone but always at the right-hand 
top corner. This he appeared to consider a matter 
of  course, the centre position being reserved for  the 
master mason ; the apprentices cutting their marks 
only in the right and left-hand  top corners. 
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The facts  collected by Chalmers make it clear 
so far  as the modern masons at Brechin were con-
cerned, which agrees with the custom of  earlier 
Scotch lodges, quoted above, that the marks were 
purely personal ; also, that they in themselves 
defined  no distinction of  rank in the workman. 
This is, however, entirely in opposition to some 
of  the theories which have been started by various 
writers. The late Mr. E. W. Shaw, who made 
perhaps the largest collection of  marks known at 
his time, and who studied them very carefully, 
believed that, besides the object of  recognition of 
and payment for  individual work, they contained of 
themselves other meanings. He considered that 
they were handed down from  father  to son, just as 
armorial bearings were, and that additional symbols 
were added to distinguish the different  members of 
one family.  That he could trace the marks of  the 
master mason, fellow,  and apprentice, and even 
distinguish what he termed " blind marks," or the 
marks of  those employed on the building, but not 
belonging to the lodge. He apparently held, also, 
that by careful  study the nationality of  the work-
man could be distinguished from  the marks ; and. 
as a proof  that such was the case, used to point 
out some of  the marks on Fountains Abbey as 
being of  French extraction, and differing  from  those 
of  this country. (Rev. A. F. A. Woodford,  Masonic 
Cyclopcedia,  p. 458.) 

Somewhat similar theories were held by M. 
Uidron, who collected a large number of  marks 
from  foreign  sources. (Godwin, Archceologia, 1884, 
xxx., 113.) He believed that it was possible to 
discover in the marks reference  to distinct schools 
of  masons or lodges, and that the marks in his 
collection divided themselves into two separate 
classes. The monogramatic marks placed sepa-
rately on the stones, he attributed to the overseers. 
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Those of  the second class partake more of  the 
nature of  symbols, such as shoes, trowels, mallets, 
&c. He then refers  to the doorway at Reims 
cathedral, already quoted, which bears the outline 
of  a shoe-sole. He found  this mark also at Stras-
burg, and nowhere else, and explains this by the 
fact  that masons were brought from  Strasburg to 
work upon certain parts of  the cathedral of  Reims. 
I have not yet traced a printed account of  this 
report on masons' marks. It is possible that it is 
the one already referred  to, and mentioned in the 
Annates Archeologiques (vol. ii., p. 249). Le Comite 
Historique declined to insert M. Didron's instruc-
tions about masons' marks. " II me fut  repondu 
" que c'etait peu important, qu'on trouvait partout, 
" que le murs de la cathedral e de Strasbourg en 
" etaient couverts. La reponse n'etait pas des 
" meilleures, il s'en faut,  cependant elle 6carta ma 
" demande." 

It has also been stated that German marks were 
not personal, but handed down from  father  to son. 
This seems to be a general opinion among German 
writers on the subject. Fort, quoting Klemm and 
others, has some interesting notes bearing on the 
subject. Hanns von Boblingen, about 1482, used 
a certain mark, as also Conrad Roritzer, 1480, and 
Heinrich von Ensingen, 1387—all celebrated Ger-
man masons. Their marks were used by their 
descendants, with slight alterations. 

Mr. Godwin states, that in a conversation, 
in September, 1844, with a mason at work on 
Canterbury Cathedral, he "found  that many ma-
" sons (all  who were freemasons)  had their mystic 
" marks handed down from  generation to genera-
" tion; this man had his mark from  his father, 
" and he received it from  his grandfather."— 
(Mackey, Encyclop. of  F.M.,  art. Marks.) 

These statements have been often  made and 
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repeated : a much more useful  and practical ex-
amination of  the subject was made by Prof.  T. 
Hayter Lewis, in the paper already quoted. 
(Journ.  Brit. Arch. Assoc., vol. xlv., p. 149. He 
has analysed several series of  modern marks, the 
owners of  which are known, and is of  opinion 
that—" Certainly in many cases it is not so. * * * 
" On the other hand, there are many cases in 
" which the same marks are used at the present 
" day by members of  distinctly the same family, 
" there being some slight difference  for  the sake of 
"identification."  Again (p. 150)—"There is, no 
" doubt, evidence both ways ; but bearing in mind 
" that the strictness of  the rules of  the old guilds 
" had been considerably relaxed even in the seven-
" teenth century, we may, I think, assume with 
" great probability that the plan still existing of 
" the same marks being continued in use by mem-
" bers of  the same family,  with such modifications 
" a s I have noted, was a characteristic of  the 
" mediaeval masons." This adoption of  a type 
mark has been extended from  that of  the head of  a 
family  to the head of  a lodge, or the foreman  over 
a number of  masons. Mr. Whitley supposes that 
the marks were often  handed down from  father  to 
son, and that by making certain additions to the 
mark of  the head of  a family,  or of  the foreman. 
He quotes the marks on the city walls of  Coventry 
as a possible example. Taking a cross as the 
mark of  the foreman,  other crosses are found  with 
various alterations and additions. The idea of  a 
head, or foreman's  mark being utilised as a basis 
for  others, appears to have been the custom in 
some instances. In an article in the Builder, (vol. 
xvi., p. 548, 1858), it is stated—" Mr. Brown said 
" that when he was at Chatsworth he had a book 
" with hundreds of  marks in it, and with the 
" masons' and stonecutters' names attached to 
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" them, and that as a new hand or craftsman  was 
" put on a job, he added an additional nick or 
" score to his master's or foreman's  ; so that at 
" once every man's work was known by his mark." 

I have known two instances where the marks 
have been adopted. The Yorkshire mason, already 
mentioned, told me that at the end of  his apprentice-
ship, when his master was already dead, he assumed 
his mark. This is not very surprising, he having 
probably cut the same mark hundreds of  times. 
Another instance has come under my notice, in 
which a Lancashire mason gave up his own mark 
and assumed that of  his father  on his death. 

It is quite certain that on classifying  the marks 
found  on any building where they are fairly 
numerous, it often  becomes evident that several 
sets, so to speak, naturally range themselves as 
formed  on what may be called a type-mark, 
although they individually differ.  For example, 
those from  Burscough, Nos. 15 to 26, the letter M, 
which Mr. Bromley supposes may be the initial 
letter of  Monachus,  or Nos. 2Q to 35, and 41 to 44. 
Although Nos. 22 to 26 are probably only reversed 
forms  of  the previous numbers, they are not always 
exactly alike. It is most probable that the round-
ings of  the lines in the letter (T ) , sometimes in and 
sometimes out, are simply the result of  the fancy  of 
the workman to make the form  of  the letter more 
ornate. Such a reason, however, will not account 
for  the main central line being sometimes extended 
at the top, sometimes below, in both, and not at all; 
or the additional lines found  in some of  the other 
marks. This, it is true, might well be a distinction 
of  various members of  one family,  but it is equally 
well explained by assuming that distinct marks are 
intended, or by the "difference"  used among 
more modern masons. 

With regard to Scotch masons, Murray Lyon 
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writes :—" On the question as to whether or not 
" marks were heritable by descent from  father  to 
" son, we have been able to discover in the Mary's 
" Chapel records only one instance of  a craftsman 
" having adopted his deceased father's  mark." 
This was in 1609. (Lyon, F.M.  in Scotland,  p. 6g.) 

It appears to me quite possible that in some 
families  the sons may have taken the mark of  the 
father  with a slight alteration. It would more 
naturally be the case when the father  had become 
celebrated as a mason, and the wish might exist to 
carry on the same design, just as in the case of  a 
modern trade mark. I do not, however, think it 
was ever the rule in this country. 

" It is rarely," Mr. Whitley observes, " that two 
" marks occur on one stone. In that case, pro-
" bably two men worked upon it for  some reason." 
" It was often,"  he adds, " to their benefit  to pre-
" pare the stones by piecework—Gothic stonework 
" being of  small and of  an innumerable quantity of 
" stones, with considerable work thereon." This 
appears to be to some extent a repetition of  the 
ideas of  Prof.  Da Silva, already referred  to. 

Everyone who has examined mediaeval buildings 
must have noted some instances in which two 
marks are found  cut on one stone ; it is, however, 
not common. Examples are found  at Burscough 
(Nos. 47 and 48) and at Birkenhead (Nos. 30, 31 ; 
79, 80; 92-93), and I have rarely seen a building 
in which marks occur in any quantity, where also 
at least one example of  a stone bearing two marks 
is not to be found.  In some instances three or 
more are clearly defined.  It is of  course possible 
that it may be the result of  several masons having 
worked upon one stone, it being only a natural 
conclusion that the number of  marks denotes a 
like number of  masons. No mason possessed 
more than one mark. 
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Mr. G. W. Speth calls attention to an interesting 
instance at Canterbury Cathedral, where 
there are many examples. The mark (fig. 
10) is prominent beyond all others and is 
seldom found  alone on a stone, but almost 
always with another mark, " a s if  it were 
" the countersign of  a foreman  or inspector." 
Another mark 181 occurs in the same way, and in 
one instance, on the north wall of  the nave, the 
two are found  together, with a third mark, a kind 
of  spear-head. (Note by Mr. G. W. Speth, Trans. 
Lodge Quat. Coronat.,  vol. iii., p. 80.) 

The suggestion that one of  the marks is that of 
the foreman  or head master mason naturally sug-
gests itself.  In some instances I have been in-
clined to think that this seemed probable, but 
where they occur so seldom in a building contain-
ing a large number of  marks—in some cases only 
once or twice—it is difficult  to see the reason why 
such should be the case. A similar difficulty  arises 
in the theory of  the second mark being the result of 
piecework, and renders it not entirely satisfactory. 
It is perhaps worthy of  notice that both the marks, 
Nos. 47 and 48, occur separately at Burscough 
(and Ormskirk No. 6), also Nos. 30 and 31 at 
Birkenhead, whereas Nos. 80, 92 and 93 do not, so 
far  as the marks have already been discovered. 

" I n regard to the arrangement of  Marks into 
" distinctive classes—one for  apprentices, another 
"for  fellow-crafts  or 'mark-men,' and a third for 
" foremen  or 'mark-masters,' " writes Lyon (Hist. 
F.M.  in Scotland,  p. 6g) : — " T h e practice of  the 
" Lodge of  Edinburgh [1599] or that of  the Kil-
" winning [1642], as far  as can be learned from 
" their records, was never in harmony with tradition 
" on that point." 

Mr. Shaw defined  certain forms  as " blind 
marks;" i.e., the marks of  masons who were not 

>T 
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actually members of  the lodge. This is a refine-
ment to which I shall again refer  when mentioning 
some of  the most recent theories of  the origin of 
masons' marks. 

The question of  arranging the marks so as to 
distinguish the masonic rank of  the workmen, as 
well as that of  dividing one nationality from  an-
other, appears to me to be beset with extraordinary 
difficulties.  It is quite true, however, that certain 
countries used forms  of  marks rarely found  else-
where, but so far  as can be judged they were 
not all of  the same peculiar character; for  example, 
the marks from  Spanish cathedrals, figured  by 
Street in his work on Gothic Architecture in Spain. 
Of  course it is possible that those marks which 
follow  other rules in their composition, and re-
semble those found  in other countries, belonged to 
workmen who themselves belonged to other nation-
alities. It seems to me hardly possible, however, 
to establish this theory, until the names of  those 
are known to whom the marks belonged. 

Prof.  Hayter Lewis, in discussing this question 
(Journ.  of  the Arch. Assoc., xlv., p. 150), says that 
he can see no sign which would define  a separate 
group of  workmen belonging to any particular 
lodge, company, or fraternity.  With this opinion 
I entirely agree, and am glad to find  that so great 
an authority has expressed the opinion; and I 
would add that up to the present time, though I 
have copied and studied a large number of  marks, 
nothing has come under my notice in the construc-
tion of  the marks themselves that would enable 
me to divide them with certainty into different 
classes, so as to distinguish the marks of  one grade 
of  workmen from  those of  another. 

Anything approaching such a division of  the 
marks points at once to a definite  system ruling 
their choice. It would at the same time decide the 
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question whether in early times the apprentices, 
like the superior workmen, placed their marks upon 
their work as well as on their tools. That there 
was some kind of  system as a basis for  masons' 
marks in early times, beyond the rule of  straight 
lines and angles, appears to me more than pro-
bable ; but that the system or systems survived to 
later times was evidently not the case. 

It is stated by Rziha (p. 36) and others that the 
master masons of  Germany placed their mark in a 
shield. This may have been the'custom, but upon 
English buildings I have never found  an example 
of  such a usage. It appears to me probable that 
it might well be done upon seals and monuments, 
giving the mark the character of  armorial bearings, 
but hardly likely that such a system was generally 
employed when placing the marks upon stones. A 
few  examples of  the seals of  sworn masons in 
France, taken from  existing documents, will be 
found  in Les Metiers  de Paris,  by Charles Desmaze 
(1874, p. 176). They date from  the years 1349, 
1371, 1372, and bear the hammer, trowel, and 
square ; another of  the year 1500, belonging to 
Jean Chevrin, bears canting arms : within a hedge 
a tree, against which stands a goat (chevre) on its 
hind legs. It is perhaps worth remarking that 
none of  the seals given, including also some be-
longing to carpenters and others, bear any symbol 
which may be taken as a mark, but rather assume 
the form  of  armorial bearings. The same custom 
was not unknown in our own country. The seal of 
Walter Dixi (or Walter le Masun), called " Cemen-
tarius de Bernewelle," of  the fifth  of  Edward I. 
bears in a circle an upright mallet, supported by 
a mallet on the sinister, and on the dexter side an 
object which it is not easy to distinguish, though it 
may represent the moon. (Godwin, Archceologia, 
xxx., p. 119.) 
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M. Louis Schneegans, Archiviste de Strasbourg 
(Ann.  Arch., 1848, viii., p. 186), points out that 
the mark of  Strasburg Cathedral is of  the same 
form  as that of  Fribourg, the colour only being 
different.  The Strasburg shield is Azure, the 
mark Or, and the Fribourg shield Azure, the 
mark Sable. He interprets the mark as a 
square surmounted by a cross (fig.  n ) , and 
states that it is found  on portions of  the f , g ' " ' 
Cathedral of  the time of  Hiilst, though he con-
siders that it is of  earlier date. From the second 
half  of  the fifteenth  century, this mark was taken 
as a basis for  their marks by the masons of  Stras-
burg, and it appears all at once upon the shields 
of  the masters. It runs through the sixteenth 
and seventeenth centuries, and is found  in almost 
every example. A number of  marks are given on 
the plate illustrating this article of  M. Schneegans. 

Lyon observes (F.M.  in Scotland,  p. 68): " There 
" i s no ground for  believing that in the choice of 
" their marks the sixteenth century Masons were 
" guided by any consideration of  their symbolical 
" quality, or of  their relation to the propositions of 
" Euclid." A number of  examples are given, a 
large proportion of  which " represent the initials 
" of  their owners' names, and they are nearly all 
" o f  a sufficiently  simple character to permit of 
" their being cut upon the tools of  operative ma-
" sons and the productions of  their handicraft,  or 
" used as signatures by such as had not been 
" taught to write—these being the only purposes 
" to which they are known ever to have been 
" applied by the Mason Craft  in Scotland." 

It may be mentioned that Prof.  Hayter Lewis, 
in his paper printed by the Archaeological Associa-
tion, so often  quoted (vol. xlv., p. 152), points out 
that in his comparative tables, consisting of  a large 
number of  marks, there is only one mark which 

M 
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may be looked upon as a sacred symbol, "although 
" the greatest part of  the mediaeval buildings 
" whence they were taken were churches and under 
" clerical influence." 

Victor Didron noticed that crosses were more 
frequent  on religious buildings, heraldic figures  (le 
blason) on military buildings, letters abound in 
churches, geometrical and fanciful  signs on castles, 
and that the variety of  marks is much greater in 
military than in religious buildings. (Ann.  Arch., 
1845, ii., p. 247.) 

Of  the many absurd and fantastical  notions of 
the origin of  masons' marks, I have already men-
tioned one or two. Those who delight in the maze 
of  imaginary symbolism may have their tastes 
gratified  by a series of  articles published in the 
Builder (vol. xxi., 1863, pp. 245, 273, 402, 493.) 

It was pointed out by the late George Godwin 
(Builder,  1843, vol. i., 365), " that in the ancient 
" buildings it is only a certain number of  stones 
" which bear symbols,—that the marks found  in 
" different  countries (although the variety is great) 
" are in many cases identical, and in all have a 
" singular accordance in character,—seems to show 
" that the men who employed them did so by 
" system, and that the system, if  not the same in 
" England, Germany, and France, was closely 
" analogous in one country to that of  the others." 

" We still adhere to our own expressed opinion," 
writes the Rev. A. F. A. Woodford  (Mas.  Cyclop., 
p. 459), " based on the greater authority of  E. W. 
" Shaw, that especially in the mediaeval times, if 
" not at all times in the history of  the building 
" sodalities, the marks were outer tokens of  an 
" inner organization ; that, taken from  geometry, 
" they constituted a sort of  universal Masonic 
" alphabet, which, with some national variations, 
" was a language the craftsmen  could understand." 
The opinion of  Mr. Shaw, with regard to what he 
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named " blind marks," bears also on this point. If 
it were possible to distinguish the marks of  the 
members of  the Lodge from  the " blind marks " of 
the non-members, some distinction must have 
existed between the two. It follows,  therefore,  that 
Mr. Shaw supposed either that some additional 
mark was present or wanting in the symbol used by 
one or both of  the two divisions of  workmen, or 
that they were formed  on quite different  bases. I 
imagine that by non-members of  the lodge he 
referred  to those itinerant masons who from  time to 
time appeared at large buildings, and were supplied 
with work for  a limited time. The latter alternative, 
when joining members—unless these are included 
among the non-members—are considered, involves 
so many difficulties  as to become all but impossible. 
The distinction he possibly referred  to was of,  or 
in the lodge itself,  the marks of  the members of 
which were formed  by some fixed  rule. 

Carrying out the idea of  Godwin, and perhaps 
that of  Shaw also, that masons' marks were formed 
on a regular system capable of  sub-division, so as 
to suit for  individual lodges, one important theory 
must not be omitted. Prof.  Homeyer, in his " Hof-
und Hausmarken," first  issued, I believe, in 1870, 
mentions that fifty  years previously, or about the 
year 1820, Dr. Parthey had given him a " mother-
diagram " or key-diagram, upon which was based 
the marks of  the masons found  upon Strasburg 
cathedral, the diagram having been discovered by 
the architect, Arnold of  Strasburg. From this key 

every stonemason was supposed to 
have selected conjoined lines as his 
mark. Prof.  Homeyer points out that 
it cannot be the foundation  of  all 
marks, as those representing flower 
pots, letters with circular arches, and 

mallets could not be obtained from  it, or indeed he 
appears to think from  any " mother-mark." He 
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also mentions that in the year 1828 the mason 
Kirchner, in Nuremberg, possessed a book which 
derived all the individual marks from  such a 
common source. (Ed. i8go, pp. 289, 429.) 

This system of  derivation has been elaborately 
worked out by Prof.  Franz Rziha, in his work 
Studien  iiber Steinmetz-zeichen  (Vienna, 1883), in 
which will be found  a series of  plates giving a large 
number of  marks. He contends that from  certain 
primitive geometrical diagrams and their combina-
tions may be obtained a series of  " mother-dia-
" grams" or keys, on which may be fitted  all the 
masons' marks known. In his plates, sixty-eight 
in number, he claims to have fitted  no less than 
1147 marks into their proper diagrams, thus prov-
ing the correctness of  his system. 

The primitive diagrams and their combinations, 
from  which also may be constructed the sections 
of  architectural ornaments (pp. 20, 21), were the 
geometrical foundation  of  marks, and a secret in 
the lodges. From the knowledge of  them a mason 
could " prove " his mark when required to do so, 
and also on seeing a mark was able to judge of 
its origin. 

The first  "mother-diagrams" commence, it will 
be seen, with a square, turned so as to form  a 
lozenge. By placing the squares one within 

Fig. 16. Fig. 17. Fig. 18, 
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another to any number, crossed by lines from  angle 
to angle, any number of  diagrams of  "combined" 
squares may be obtained. 

The second has for  its foundation  the equilateral 
triangle treated by the same rules. 

Fig. 19. Fig. 20. Fig. 21. 

Fig. 22. Fig. 23. 

The third includes the square combined with 
circles, called by Prof.  Rziha " Vierpasse." 

Fig. 24. Fig. 25. Fig. 26. 

The later stages of  this diagram become very 
complicated, like the fourth,  which, called " Drei-
" passe," is formed  by a different  combination of 
the triangle and circles. 

Fig. 27. Fig. 28. Fig. 29. 

It will be noticed that the fourth  diagram of  the 
first  series resembles that given by Prof.  Homeyer. 
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Each is capable of  any amount of  extension, 
and the combinations of  figures  form  such an 
elaborate and ornamental series of  diagrams that 
it is impossible to make them clear in a description, 
except at very great length. He contends that 
certain simple geometrical schemata were used by 
the ancient masters as diagrams in the construc-

From an examination of  a number of  marks, 
Prof.  Rziha considers that he has discovered the 
"mother-diagram" of  the masons of  Nuremberg, 
Prague, Dresden, Strasburg, Cologne, Vienna, and 
other towns. 

I have thus, as shortly as possible, glanced at 
this theory, in the elaboration of  which its author 
has certainly spared no pains. I may mention 
that Heideloff  (Die  Bauhutte  des Mittelalters  in 
Deutschland,  1844) reproduces two early tracts on 
geometry, of  1472 and 1486, the second of  which, 
by Matthias Roritzer, Dommeister of  Regensburg, 
contains architectural diagrams or plans of  orna-
ments, of  which the basis is the square in very 
similar combinations. 

The book by Prof.  Rziha is one of  great inte-
rest, whether the theory be accepted or not. It 
contains a number of  valuable notes and references, 
besides a large collection of  German masons' marks. 

tion of  buildings, not only 
for  the main lines, but for 
the details. 

Fig. 29*. 

In order to explain more 
clearly the manner of  fitting 
marks upon the diagrams, 
I have reproduced one from 
the series called " Vier-
passe." It is given by Prof. 
Rziha, from  St. Stephen's 
Church, Vienna. (Plate 37, 
fig.  724.) 
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I cannot, however, entirely agree with his theories; 
some difficulties  arise of  very considerable import-
ance. The different  examples of  the mark of  any 
mason were never exactly the same size ; the large 
one was as correct in form  as the small one. It 
therefore  follows  that although many simple or 
even rather complicated marks could be fitted  on 
a moderately complicated diagram, they would 
equally well find  a place on the most complicated 
diagram of  quite another composition. The diffi-
culty is to some extent supported by the fact  that 
all marks found  in one building appear to be made 
to fit  upon the diagram or diagrams attributed to 
that particular school of  marks. No account is 
therefore  taken of  masons who took out their 
marks in one lodge, and at a later period moved to 
another. It appears to me possible that some 
such system as that advocated by Prof.  Rziha may 
have been adopted in German lodges, where many 
of  the master masons' marks are of  peculiar form 
at a late period; but, without further  and more con-
clusive evidence, I am not prepared to accept such 
an elaborate and regular system of  diagrams as 
the foundation  of  the earliest marks, nor even of 
those belonging to a later period in other countries. 
As will be seen, we agree in our opinions that 
geometrical diagrams were the bases of  (many) 
marks, but differ  in the application of  those dia-
grams, which is of  course the foundation  of  the 
whole theory. 

Chalmers, it will be remembered, states that on 
enquiring from  operative masons about their marks, 
he was informed  " that they probably had in early 
" times a meaning now unknown, and are still 
"regarded with a sort of  reverence." This was in 
1852. Murray Lyon states " that there is no 
" ground for  believing that in the choice of  their 
" marks, the sixteenth  century masons were guided 
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" by any consideration of  their symbolical quality, 
" or of  their relation to the propositions of  Euclid." 
With both of  these opinions I cannot help agreeing. 
It must not, however, be forgotten  that if  the 
regular use of  masons' marks in this country is 
assumed to have commenced sometime in the 
eleventh century, one of  the above instances is 
about five  hundred and fifty  years, and the other 
about eight hundred years later. Both come from 
a time when the mason's craft  was little more than 
the empty shadow of  its former  self.  If  it be true 
that masonry contained some amount of  symbolism, 
in which was embodied important secrets, it would 
almost naturally follow  that a certain amount of 
this symbolism would find  an outcome in the 
marks. 

It has already been pointed out that the quarry-
marks in Egypt were often  religious symbols, but 
they were at the same time often  hieroglyphic 
characters, which had a definite  meaning. I do 
not, however, suppose that in their use the latter 
meaning was the object intended. Others take 
different  forms  ; for  example, those from  the quarry 
at Esneh, Assouan, and Koum Ombos (Petrie, A 
Season in Egypt,  1887), like the quarry-marks 
from  Silweh, are not all hieroglyphics, but in some 
instances present the forms  of  the marks of  later 
times. Col. Howard Vyse (Pyramids  of  Gizeh, i., 
278), during his excavations at the Great Pyramid, 
found  in one of  the chambers " many quarry-marks 
" similar to those in the other chambers, and also 
" several red lines crossing each other 
" at right angles, with black equi-
" lateral triangles, described near the 
" intersection, in order probably to 
" obtain a right angle." 

The old manuscript constitutions of  the masons, 
containing their traditional history and rules, so 

T 
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many of  which have now been made available in 
their original form  in the beautiful  fac-similes 
issued by the Lodge Quatuor Coronati, state that 
the fifth  of  the Seven Liberal Sciences is Geometry, 
the most worthy of  all, the name having been 
given to it by Euclid, " and how it is called 
" throughout all the world masonrie." The earliest 
known copy of  these constitutions—the Halliwell 
Poem—is called ars gemetrie,  and states — 

" through good gemetrj', 
Thys onesl craft  of  good masonry 
Was ordeynt and made yn thys manere, 
Y-cownterfetyd  of  thj s clerkys y-fere  ; 
At these lordys prayers they cownterfetyd  gemetry, 
And gaf  hyt the name of  masonry— 
Far the most oneste craft  of  alle." 

This manuscript has been variously dated as being 
of  the fourteenth  and fifteenth  century. 

The foundation  of  masonry was geometry, and 
masons were sometimes called Masters of  Geometry. 
Of  course geometry must always have played an 
important part in the construction of  buildings, 
and there is no doubt in my mind that the early 
secrets of  masonry were the secrets of  geometry as 
applied to building ; what were the other secrets, 
if  any, it is not necessary now to enquire. Secrets 
of  how to construct those beautiful  arches, columns, 
windows, and other portions of  the magnificent 
piles of  stonework which still remain as monuments 
of  the skill and knowledge of  their constructors. 
The designing of  each separate portion required 
skill and knowledge, which hardly exceeded that 
expected from  the masons who carried out the 
designs, and who no doubt in many cases created 
new forms. 

Prof.  Hayter Lewis (Trans.  Lodge Quatuor 
Coronati,  iii., p. 72), writes:—"The idea of  there 
" being any secrets in our Craft  appears also now 
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" to be somewhat absurd ; but it ceases to be so, 
" i f  we consider the difficulties  of  construction in 
" the stone-work of  a great building, the methods 
" of  building up the slender columns of  Early 
" English work, taking the thrusts of  the arches, 
" flying  buttresses and great vaults, the angles of 
" octagonal spires, and, above all, in the geo-
" metrical arrangement and proportion of  the 
" various parts, so as to form  a graceful  and well-
" proportioned whole. These were, very possibly, 
" secrets known only to the skilled, and I could 
" mention some which are well-nigh secrets even 
" now." 

This appears to me to be a just appreciation of 
the question, and, it must be remembered, is the 
opinion of  one well skilled in the science. It has 
been asked whether any difference  can be found  in 
the marks at different  periods. The difference 
must not be looked for  in the manner of  cutting 
the marks, for  such differences  appear to me to 
have always existed. 

Mr. Whitley has carefully  compared what appear 
to be the various classes of  marks found  upon 
buildings in the districts of  Coventry and Kenil-
worth. He considers that at certain periods they 
changed ; the difference  being very evident on the 
additions made to Kenilworth by the Earl of  Leice-
ster. This I think is evident, and I have myself 
noticed other similar instances, but the alterations 
were made by Leicester between the years 1570 
and 1575—a very late date—and at a time when 
the whole craft  was undergoing a change. 

It is however in the new shapes of  the marks 
used, as each succeeding style of  architecture rose, 
that the differences  will probably be found  to have 
been gradually introduced, at the same time not 
superseding but running 011 contemporaneously 
with the older forms. 
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Some time ago I formed  the theory that the 
foundation  of  a large number of  marks —even 
some of  those which have the appearance at first 
sight of  being purely alphabetical—must be looked 
for  in the geometrical bases of  construction. The 
lines, angles, and circles required to make what 
the old Constitutions call a mould or plan, will 
furnish  an endless series of  m 3. r l\ s. This may 
easily be seen by consulting almost any work on 
architecture. Some of  the marks will puzzle at 
first,  but, I doubt not, time and patience, with the 
assistance of  a little knowledge of  geometry, will 
resolve them into their proper forms.  Others 
appear to be taken from  the propositions of  Euclid. 
It is evident that a number of  the early marks are 
representations of  working tools and other objects 
—for  example, the mason's pick, as well as the 
triangle with or without the vertical line. This is 
represented, with other tools, in a stained glass 
window in Chartres Cathedral, of  the thirteenth 
century, where the level appears as an equilateral 
triangle. The various angles so often  found  as 
marks, the right angle, which perhaps also repre-
sented the mason's square, are the simple Defini-
tions. The ordinary mark, two parallel lines inter-
sected diagonally, is the 27th, 28th, 29th, and 
31st propositions of  the First Book of  Euclid. 
The mysterious pentagon, or a portion of  it as 
often  found—for  example Ormskirk, No. 12—is 
nothing more than Euclid iv. 11. The first  pro-
position of  the same Book contains the acute angle 
with one line extended. The ninth proposition is 
the square divided from  the four  corners. The six-
teenth proposition of  the First Book involves at 
least two well-known marks, as well as the seven-
teenth. The many forms  of  the triangle are easily 
to be traced. The second proposition of  the 
Eleventh Book is a common mark. The fifteenth 
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proposition of  Book VI. completes the hour-glass. 
Of  plain crosses and stars, with different  numbers 
of  rays, many examples will be found  in the Fourth 
Book. The arrow-head appears in the twentieth 
proposition of  Book III. Of  plain lines, also found 
as marks, and evidently not intended for  numerals, 
many variations could be obtained from  the Fifth 
Book. The letter R, as frequently  found  lying on 
its side, is the thirty-second proposition of  the 
First Book. The letter A is the ninth proposition. 
The M (reversed) and the W are also obtained in 
the lines required for  the construction of  the " cen-
t e r i n g " or temporary mould required in forms  of 
arches. (Button,  Archit. Diet.,  Arches, plate i.) 
Other well-known forms  of  marks will be found  in 
this series of  plates and elsewhere. 

It is needless to multiply the examples, which, 
with a little trouble, could easily be done. I do 
not, however, suppose that all marks through the 
four  centuries or so during which masons' marks 
were of  greater importance, were obtained from 
either the books of  Euclid, or from  the lines of 
geometry required for  the construction of  archi-
tectural designs. Many appear to me, however, to 
have naturally had their origin in these forms  ; the 
addition of  other lines and marks often  more or 
less disguising the original diagrams. Others were 
obtained from  working tools. For example : Burs-
cough, No. 45, to which I shall again refer,  as well 
as perhaps Ormskirk, No. 7. The Pentalpha, 
already mentioned, has always, for  many reasons, 
been considered as involving secret and mysterious 
properties. 

In the Transactions  (N.S. vi., p. 240) Mr. Edward 
W. Cox, in his valuable and interesting paper on 
" Liverpool Castle," has worked out his theory with 
regard to this very puzzling and sacred symbol. 
It has been used from  the sixth century B.C., and 
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was commonly employed as a mark from  the end 
of  the twelfth  century A.D. (Journ.  Arch. Assoc., 
xlv., 153, 154.) Cut on the stones, sometimes with 
long angles and sometimes with short ones, it 
would, as the basis for  the plan of  castles or fortifi-
cations, carry within itself  a most important secret. 
It was employed as the diagram for  the human 
figure  by Leonardo da Vinci, and for  other similar 
purposes during the middle ages. (Cf.  the sketch 
book of  Villars de Honnecourt, &c.) It is not 
difficult,  therefore,  to understand how such a sign, 
beyond tbe problem of  Euclid already referred  to, 
might very well be adopted by the early masons, 
carrying within it their own symbolism, but having 
no connexion whatever with the other thousand 
and one fancies  it has been supposed to contain. 

It is well known that the possession of  masons' 
marks was handed down by the members of 
lodges even to absurdity, as will be seen from  the 
quotations given above from  some of  the Scotch 
lodge books. A wig, a pair of  scissors, and other 
emblems certainly possessed some trade symbolism, 
if  such it may be called ; but it was not exactly the 
kind of  symbolism used and intended by the early 
masons. It is perhaps interesting to find,  however, 
that some of  the older and simpler forms  were in a 
most marked manner continued in freemasonry. 

In " The  Grand Mystery  of  Free-Masons  Dis-
cover'd,"  one of  the. so-called exposures published 
in 1724, are given the following  marks, called 
" The Free-Mason's Signs " :— 

A gutteral. A pedestal. A manual. A pectoral. 

) Z 7 X 
Fig- 3

2
* Fig. 33. Fig. 34. Fig. 35. 
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In it is also found  a Maltese cross surmounted 
by a triangle, after  the words " The lodge of  T 
St.  John."  Although this work for  use among S7 
Freemasons is of  no value, it is curious t o F i g 3 6 \ 
find  these figures  given. The author of  the 
book evidently intended them to represent what 
are usually called " signs." It appears to me that 
they would more properly be denominated, and, 
indeed, they all of  them occur as masons' marks, 
being simply different  kinds of  angles and an equi-
lateral triangle. Their value, if  they possess any, 
consists in their being the latest, and, perhaps I 
might say, the only instance in Freemasonry of  the 
period immediately after  1717 of  masons' marks 
being supposed to carry in themselves some hidden 
symbolism. 

For purposes of  illustration, I have here and 
there mentioned certain rules belonging to foreign 
countries, the authority for  which appears to be 
fairly  trustworthy. A consideration of  this portion 
of  the subject (foreign  marks) would be extremely 
interesting, but would extend my notes to far  too 
great a length. It would, indeed, be necessary to 
write a book of  very considerable size. I therefore 
leave the subject with regret.4 

I have thus, as rapidly as possible, run through 
some of  the principal facts  and fancies  involved in 
the study of  masons' marks, and have endeavoured 
rather to bring together information  required by 
anyone wishing to obtain a general idea of  the 
subject than to elaborate any theory of  my own. 

4 The literature on foreign  marks is very extensive. A handy little com-
pilation, dealing principally with these of  Germany, is the boolc by George F. 
Fort. It does not, however, throw much light on those of  our own country. 
The titles of  many works will be found  in Homeyer, Die Haus-und 
Hofmarkcn,  Berlin, 1S90 ; and Rziha, Studien  iibtr Steinmtlz-zeichen,  as 
well as many references  in the notes of  Fort's book, already mentioned (A 
historical treatise on early builders' marks, Philadelphia, 1885). Some dis-
crimination must be used, however, in the use of  some of  the authorities, as 
they are not always equally reliable. 
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The difficulty  has been that of  selection, and 
necessarily much has been omitted and much cur-
tailed, but I trust that I have shown that there 
really is something to be found  out about marks, 
and that, although perhaps not of  first-class  im-
portance, they possess very considerable interest 
and value. 

In the plates will be found  forty-eight  marks 
from  Burscough Priory, forty-three  from  Ormskirk 
Church, and ninety-six from  Birkenhead Priory. 
I have included variations. Those from  Burscough 
were found  and copied by Mr. Bromley from  the 
walls of  the piers of  the north transept, or Stanley 
chantry, the crossing, and the beggars' yard. A 
plate of  the principal part of  the buildings re-
maining will be found  in Roby's Traditions  of 
Lancashire. The highest of  the marks is below 
the present level of  the field  surface  ; therefore, 
none of  them were discovered until the excavations 
took place, of  which Mr. Bromley has given such 
an interesting account, together with a plan of  the 
Priory, and a large number of  illustrations in the 
Transactions,  vol. xii. ^ 

Generally the marks are cut in the centre of  the 
face  of  the stone, except in the case of  mouldings. 
For full-sized  drawings of  two different  examples 
I have been indebted to Mr. Bromley, who has also 
very kindly furnished  me with all the necessary 
information  about their position on the building, 
&c.; they are No. 29 and No. 44. No. 29 measures 

inches in length, and 3 J inches in width. No. 44 
is 3^ inches in length, and i f  inches in width. In 
the case of  No. 30, which my brother measured 
for  me, the three legs are of  different  lengths, being 
3i, 3, and 2J inches respectively. These may be 
taken as a fair  sample of  the whole series. It will 
be observed that the marks which occur most 
frequently  are forms  of  what has been called the 
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square and compasses, Nos. 1 to 16, fifteen  ex-
amples of  which were found.  Nos. 16 to 27, the 
last six being only accidentally reversed forms, 
number in all eighteen. The next in quantity is 
No. 30, and following;  all the others are few  in 
number. It would appear that we have the marks 
of  about twenty masons. To take them in order, 
No. 1 is frequent  in different  countries at different 
dates. On comparing the forms  in which this sign 
appears, it seems probable that it really had for  its 
basis something resembling the letter A. This 
letter A was found  by Prof.  Lewis as a potter's 
mark upon tiles from  the Tell el Yahoudeh (Trans. 
Soc. of  Bibl. Arch., vol. vii., p. 182 ; Joum.  Arch. 
Assoc., xlv., p. 153), which have been assigned to 
the second century B.C. and B.C. 1000 ; I have 
already referred  to this particular form  of  mark. 
Other tile marks from  the same place are the 
letter E, a plain cross, and a feather.  No. 7 
to 14, the broad arrow, is here found  pointing 
to three sides of  the stone, but not to the lowest 
side. As a mark it is universal. I think I have 
never examined a building without finding  it, and 
it seems to have been in use since the very earliest 
times. A somewhat similar form  occurs in Egypt; 
Mr. Freshfield  found  it on the walls of  Servius 
Tullius in Rome ; on Spanish buildings of  the 
eleventh and twelfth  centuries ; on the cathedrals 
of  Winchester and Ely; St. Sebald's Church, 
Nuremberg ; the Church of  St. Stephen, Vienna ; 
at Constantinople ; and in Asia Minor. The fre-
quency with which this mark occurs was explained 
to him as being due to the ease with which it may 
be cut. (Archceologia, li., p. 50, &c.) I must, 
however, agree with him that this explanation is 
not entirely satisfactory,  though it was possibly 
some recommendation. 

No. 14 has a similar basis, the centre line being 
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extended beyond the point. It seems to me pos-
sible that they represent the head of  an arrow or 
javelin. No. 15 is an evident arrow-head, crossed 
by a vertical line. 

No. 16 to 2i, to which I have already referred, 
may be an M. No. 22 to 27 show the same form 
of  sign reversed. It is possible that the letter W 
is intended, which is found  of  a somewhat similar 
form  at Veruela and Benavente (twelfth  and thir-
teenth centuries) in Spain. The curved marks, 
though so different  from  the usual straight lines, 
still contain the necessary angle. The two series 
are so much alike that it is doubtful  whether both 
the letters M and W are intended, or only one of 
them. I am inclined to think they all have the 
same basis. No. 26 brings to mind the sail of  a 
boat or a banner. (Cf.  fig.  31, p. 168.) 

No. 28, commonly called the hour-glass, has also 
been in use from  the earliest times. Commencing 
with Egypt, it is found  in Persia, Syria, England 
and elsewhere. As Prof.  Hayter Lewis says, 
" in some form  very slightly modified,  it has been 
" used in every age down to the present," and, it 
might have been added, and in almost every 
country. 

Nos. 29 to 35 are all formed  on the same basis, 
but there are marked differences.  Nos. 30, 31, 33 
and 34 are the simple ordinary form,  in different 
positions. In No. 32, one of  the lines has been 
extended so as to destroy the perfection  of  the 
centre triangle; No. 35 is short of  one of  its legs. 
These signs are common. They appear at Pompeii, 
where the marks must have been cut earlier than 
A.D. 79. No. 29, it will be observed, has been 
differenced  by extending one of  the legs, and 
marking it with a cross line. Curiously enough 
a very similar mark was sketched from  a stone at 
Pompeii in 1870 by Mr. William Simpson (Trans. 

n 
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Lodge Quat. Coronal.,  No. 2076, vol. ii., p. 127), 
with the variation that the cross, instead of  form-
ing a portion of  the lines of  the mark, was cut 
separately within one of  the external angles. 

No. 36, a very simple form,  I have not yet met 
with elsewhere. No. 37 seems to be monogramatic, 
carrying the letter H ; it is at the same time the 
sign No. 35, with a side line added. 

No. 38, like No. 15, is upon a loose stone, and 
brings to mind some of  the loose straggling marks 
at Gloucester (eleventh century) and on some of 
the Cheshire churches. If  not a form  of  mono-
gram, it seems to be a combination of  two marks. 

No. 39 is somewhat similar, and is of  a most 
unusual form.  The number of  angles they both 
contain appear to be purposely arranged. 

No. 40 resembles the Arabic numeral 4. It is a 
very common and universal form,  having been 
found  on the pavement of  the Dome of  the Rock 
Jerusalem, and at Baalbec. (Prof.  Lewis, Jonrn. 
Brit. Arch. Association,  vol. xlv., p. 152.) In some 
examples the triangle is so extended as to resemble 
an unfinished  hour-glass. (No. 27.) 

No. 41 seems to be associated with Nos. 42, 43, 
and 44. The standard or crutched stick occurs in 
several different  marks, sometimes with the angle 
line, and sometimes with three or more lines so 
drawn as to resemble a pennon or ribbons. 

No. 45 is clearly a workman's tool with a saw 
edge, very well represented. Such a one is figured 
in use from  a window in the Cathedral of  Chartres, 
executed in the thirteenth century. (.Annates Arche-
ologiques, vol. ii., pp. 143, &c.; and Essays on 
Archceological Subjects,  Thomas Wright, 1861, vol. 
ii., p. 133.) So far,  although my collection of 
marks numbers several thousands, I have been 
unable to find  another example exactly similar. 
It is particularly interesting as a mark, when it is 
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remembered that the founder  of  Burscough Priory 
died in 1174, as it shows that this particular tool 
was in use at about that date. With regard to the 
tool itself  with a serrated edge, the very valuable 
and interesting paper by Prof.  T. Hayter Lewis, 
F.S.A., already quoted, bears directly on the point. 
(Trans.  Lodge Quat. Coronal.,  vol. iii., p. 72, etc.) 
In this communication, entitled " Masonry and 
" Masons' Marks," Prof.  Lewis shows "that there 
" was a distinct style of  masonry as well as archi-
" tecture both here and in Palestine at about the 
" middle of  the twelfth  century ; secondly, that 
" there was another peculiar type of  masonry and 
" tool-marks of  the thirteenth century scarcely 
" known in England until near the time at which 
" the Crusaders were driven out of  Jerusalem, viz., 
" in 1187." The first  of  these is what is usually 
called Norman, developed at the end of  the eleventh 
century, more refined  in the middle of  the twelfth, 
and was then superseded by the beautiful  Early 
English. This appeared at quite the end of  the 
century, and the regular diagonal tooling of  the 
Normans was put aside for  altered tools and 
altered modes of  working. The claw tool, men-
tioned above, was used, and the deep scores of  its 
teeth still remain upon the stones, although the 
surface  is partially worn away. A similar manner 
of  working stones was used as early as the sixth 
century at Ravenna, Jerusalem in the first  century, 
and even on the stones of  the Jews' waiting place, 
the date of  which is a matter of  dispute. This 
distinct kind of  tool-marking, says Prof.  Lewis, 
was used in Eastern Europe and Asia from  very 
early times, and was introduced into England at 
the end of  the twelfth  century, viz., at the earliest 
time of  our beautiful  Early English architecture, 
and that it quickly superseded another style, whose 
origin had been in the West. Space will not allow 
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me to abstract more of  this valuable paper. It is 
interesting, however, to note that this kind of  tool-
ing—which Prof.  Lewis states is " usually upright 
" where the surfaces  are flat"—appears  to be cut 
diagonally on the stones at Burscough Priory, upon 
which the masons' marks are found. 

No. 46, my brother tells me, is uncertain, owing 
to the condition of  the stone. 

The marks at Ormskirk Church (some of  which 
were copied for  me by my brother, Mr. Bromley 
very kindly supplying the remainder) seem to be 
forty-three  in number. Had it not been for  the 
iniquities of  would-be restorers, their number would 
be considerably greater. Mr. Bromley informs  me 
that those now living remember many more marks 
being visible in the chapel, which are now " re-
" stored " from  the face  of  the stones ! 

It will be seen from  the plates that some of  those 
which remain are very similar to those found  at 
Burscough Priory, for  example : — 

Ormskirk. Burscough. 
No. 1 - No. 7 to 13, 47. 

>> 2 > 3 3 ) 3 8 • ,1 I4-

Burscough Nos. 17 and 21 have a more angular 
representative in Ormskirk No. 10, a late mark 
from  the Derby Chapel. Ormskirk No. 4 may 
be compared with Burscough No. 36. Ormskirk 
No. 6 (above) may also be compared with Burs-
cough Nos. 42, 43, and 44. 

It must be noticed that in both series of 
Ormskirk No. 4, &c., one of  the legs is longer than 
the other two. Ormskirk No. 6 only partially 
agrees with Burscough No. 41 ; that is to say, 
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five  out of  the sixteen marks at Ormskirk are 
found  also at Burscough. Of  the others, 
No. 3, if  we reverse it, becomes fig.  37, a 1 V/ 
sign found  upon many buildings here and V V . 
abroad. Fis- 37-

No. 7, which is spade-like in form,  is found 
with some variations ; for  example, one or more 
cross-bars, at Carlisle and elsewhere. Nos. 8, g, 
23, and 24, which may be connected with a small 
letter e, formed  by straight lines, is an uncommon 
form.  It is found  at Strasburg Cathedral. Nos. 
10, ir , and 12 are found  in the Derby Chapel, 
which, as Mr. Bromley states, was built about 
1572, according to the will of  the third Earl 
of  Derby. No. 12 is not uncommon, and is 
really an unfinished  pentalpha. Nos. 13 and 14 
correspond with Nos. 4 and 5 ; Nos. 15 and 16 
with No. 1. Nos. 17 to 20 are not very common 
forms.  No. 21 agrees with Burscough No. 32, 
with only a slight difference.  No. 22 is a multipli-
cation of  angles, to be classed with Burscough 
Nos. 38 and 3g. 

As is well known, there is a tradition that when 
the inhabitants of  the Priory suffered  the same 
cruel fate  as those of  other similar monastic institu-
tions the Priory Church was dismantled, and the 
bells taken away, to find  a new home in the church 
of  Ormskirk. In vol. vi. (3rd S., 1877-78, pp. 141-
150) of  our Transactions,  Mr. James Dixon has 
given an account of  certain discoveries made during 
alterations in the church. In this he states that 
the only positive date hitherto recognized with the 
building is 1273, the year in which it is recorded 
the endowment was made. Some remains were 
found  belonging to a Norman edifice,  which Mr. 
Dixon supposes existed before  the church endowed 
at the end of  the thirteenth century. He also 
argues other points, which can only be examined 
properly on the spot. 
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The Bickerstaffe  Chantry was founded  in the 
fifteenth  century. The Derby Chapel is entered 
by two arches. Tradition records that at the 
dissolution of  Burscough Priory the remains of  the 
Stanleys buried there were removed to the newly-
constructed chapel at Ormskirk. The dissolution 
took place about 1536, and ten years afterwards,  in 
1547, Mr. Bromley states that it was granted to 
Sir William Paget, K.G. 

On the wall of  the Bickerstaffe  Chapel are two 
examples of  one of  the Burscough marks (Ormsk. 
Nos. 13 and 14, Burscough Nos. 33, 31). Mr. 
Bromley points out, in his very interesting account 
of  the excavations he carried out at Burscough 
(Trans.  Hist.  Soc., vol. xli.), that the masons' marks 
on the tower of  Ormskirk Church are identical with 
those now remaining at the Priory; and supposes 
that the tower was built from  the stones brought 
from  the ruins of  that place. I have given above 
a comparative list of  the marks. It will be noticed 
that Burscough Nos. 1 to 6, 15, 16 to 27, 2g, 36, 
37, 38, 39, 42 to 44, 45, 46, and Ormskirk Nos. 3, 
4, 17, ig, 22, 30, 32, 34, 35, 36, 43, are not 
common to both buildings. Mr. Bromlev also calls 

O J 
attention to the fact  that the church of  the Priory 
was not demolished until some time after  the disso-
lution, but is spoken of  as utterly destroyed in 1572. 
This would fit  very well with the recasting in 
1576 of  the old I4g7 bell, also with the construction 
of  the chapel as a new burial-place by Edward the 
third Earl of  Derby in 1572 ; he died in 1574. 
As, however, many marks have been trimmed off 
the stones at Ormskirk, and many, doubtless, 
remain on the still-uncovered stones at Burscough, 
it cannot be positively stated that those marks not 
at the present time found  in either of  the lists do 
or did not exist on the buildings themselves. From 
the similarity in size of  the two sets of  marks, I 
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cannot believe that those at Ormskirk are modern 
copies of  the earlier marks. It certainly is a 
curious fact,  as Mr. Bromley points out, that those 
parts of  the church which tradition connects with 
the Priory are the very portions upon which the 
marks are found. 

It will be observed on looking at the marks 
given on the plates, that some of  them appear with 
the angles and other parts pointing different  ways, 
i.e., a mark, as well as exactly the same form 
reversed. This cannot be accounted for  by sup-
posing that the mason took no trouble whether he 
cut his mark right way up on the stone. For ex-
ample, Burscough Nos. 30, 31—-which corresponds 
with Ormskirk No. 5—appears reversed in Burs-
cough No. 32, and Ormskirk Nos. 13, 14, and 42 ; 
Ormskirk Nos. 8, g, 23, 24, 27—which is also 
found  at Aughton—appears reversed in Ormskirk 
Nos. 25, 2g, 37, and perhaps 36 ; Ormskirk Nos. 
26 and 28, of  similar forms,  occur alone. The Z 
or M of  Ormskirk No. 3g, I have already men-
tioned, appears at Aughton as N or Z. 

Reversed forms  of  certain marks are not peculiar 
to these buildings, and I cannot suppose that they 
arise always from  carelessness or accident on the 
part of  the mason. They appear to me to be 
sometimes, at least, separate and distinct marks— 
perhaps a form  of  " difference." 

An interesting point arises about some of  the 
marks from  Ormskirk Church, The tower was 
built about 1560, according to Mr. Bromley. On 
the tower and spire of  Aughton Church, near 
Ormskirk, (late fourteenth  century,) and on the 
windows of  the north aisle (probably post-Reforma-
tion),6 are several marks. Some of  these correspond 
with Nos. 2, 33 ; 3 ; g, 23, 24 ; 2g, 36, 37 ; 39 ; 

6 For this information,  as well as for  the marks, I have been indebted to 
Mr. Edward W. Cox. 
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and, I think, probably also Nos. 20 and 32. Five 
of  the marks are found  at both places, and only 
two of  them occur at Burscough (Nos. 17 and 14), 
both of  them very common forms.  It may, there-
fore,  very naturally be assumed that the same 
workmen were employed on both the buildings. 

In visiting Birkenhead Priory, from  which a 
number of  marks are given, I had the advantage 
of  the assistance of  Mr. Edward W. Cox, my 
brother, Mr. Irvine, and Mr. Charles Aldridge, 
F.R.I.B.A.,  whose very valuable paper so fully 
describes and illustrates this interesting ruin, the 
very existence of  which would be hardly suspected 
from  its surroundings. (Trans.  Hist.  Soc., vol. xlii, 
pp. 141, &c.) 

The marks had already been copied for  me by 
Mr. Cox, Mr. Irvine, and my brother. They are 
about sixty-three in number, and it will be seen at 
a glance how much they differ  from  those at 
Burscough. I have in each instance given a 
number of  examples, showing the various positions 
in which each form  of  mark is found  on the stones. 
They vary in size, and are most plentiful  on the 
inner wall of  the refectory.  Most of  them are usual 
forms,  to be found  elsewhere ; some, however, 
present unusual combinations—for  example, Nos. 
29> 5 1 ) 75> 76, the double mark 80, gi, g2, and g3. 
Only the commoner forms  correspond with those 
found  at Burscough Priory. Birkenhead Priory 
was founded  about the year 1150, and Burscough 
by Robert fitz  Henry de Lathom, about 1124. 

I have added five  plates of  marks from  churches 
and buildings in Lancashire and Cheshire, forming 
probably the most complete collection of  marks 
published from  any counties. There are many more 
buildings to be examined, and it is to be hoped that 
before  long the whole series will be completed. 

The following  series of  seventeenth century 
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marks, for  which I have been indebted to Mr. 
Edw. Conder, jun,, Upper Warden for  the present 
year (1893), are taken from  the account books of 
the Worshipful  Company of  Masons of  the City 
of  London. 

1621. James Gilder 

1626. Timothy Townsend - - - -

1626. John Brown 

1630. William Dorbar 

1630. Thomas Priestman - - - - J" 

1640. John Hall 

1646. John Collis 

1646. John Fitzwilliam 

1655. Richard Herrindine - - - -

u , 

1666. Edward Gleamaker - - - -

1667. William Bosworth - - - - ^ 

1669. Francis Hodges - 0 5 
1670. Henry Padgett ~lJ" 
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This list, though short, embraces, I believe, all 
the marks now to be found  in the books of  the 
Masons' Company. They are not entered in a 
mark-book, as in the Scotch lodges mentioned 
above, but are scattered through the records, 
in place of  the signatures of  their owners. There 
does not appear to be any evidence of  the manner 
in which the members of  the Company obtained 
their marks. They are interesting as showing the 
survival of  certain forms.  Some appear to be 
attempts to represent the initial letters of  names, 
and perhaps it is worth remarking that it is the 
christian name which is selected. In the first, 
James Gilder, the main line of  the mark may be 
a rude representation of  the letter J : Thomas 
Priestman's mark resembles a T, and that of 
Henry Padgett is the letter H. 

In the five  plates of  Cheshire and Lancashire 
marks will be found  1140 marks. Over one thou-
sand of  these may be classed together as older 
marks, and about eighty are modern. For a 
knowledge of  these I have been indebted to the 
kindness of  friends,  very few  of  them having been 
even seen by myself.  Some of  the originals are 
naturally very distinct, whereas others are quite 
the reverse, but every effort  has been made to 
represent them correctly. For a number of  notes 
on the various buildings I have to thank Mr. 
E. YV. Cox, many of  whose l-emarks I have em-
bodied in the following  list. Indeed I may say 
that without his kind assistance in arranging and 
dating the marks, I should have been quite unable 
to offer  the Society so complete a series from  the 
two counties. 

In order to render the plates more useful,  I have 
added the dates, and a number of  notes of  the 
parts of  the buildings in which the marks are to 
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be found,  arranging the marks of  each series as 
nearly as possible in chronological order. 

Taking a common standard of  3 inches, some 
endeavour has been made to express 011 the plates 
the difference  in size of  the marks ; also the varia-
tions in the thickness of  lines. Mr. Cox considers 
that the individuality of  the mason is often  ex-
pressed in his mark, a difference  in the manner of 
cutting being evident, somewhat similar to that in 
handwriting. This is certainly the case in many 
instances. I have already mentioned the variation 
of  the same mark when cut upon both fine  and 
coarse stones. I have also noticed the same mark 
cut both finely  and more roughly on the ordinary 
squared wall stones. This difference  seems to me 
to be to some extent the result of  the different 
tools used in the finishing  of  different  stones. 

In the notes will be found  some mention of 
stones bearing groups of  marks. On the window-
jamb of  the south wall of  the Chapter House at 
Birkenhead Priory, about 1150 (Nos. g5, 96), each 
stone is marked one above the other. At Bi-om-
borough Manor House, built in 1673, is another 
form  of  grouped marks (No. g). Three marks are 
represented together, the upper one being more 
coarsely cut than the lower, together with a small 
cross. Each of  these are distinct marks ; one of 
them occurs alone on the same building and else-
where ; the other, though an ordinary mark, has 
not up to the present time been found  alone at 
Bromborough. Another instance appears to be the 
mark from  Bebington (No. 101), which may be two 
marks conjoined, extending to a length of  eighteen 
inches. 

Mr. Cox informs  me that the course of  stone in 
which it is found  is the deepest in the exterior of 
the church, and it does not line with the other 
courses, which are all regular. It seems to have 
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been specially put in ; the distance between a but-
tress and the window is only two stones. 

It marks exactly the place where the ancient 
Norman chancel began, now overpassed by the one 
new bay of  the new nave which was not completed. 
The point is marked in the interior by a bracket 
for  an image. At this point the re-building of  the 
church, which is said to have been stopped by the 
Reformation,  ceased, and an awkward junction of 
the older Norman and Decorated work was made. 
The living was in the hands of  St. Werburg's 
Abbey : if  the work broke off  then, we have a 
series of  the very last marks of  the old monastic 
work, and the great mark the last one of  all—a 
kind of  farewell  mark to the middle ages ! 

In several of  the Cheshire churches Mr. Cox has 
observed grouped marks of  another class, which 
he suggests are the marks of  masons employed on 
special portions of  the-work, possibly cut after  the 
setting of  the stone. For example, the stone at 
Bebington (Nos. 22, 23, 24, 25), none of  which 
appear elsewhere on the same building. In the 
south aisle of  the chancel, where this stone is 
found,  the separate marks are few  in number; 
whereas in the other aisle, where there is no 
grouping, they are numerous. The date is about 
I530-

Other instances of  the same custom are found  in 
Heswell Church tower, p. ig2. One large stone 
contains about ten marks, another five,  another three, 
and a fourth  four.  Some of  the marks are found 
in other parts of  the building. The date is pro-
bably about 1460 to 1480, or perhaps a little earlier. 
Mr. Cox informs  me that the masons employed on 
the work have made the very best use of  the mate-
rial at their disposal. The very poor, crumbling 
stone is for  the most part used in protected places. 
Neither the facing  stone nor that of  the interior 
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could be expected to retain marks for  a lengthened 
period, so the masons have brought from  elsewhere 
some very strong good stones, and upon them 
have grouped their marks. The stones have been 
specially faced,  and more carefully  smoothed than 
in other cases to receive the marks, which are still 
very clear. 

I copied a somewhat similar instance of  grouped 
marks from  the tower of  Pickering Church, York-
shire. They occur on the newel of  the staircase 
on one stone, opposite a small loop-hole, the light 
from  which shone directly on the marks. Only one 
of  the three marks—which were cut close together 
— (the hour glass) is found  elsewhere in the build-
ing. A somewhat rapid examination of  the other 
portions of  the staircase did not reveal other marks. 
The date of  the lower part of  the tower is said to 
be about 1130. I have also noticed groups of 
marks in other buildings in Yorkshire. 

Other stones have been observed by Mr. Cox to 
bear a series of  lines. I have given one example 
(with a mark) from  Backford  Church (No. 19). 
These peculiar lined stones, of  which the churches 
in Wirral have yielded a fair  number, were for 
some time a puzzle. Mr. Cox has however dis-
covered a satisfactory  explanation, which I trust 
he will publish before  long. 

BIRKENHEAD  PRIORY  has produced a good series of  marks, 
from  Norman to post-Reformation  times. One of  the first 
of  the monastic buildings dissolved, it was given to the 
Worsleys, who fitted  it for  a mansion, altering the Chapter 
House to suit the purposes of  a private chapel. Hence 
marks of  different  dates are found  in this portion of  the 
ruins, as well as in others. 

In the refectory  it is interesting to notice, as Mr. Cox 
observed, that nearly all the marks face  eastward, there 
being scarcely a mark upon the interior of  the east wall. 
The marks are all large and boldly cut; they are only found 
on the best-finished  stones, about 7 feet  and less from  the 
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present level of  the ground. Several instances occur of  two 
or more marks on one stone. (Nos. 30, 31 ; Nos. 76, 77, 
78; Nos. 79, 80; and Nos. 92, 93, on stones used for  alte-
rations â id repairs in the Chapter House—both 2y2 inches.) 

On perhaps the finest  piece of  moulded work, the main 
entrance door, it is perhaps singular to find  no other mark 
but the plain cross (No. 20), ly? and ^ inches in height. 

STONYHURST COLLEGE (61 marks).—Taken from  the paper by 
Mr. Beauclerk, already mentioned. Mr. Cox points out 
that many of  these marks also occur at Bidston Old Hall. 
Stonyhurst No. 35, which occurs only on the best work in 
the gateway arch—the earliest part of  the building—is found 
only once at Bidston, on good work on a window-jamb 
(No. 30). No. 11 Stonyhurst occurs only on the same arch, 
but everywhere abundantly at Bidston. These men, Mr. 
Cox suggests, left  Stonyhurst early and went to Bidston; 
the mason (No. 11) going through the whole of  the work at 
the latter place. Other masons (Nos. 8, 18, 21, 26. and 55) 
worked for  a certain period at Stonyhurst, and then followed 
the others—perhaps their superiors—to Bidston, where their 
marks are found  (Nos. 29, 14, 17, 53, and 43). It is per-
haps worthy of  remark that none of  these marks appear at 
Mitton. Stonyhurst No. 50 is found  at Bidston, on the 
superior work of  windows (No. 49). Mr. Beauclerk ob-
serves that as the work of  Stonyhurst progressed towards 
the dining hall, the number of  men employed—judging 
from  the marks—greatly diminished. 

BIDSTON OLD HALL (61).—Some of  these marks are coarsely 
cut, and Mr. Cox suggests that they may be quarry marks. 
There are besides finely-cut  marks—for  example : Nos. 3, 8, 
9, 11, 14, 15, 16, 18, 22, 23, 30—which are found  on window 
mouldings. The marks are generally 3 ^ and 4 inches 
in length; No. 29 is 5 inches. Almost all occur very fre-
quently in some parts, every stone being marked : many of 
them occur a considerable height from  the ground, some-
times twenty feet. 

STOKE CHURCH (18; continued on the 6th plate).—Copied by 
Mr. Cox and Mr. Irvine. Mr. Cox points out that No. 13 
is found  at Eastham on Decorated work, and No. 11 at 
Bebington. Other marks similar to those at Bidston, Mr. 
Cox informs  me, have been copied from  Crosby Grammar 
School (date 1606). 

SHOTWICK CHURCH TOWER (32, two being given on the last 
plate). Mr. Cox observed that in many instances a small 
space on the stones was prepared to receive the mark. Mr. 
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Irvine, who collected the marks, informs  me that Nos. t to 4, 
which are 4>4 inches in length, occur very frequently.  The 
other marks measure from  1 ŷ  to 3 inches, except those on 
the steps of  the tower stairs. Nos. 27 and 28 are 4 and 4y2 
inches; Nos. 29 and 30, 5 inches. 

BIDSTON CHURCH TOWER (33).—Collected by Mr. Irvine. Each 
mark occurs many times, for  the most part within 10 feet 
from  the ground, except of  course those on the staircase. 
They are all the same size—about r to 2 inches 

The two marks (Nos. 32, 33) which resemble the Roman 
numerals XI and IX, on the two jambs of  the tower arch, 
may be really numerals, and will compare with a modern 
mark from  Spital Railway Bridge, where the flicks  have been 
added to the lines of  two examples, I imagine, to denote the 
proper position of  the characters. 

WKST KIRKBY  CHURCH ( 2 9 ) . — C o l l e c t e d by Mr. C o x . T h e 
marks are from  r to 2 inches, in some instances larger 
(No. 10, 4 inches; No. 24, 4 inches; No. 25, 3 and 4 
inches). The representation of  an helmet (No. 28) is finely 
cut, about 5 inches in height; and the singular and doubtful 
mark No. 29 is coarsely cut, about 4 inches. They, together 
with the mark No. 27, are on the splays of  three of  the 
windows of  the ringing room, that on the north side being 
unmarked. The north is a cold, cheerless quarter, from 
which no light was to be expected. 

BEBINGTON CHURCH ( 1 4 3 ) . — C o l l e c t e d by Mr . C o x . N o . 46 is 
a doubtful  mark ; No. 91 is lightly cut, but fairly  clear ; No. 
102 is badly made, and may not be a mark. 

At the eastern angles, the marks run high up the walls; 
elsewhere they stand low, and run laterally. Mr. Cox sug-
gests that when placed in vertical lines they are intended to 
indicate the number of  men who worked on that particular 
part, thus indicating work or batches of  work. Mr. Cox also 
points out, that though the style of  window arches and other 
parts of  the north and south chancel aisles differ—the  north 
appearing to be earlier than the south—the masons' marks 
(Nos. 19, 106, 120, and 123) are found  clearly cut upon 
portions of  both, showing that the same masons worked on 
both. 

Mr. Cox also points out that certain similarities in the 
architecture of  the extreme west end of  Chester Cathedral, 
and portions of  Bebington Church, show personal style, both 
buildings having been in progress at the time of  the Refor-
mation. He also compares the marks upon these portions 
of  the two buildings—Chester Nos. 55, 56, 62, 63, and 65 ; 



Masons'1  Marks. 

Bebington Nos. 108, 116, 118, 114, 123, 23 and 25; as 
well as the somewhat similar marks, Chester No. 15, and 
Bebington No. 22—thus connecting the same workmen with 
both buildings. The marks Nos. 19, 20, and 122, are found 
on the best work. To No. 101—a mark 18 inches in length 
— I have already referred. 

HESWELL CHURCH TOWER ( 4 3 ) . — C o l l e c t e d by Mr. C o x . (See 
p. 188.) 

WOODCHURCH CHURCH (18).—Copied by Miss Cox. Here is 
also the mark (No. 9) of  the skilled mason who worked at 
Bebington (No. 20). On the face  of  one of  the buttresses 
is the extraordinary mark No. 3, which is about eight inches 
in length, deeply cut, weathered, and evidently old. Mr. 
Cox suggests that it may be a rude representation of  an ox-
yoke. 

THORNTON-LE-MOORS CHURCH (32, 14 being given on the last 
plate).—Collected by Mr. Cox and Mr. Irvine. Only the 
best stones have retained the marks; the others, of  coarse 
sandstone, have much perished. From the position of  the 
various marks, Mr. Cox suggests that this is another instance 
in which portions of  the building (tower, south aisle, and 
chancel) were each marked, and not the separate stones. 

EASTHAM CHURCH (52).—Collected by Mr. VV. Fergusson Irvine. 

BURTON CHURCH TOWER ( 6 ) . — C o p i e d by Mr. C o x . 

WALLASEY  CHURCH TOWER ( 3 ) . — C o p i e d by Mr. C o x and Mr. 
Irvine. No. 1 is about 5 inches; Nos. 2 and 3 about 3 inches. 

RABY  WATERMILL (5).—Collected by Mr. Cox. Sizes from 
to 2 inches; very finely  cut upon the best stones of  window-
jambs, &c. No. 1 is found  four  times; No. 2 twice; No. 3, 
which looks like two marks joined, once. 

BACKFORD  CHURCH TOWER ( 2 1 ) . — C o l l e c t e d by M r . C o x and 
Mr. Irvine. It resembles in all details Shotwick and Bid-
ston. The marks measure from  1 inch to 2 ^ ; one (No. 3) 
is 4 inches. 

BROMBOROUGH MANOR HOUSE (8).—Copied by Mr. Cox. They 
are upon very well-finished  and rather large ashlars, of 
which the house is built. The marks are clear and fine  ; 
No. 9 appears to be two marks combined, with the addition 
of  a third—a small cross. 

ST. PATRICK'S  WELL, BROMBOROUGH, is hollowed in the rock, 
and contains a coarsely-cut mark, which may possibly not be 
that of  a mason. 
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STORETON HALL (23), for  which I have been indebted to Mr. 
E. W. Cox. Some of  these are from  the interior ; those 
from  the outside are from  weathered stones, and are there-
fore  a little uncertain (Nos. 5,9). 

Some marks are very deeply and boldly cut, and others 
very lightly, and it is to be noticed that several of  the lines 
have nail heads. 

In two cases the most strongly-cut marks (Nos. 1 and 4) 
are nearly over doors leading eastwards, and are duplicated 
and cut close up to the top of  the rooms. It is possible 
one of  the openings is modern, but it may formerly  have 
been a window. Here also, on an east wall facing  west, 
there is a series of  marks, standing alone, with few  below, 
and none above them on the same wall. 

INCE MANOR (16).—Copied by Mr. Cox. A grange of  St. 
Werburg's Abbey, Chester. The marks measure from  1 ^ 
to 4 inches. No. 1 is of  very large size, being 9 inches; 
No. 10 is found  on the best and best-finished  stone. 

BRIMSTAGE OLD HALL (12).—Collected by Mr. Cox. T h e 
marks are large (being 4 and 5 inches; sometimes 23^ and 
3 inches) and strongly cut, and are taken from  the older 
portion, none being found  on that part of  the house rebuilt 
in the seventeenth century. Mr. Cox thinks that in the mark 
No. 8 may be recognized the same manner of  cutting as the 
same mark at Chester Cathedral porch, No. 61. 

AUGHTON CHURCH, near Ormskirk (16).—Copied by Mr. Cox. 
They are of  different  sizes. Nos. 1, 4 and 6 are 4 inches; 
Nos. 2, 3 and 7, 2% and 2 inches; No. 5, 6 inches. The 
later marks—Nos. 8 to 14—are small (1% inches), except 
No. 9—which measures 3 inches. Some of  the marks 
resemble those found  on the tower of  Ormskirk Church. 

NESTON TOWER—the only ancient portion of  the church remain-
ing—has only produced one mark, copied by Mr. Cox. 

SOUTHPORT CHURCH (2),—From the oldest part. Collected by 
Mr. Gregson. 

SHOTWICK LODGE—examined by Mr. Cox—produced only one 
deeply-cut mark. 

PUDDINGTON HALL—also examined by Mr. Cox—appears to 
bear only one mark of  large size. 

CHESTER CATHEDRAL  (67).—Collected by Mr. Cox and Mr. 
W. Fergusson Irvine. 

Mr. Cox considers that the marks on the north transept 
and south door appear to be grouped, and that they were, 
like others, cut when the stones had been fixed  in their 

O 
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places, denominating a considerable piece of  work. He is 
inclined to think that this system was followed  as often  as 
that of  marking separate stones. 

CHESTER : CHURCH OF ST. PETER'S AT THE CROSS (II) . -—Copied 
by Mr. Cox. Vary in size from  to 2 inches; finely  cut. 

ST. MARY'S  NUNNERY GATEWAY,  now removed to the Park, has 
two examples of  one mark, about 2 inches in length. 

"COTSARS TOWER," CHESTER CASTLE (6) . '—Copied by Mr. C o x . 
Now used for  military stores. The marks are from  the 
stairs, in a space of  about two square yards. Probably 
contains many other marks. 

"THIMBLEBY'S TOWER," CHESTER WALLS (I). 

ST. JOHN'S CHURCH, CHESTER ( 5 6 ) . — C o l l e c t e d by Mr. C o x , 
the sizes ranging from  1 to 6 inches. They are very nume-
rous, and are so much differenced  that only a selection is 
given. The cross is the most abundant, and the letter A 
(No. 23) the next in number. Miss Cox observed that both 
at St. John's Church and the Cathedral, on the seventh 
course of  stone from  the top of  the plinths or bases, there 
is almost always a mark on each piece of  work, and that 
in St. John's Church it is nearly always a cross. 

CHESTER CITY WALLS (18). 
As there has been a considerable amount of  discussion 

with reference  to the date of  the various portions of  the 
walls, it may be well to consider the marks in regular 
order. 

No. 1 is said to be Roman ; a similar mark is found  from 
Norman times up to the year 1500, as follows:—St.  John's 
Church No. 31, Birkenhead ? No. 91, St. Peter's Church 
(Chester) No. 67, Chester Cathedral No. 7, St. Peter's 
Church (Chester) No. 4, Brimstage No. 10, YVoodchurch 
No. 5, and Sefton  No. 38. 

No. 2 is similarly placed : commencing at Bebington 
(No. 11), it runs through nearly the whole series, ending at 
Ormskirk (No. 3), and Aughton (No. 14). 

No. 3 resembles Sefton  No. 5, Heswell No. 37, St. Peter's 
Church (Chester) No. 3, Woodchurch No. 9, Bebington 
Nos. 20 and 74. 

These marks Nos. 2 and 3 are finely  cut, after  the manner 
of  the medieval masons. 

Nos. 4, s, 6, and 7, are on the late mediaeval wall imme-
diately above. No. 4 is a common mark. No. 5 (already 
mentioned) exactly resembles Ormskirk Nos. 34 and 35 



M A S O N S ' M A R K S , E A S T H A M C H U R C H . 

2 5 + 5. _____ 7 « t ' "> " A'5 14 '5 '7 <8 .9 20 21 22 2S 2* 

-Tower, about 1320_ 
2.6 27 2-8 29 3 0 »2. 33 34-

lO-t-O 
-Exterior Wall .about ISJO-"-

4-1 4-2 4 + • +5 46 

- Second B.«..» )| It Third B . « . . » „ „ _ Fo„.» „ t East End ofCfc.nc.l  1535-IS+o a 
E A S T H A M C H U R C H BURTON CHURCH TOWER W ALLASEY C H U RCH . WALLASEY BARN RABY WATER MI LL 

^ Sou+h side about 1 5 0 0 X I V Century, rebui l t and refaeed XV H Century. T o w e r , da ted 1 5 3 0 

B A C K F O R D C H U R C H . 

J L O ^ 
1535-1540 s 
\BY WATER Ml LL 

I Z 3 4 5 6 7 8 5 10 II \Z 13 14 15 16 17 

_Eost Window.about 1375 3 *ch«'iy«?W K- Tower 

S T O R E T O N H A L L . L A T E X I V C E N T U R Y . ^ ^ 

Dated 1689 1604 , Window Jam be. Door Head6,etc. 
BROMBOROUCH MANOR HOUSE.I673 

"I I 2 3 4 - 5 6 7 8 

,r XVI Cen+urj, BACKFORO S . V . SKWricki 
R E T O N H A L L . L A T E X I V C E N T U R Y . < K > " 

St. Patricks 
Well 

Bromborougli. 

22 23 
- H X 

a row on six Corbels and Interspaces ^ Ut3f»e7
r
FToor Great Window about IS35-I550 

I N C E M A N O R . M I D D L E O F X V C E N T U R Y . B R I M S T A C E O L D H A L L . M I D D L E O F X V C E N T U R Y . 

4 5 6 7 8 10 II 12 13 14- 15 16 I 

" i t " t i f  $ r f / N  4/ 1V\ x / 
lin. 3,4-*5in. 

A U G H T O N C H U R C H , N E A R O R M S K I R K . 

2. a 4-  . 5  6  7 8 9  IO II ix 13 14 

\ 

4,, " j g " X £ 2.* in. 

^ M F L X R L R 
-Tower and Spire. Late XIV Century 

W.H.R.del, 1693-

•5 N E S T O N N O R T H MEOLS SHOTWICK PUDDINCTON 
YZTOWER  (SOUTHPORT) LODGE HALL 

11 1 1 13 /\ w, dated 1653 Very late XVI Cent. 

pn t j V i 5 A/X 
L.U.. — e a r | > , ̂ ..f  aboutzi.in. about 5 inches. 

^ ^ N 3 — 1 Z1 
^ Windows N.Ai6 ls . probably post reformation.  Xv"P«nt. a b o u + 



M A S O N S ' M A R K S C H E S T E R C A T H E D R A L 

XIHCentory. E.rh, Engh.h » Porch . .bout tim. of  RefnMta  M S.Ooor -Nave Arch. 1500 y CorrmtMndiiw Arth N.Sidft  ISOO njvuSt 
1 7 " " " " " 5 1 " « »« » » » « « « « 45 4 , 47 48 « f . . " , , 1 « 

ft t ̂ Wfs: H+- WNW^AA^-X-xY S A I N T PETER'S A T T H E CROSS,CHESTER, N U N N E R Y * A ' * . * 1 1 " ® of Nave. 
_Nave_ 

55 5« 57 58 39 60 61 60. 6?> 65 

• H ^ + X ^ R - S L S I V m x  ¥ H K F W < J % T 
K Extreme W. End. about time of Refarmation ^ Choir about 1280 about I 4 6 0 - * . ^ about.tiao _ Early XIII, Century- _ ̂  XIV Cent. 

C I T Y W A L L S , C H E S T E R . S T O K E C H U R C H . 
17 18 12. IS 14 15 (continued) 14 15 16 17 18 

V I K + ^ ^ v 
Chancel .late XVI Century. 

# W F ^ I X F T ^ I X ^ X + T 
called Roman. Roodte. |«. .Later Wall builtabove.. ^ Near Watergate*'": fcbeyondCi.Stllndx  N.Side JSESSJSS. E.Side. 

S A I N T J O H N ' S C H U R C H , C H E S T E R . 1120-1 ISO . 

' 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 IO II 11 is 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 2 7\ 

^ Central Crossing and Nave, l.in.+o 6 inches JT. . 
31 32 33 44 35 56 yj 38 S9 40 4 2 4 3 4 4 45 46 4-7 48 * * 50 51 52 54 54 

C e n t r a l Crossing and Nave. I .m/ to6inches. P i l l a r s Second Pi'Mar.S ;Side Transept. £ _ - C e n t r a l tower Piers N ._? JJ' Central piers.S. £ 3 . ' Nave A i s l e . 

ft 
S E F T O N C H U R C H 

fc.Tower  IM5 > |<. - -"̂ J" TStS" K North Wall. to 6iinches coarsclj out J 

W . H . R . d e l 1893 . 



Masons'  Marks. 

(tower). No. 6 is very common. No. 7 lias no other ex-
ample, except No. 12 from  the same walls, where also is 
found  a similar cross to No. 6 (No. 13). 

No. 8 is not uncommon in other parts of  England, as also 
No. 9, which appears to be a badly-cut example of  No. 4. 

No. 10 is similar to No. 5. 
No. 11 is the cross, differenced,  and might occur at any 

date. 
Nos. 12 and 13 have been already referred  to; they nearly 

coincide with Nos. 6 and 7. 
No. 14—1 y2 inches, finely  cut—is not an uncommon 

mark. 
No. 15—2 inches, finely  cut—is simply Burscough No. x, 

or Bidston Hall No. 4, or Stonyhurst No. 8—differenced 
with a line, as in Stonyhurst No. 29, where the line is again 
crossed. 

No. 16, a re-worked stone, is similar to Birkenhead Nos. 
44, 78, 85, Thornton No. 14, Lydiate Nos. 9 and 10, 
Chester Cathedral No. 44, Stonyhurst and Mitton No. 16? 
and is found  on the exterior of  St. Mary's Church. 

No. 17 is found  at Chester Cathedral No. 4, Eastham 
No. 21, up to the XVI. century; Shotwick No. 12, and 
Backford  No. 6. 

No. T8 agrees with Chester Cathedral No. 5, dated 1189-
1272. 

So far  as I am able to judge, none of  the above are Roman 
marks. 

ST. MARY'S-ON-THE-HILL,  CHESTER (3).—Unfortunately  I have 
omitted to include these in the plates. They are found  on 
very good masonry of  the end of  the fifteenth  century—the 
St. Andrew's cross, inches; an extended form  of  the 
unfinished  hour-glass, 4 inches; and a Gothic form  of  the 
letter r and 2 ^ inches. There is also a well-preserved 
example of  the cross on the exterior of  the church, similar 
to that found  on the city walls (No. 16). 

SEFTON CHURCH (86).—Collected by Mr. William E. Gregson 
and Mr. Cox. All the marks are small in size. The very 
curious marks, Nos. 3 and 18, are unusual forms,  as well as 
Nos. 19 to 22. 

LYDIATE: ST. CATHERINE'S CHAPEL ( 1 2 ) . — C o p i e d by Mr. C o x ; 
from  to 2 y inches. 

LYDIATE HALL (4).—Copied by Mr. Cox; size \ x/2 and 2 inches. 

O 2 
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To these are added eighty-two modern marks from  the 
same district, for  which I have been indebted to Mr. Cox 
and Mr. Irvine. Many of  the stones from  the railway arch, 
old Monk's Ferry station, it will be noticed, bear two marks. 
The broad arrow, which looks like a counter-mark, does not 
always occur in the same position with the mason's mark. 
In the plate they are placed near together; they are, how-
ever, in many cases, a good distance apart, on long stones of 
about five  feet.  The measurement is from  6 or 7 inches 
over all. Some examples are often  repeated, and vary to 
some extent in size. Mr. Cox points out the similarity 
between No. 4 and the ancient Rock Perch, a landmark 
which stood on the site of  the present Rock Lighthouse; 
and that No. 3 resembles the old Bootle seamark. 

Marks occur also on the other railway bridges, and I am 
inclined to think that the stones were prepared in bulk, 
marked, and used for  the various bridges as required. 

The marks from  the wall in Dog Lane, Bebington, copied 
by Mr. Cox, are of  singular form. 

Many of  them occur over and over again. They are 
coarsely cut, and of  large size, measuring from  3 inches to 
10 inches. Nos. 3 and 4 are small (1 inch). 

Those from  a garden wall at Bebington, Mr. Cox tells me, 
are only on the best-finished  stones; the unmarked ones are 
the worst work in the wall. 

The mark from  Spital railway bridge appears to resemble 
the Roman numeral IX or XI. Mr. Cox informs  me that 
it occurs on perhaps twenty stones, and each example bears 
the little " flick." 

Necessarily, in the plates of  marks there are 
many repetitions. From the comparison, however, 
as mentioned above, some interesting points arise, 
and it will be more convenient, perhaps, in con-
sidering the comparison, to place the whole series 
of  marks in chronological order. This arrange-
ment has also some disadvantages, as the recurrence 
ol marks upon different  buildings, or on any one 
building, is not easily discovered without, in the 
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first  place, tracing the mark to the earliest date at 
which it appears. 

Certain marks recur again and again, for  example 
the broad arrow (Burscough, No. 7, &c.), the hour 
glass (Burscough, No. 28), various forms  of  crosses, 
the plain straight St. George's cross (Birkenhead, 
No. 17), or the St. Andrew's cross (lb.,  No. 26), 
with their many variants. These may well be left 
out of  all consideration, unless, as sometimes hap-
pens, they bear a distinctive difference.  To this 
small list, it will be noticed, some others may be 
added, being in use throughout several hundred 
years, thus going far  to prove that, in some in-
stances at least, either different  generations of  men 
bore the same mark, or that certain forms  were 
carried forward  by different  generations of  the same 
family.  On this subject I have already given some 
notes. When, however, the same mark is found 
on different  buildings, within a reasonable distance 
from  one another, both buildings being of  about 
the same date, I think we may fairly  conclude, as 
in the known cases of  Stonyhurst and Mitton, 
pointed out by Mr. Beauclerc, that the stones in 
both places were prepared by the same workmen. 
Several instances have been already mentioned, 
and others will be found  in the following  notes, 
some of  them being made more marked by the 
class of  work upon which the workman is found  to 
have been employed. 

The earliest marks in the list are those from  Bebington Church, 
dated 1120-30. No other examples of  these have so far  been 
discovered. No. 6 is repeated at Eastham (No. 9) in 1320. 
No. 9 occurs at St. John's Church, Chester, at about the same 
date, and again at Bebington (No. 50), being last seen at Heswell 
(No. 42) about 1460-80. No. 10 is also found  at St. John's 
Church. 

No. 11—a common form  of  the letter W—commencing at 
Bebington (No. 11), is repeated (Nos. 26, 33, 87, 88), Eastham 
(No. 10), Backford  (No. 5), Heswell (No. 33), Chester Cathedral 
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(No. 38), Sefton  (Nos. 46, 52), Bebington (No. 125), Ormskirk 
(No. 3), Stonyhurst and Mitton (No. 30), Bidston Hall (No. 56), 
Aughton Church (No. 14), and Chester Walls (No. 2). The 
general form  is the same in all, though there are slight differences 
in the manner of  cutting : for  example—where all the angle lines 
are crossed (Heswell No. 33). 

No. 12 (Bebington), which resembles a form  of  the letter A— 
unless it is a portion of  the pentalpha—may be associated with 
Thornton N'os. 10 and 11, West Kirkby No. 27 ; again, Bebing-
ton No. 79, Shotwick No. 19, Ormskirk Nos. 20, 32, Bidston 
Hall Nos. 10, 11, 12—have a certain resemblance. 

No. 13—which has been compared with the numeral 4, but 
which really appears to be in many instances an unfinished  hour-
glass—is found  almost everywhere, sometimes with added lines, 
as at Eastham (No. 5) and Sefton  (No. 80), which agrees with 
Stonyhurst No. 31. Other forms  will be found  in Stonyhurst 
Nos. 22 and 60, the former  of  which agrees with Bidston No. 13. 

No. 20 occurs at Birkenhead with the addition of  a line 
(No. 31), Thornton (No. 1), Heswell (No. 43), Chester Cathedral 
(No. 29). 

The plain angle (No. 33), with an extra cross-line or without, 
may be compared with 13irkenhead Nos. 11, 32, West Kirkby 
No. 20, Thornton No. 12 ; and again, at a later period, Bidston 
Church No. 16, Sefton  No. 55, Bebington 104, 105, and Backford 
Nos. 11 and 16. A form  like the letter |V!, No. 46, appears at 
Bebington (No. 63). 

Erom St. John's Church, Chester, will be found  a selection of 
the various forms  of  crosses, some of  which are represented else-
where. For example: No. 8 agrees with Birkenhead No. 94; 
the swastika No. 15 may be compared with Birkenhead No. 41 
and Chester Cathedral No. 3, St. Mary's Gateway, and perhaps 
Caesar's Tower No. 1; again, at a later date, Bidston N o s ' 37, 38, 
and the City Walls of  Chester, perhaps, Nos. 4 and 9. I men-
tion these, but do not attach much importance to the recurrence 
of  any form  of  cross. 

St. John's Church No. 31 is repeated at St. Peter's Church 
(No. 67), Chester Cathedral (No. 7), again at St. Peter's (No. 4), 
Brimstage Hall (No. 10), Woodchurch Church (No. 5), Sefton 
Church (No. 38), and perhaps the City Walls of  Chester No. 1. 

The small angle No. 44, and the letter N or Z , No. 52, in 
various forms  will be found  in use throughout almos: the entire 
period covered by the plates. 

Of  the Burscough marks I have already made several com-
parisons. Others may be mentioned : the common mark No. 30 
occurs at Bebington Nos. 37, 64, 77, Eastham No. 15, Sefton 
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No. 14, Brimstage 5 and 6; Eastham Nos. 40, 41, Sefton  No. 44, 
Bebington No. 137, Ormskirk Nos. 5, 13, 14, and Backford  No. 
10. 

Nos. 1 to 6, is found  at Birkenhead No. 66, Bebington (slightly 
altered) No. 76. It does not appear again until about 1530, at 
Bidston (No. 24), with which may be compared Stonyhurst 28 
and 29—the latter possibly being differenced—Bidston  Hall No. 
60, and the walls of  Chester No. 15. 

Birkenhead Nos. 31, 71, &c., the hour glass in various forms, 
is often  repeated, two or three examples of  nearly the same date 
may be mentioned—Chester Cathedral No. 20, Eastham No. 42, 
and Sefton  No. 27. A common form  (Nos. 37, 42)—West 
Kirkby No. 5, Eastham No. 14—is found  later at Sefton  (No. 70), 
Ormskirk No. 4, and Bidston Hall (Nos. 58, 59). 

Different  forms  of  No. 31 may be compared, in Bebington 
Nos. 48, 61, Eastham No. 27, Aughton No. 1, and Chester 
Cathedral Nos. 39, 40. 

The star, Nos. 44, 78, 85, appenrs at Thornton (No. 14), and 
at a later period at Lydiate Nos. 9, 10, Chester Cathedral No. 44, 
a slightly different  form  at Stonyhurst and Mitton No. 16, and on 
the City Walls, Chester No. 16. 

The triangle, West Kirkby No. 3, occurs at Thornton (No. 9), 
and Backford  (No. 2). 

The figure,  St. Peter's Church No. 66, appears only once 
again, at about the same period, at Chester Cathedral (No. 6). 

The crossed tick, Nos. 7, 20, 21, of  Thornton, are found  at 
Bebington (Nos. 35, 78, 8ij, Storeton Hall (No. 14), St. Peter's 
Church, Chester (No. 2), and at a later period, YVoodchurch 
(No. 6), Bebington (Nos. 72, 78, 81), and Shotwick (No. 20). 

Of  the pentalpha, Thornton No. 16, there are not many ex-
amples; Sefton  (Nos. 7, 8, 16) an incomplete form  : Ormskirk 
(No. 12), and on the two buildings of  about the same date, 
Stonyhurst (No. 48) and Bidston Hall (Nos. 2, 7, 8, 9). 

For Bebington Nos. 38, 39, 43, 47, 54, 55 and 69, no corres-
ponding marks appear. No. 60 is found  at Storeton (No. 17), 
and Heswell No. 27. 

No. 65, a common mark, bearing some resemblance to Burs-
cough Nos. 1 to 6, is found  at Brimstage (No. 12), Lydiate (No. 6), 
Sefton  (Nos. 39, 48, 58, 60, 68, 79), Bebington (Nos. 84, 107), 
and in an extended form  at Bidston Hall (No. 1). 

Sefton  No. 17, occurs at Heswell (No. 23), St. Peter's Church 
(No. 5), Ince Manor (Nos. 2, 3), Chester Cathedral (No. 31), 
Sefton  (No. 51), Bebington (Nos. 122, 126, 132, 133), and Shot-
wick (No. 31). 



Masons'  Marks. 

Of  a number of  the Heswell marks (Nos. i to 14) I find  no 
other examples. No. 19 is found  at Ince Manor (No. 10) with a 
somewhat similar mark (No. 9). 

The long cross, Storetoa No. 22, is found  at Stoke Church 
No. 13, and appears again at Bebington at a later period (No. 100). 

The mark already mentioned, Lydiate No. 1, occurs also at 
Bebington (No. 129), Ormskirk (No. 28, etc.), and Aughton 
(Nos. 10, 12 j. 

The double axe, Chester Cathedral No. 54, appears at Bebing-
ton (Nos. 108 and 116); in an altered form  No. 118; Bidston 
Hall (differenced)  No. 47, and Chester Cathedral (late work) 
Nos. 55, 56. 

The letter H, Woodchurch No. 9, seems to correspond with 
Bebington No. 20, Stonyhurst No. 9, other forms  (Nos. 10, 11) 
appearing on the same building. 

The anchor, Chester Cathedral No. 47, agrees with Sefton 
No. 77; and Sefton  No. 47 appears at Shotwick No. 10, and 
Backford  Nos. 7 and 8. 

A somewhat similar mark—Shotwick Nos. 12, 13, 15 16, with 
a differenced  form,  Nos. 13 and 16—is found  at Backford  (No. 6). 

The portion of  a star, Bebington No. 115, agrees with Stony-
hurst No. 35, and Bidston Hall No. 30. 

The curious forms  of  the letter jVI—Sefton  Nos. 82, 83— 
somewhat resemble Stonyhurst Nos. 5 and 6. 

Shotwick Nos. 1, 2, 4, 27, 28, is probably the same mark as 
Backford  No. 9; and various forms  of  the letter R will be found 
in Shotwick No. 5, Stonyhurst Nos. 7 and 8, Bidston Hall Nos. 
27, 28, 29, and 51. The letter K appears—Stonyhurst Nos. 24, 
25, and Bidston Hall No. 45. A form  of  the letter B is found 
at Stonyhurst (No. 61) and Stoke (No. 1). 


