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THE MASTER, WARDENS AND BRETHREN OF
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THROUGH HIS WISDOM AND FORESIGHT IN
GRANTING THE DISPENSATION TO A GROUP
OF FREEMASONS HE MADE IT POSSIBLE TO
PERPETUATE THE NAME OF THIS MOST
ILLUSTRIOUS MERCHANT, CITIZEN
AND FREEMASON :

Moses Micaarr Hays,




“Blessed is the man that walketh not in the counsel
of the ungodly, nor standeth in the way of sinners,
nor sitteth in the seat of the scornful.

“But his delight is in the law of the LORD; and
in his law doth he meditate day and night.

“And he shall be like a tree planted by the rivers of
water, that bringeth forth his fruit in his season;
his leaf also shall mot wither; and whatsoever he

does shall prosper.”
—PSALMS I:i-iii,

“He hath shewed thee, O man, what is good and what
the LORD doth require of thee, but to do justly,
and to love mercy, and to walk humbly with thy

God.”

—MICAH 6: 8.
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FOREWORD

THIS volume marks the culmination of a plan
cherished ever since I became a charter member
of Moses Michael Hays Lodge, and I look upon its
publication as a happy event of my year as Worship-
ful Master. Fragmentary accounts which were encoun-
tered in a search for data on Moses Michael Hays
were as unsatisfactory as they were conflicting. Hence
it was felt that the assembly of a connected biography
should be entrusted to one experienced in historical
research, and who would be sympathetic in his attitude.

Early in 1937, I called upon W. Bro. J. Hugo
Tatsch, Acting Librarian and Curator of the Grand
Lodge A.F.&A.M. of Massachusetts and of the Su-
preme Council, 33°, A.A.S.R., N.M.J., who promptly
placed at my disposal much material contained in the
two libraries in his charge. He was keenly interested
in the work, and upon his return in June from a trip
to Georgia, South Carolina, Virginia and New York
In connection with researches bearing upon Scottish
Rite history and biography, he informed me of the
great assistance rendered by Jewish brethren in Sa-
vannah, Charleston, Richmond and New York City
bearing upon the founders of the Masonic high grades
in America, among them our own Moses Michael Hays.
His enthusiasm, interest and sincerity prompted me
to enlist his aid in writing the biography which follows
that T had planned so long. The present volume is
the outcome of our collaboration.

On behalf of both W. Bro. Tatsch and myself, I
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FOREWORD

wish to express gratitude to those who have aided in
this endeavor. We desire particularly to mention Mr.
E. D. Coleman, Librarian of the American Jewish
Historical Society of New York, who made available
highly desirable source material; Bro. John Hill Mor-
gan, A.M., LL.D., a member of Holland Lodge No. 8,
A.F.&A.M., New York; Bro. Lee M. Friedman, A.B.,
LL.B., author of Early American Jews, whose con-
structive review and criticism has been most helpful;
11l.- .Samuel H. Baynard, Jr., 33°, whose researches
in Scottish Rite matters in the preparation of a vol-
uminous history have been graciously placed at our
disposal; and M.-.W.- .Bro. Frederick W. Hamilton,
D.D., LL.D., Past Grand Master, whose knowledge
of Freemasonry in Massachusetts is not exceeded by
any other historian. Publications and books consulted
by the authors are listed in the bibliography.

It is earnestly hoped that this book will inspire
the members of Moses Michael Hays Lodge to make
our fellowship a living expression of the virtues of
the worthy citizen, patriot and Freemason whose name
it bears, and thus do their part in preserving unsul-
lied the reputation which he attained through the prac-
tical application of Masonic tenets in every-day life.
Quiet, unassuming, tolerant and charitable, Moses
Michael Hays left his mark upon the communities in
which he lived. His name is blessed among those who
know of his gentle worth and sterling character.

HARRY SMITH, Worshipful Master,
Moses Micuaer Hayvs Lopee, A.F.&A.M.
BosTtoN, MASSACHUSETTS,
OcroBEr 1, 1937.
(8]
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CHAPTER I

THE JEW IN AMERICA

HE STORY of Moses Michael Hays does not

begin with his birth in New York in 1739, but has
its roots in the history of the Jewish people as a whole,
A vast majority, including many of the Jews of the
present generation, regard the Jews as a race which
achieved prominence merely in Biblical times, and after
the dispersion played but small part in the affairs
of the world outside of a few congested centers. This
is emphatically not the case, for the Jew has been
prominent in history in all ages, and has prospered
or suffered accordingly. The persecutions in Europe
today are nothing new, but are only accentuated high-
lights which serve once more to attract attention to a
situation which has been one of the perplexing—to
say nothing more—questions confronting a reputedly
civilized world.

Individuals who have absorbed information about
the Jews beyond ‘the Biblical texts oftentimes have
been limited in their views by school-day literature,
chiefly Shakespeare’s The Merchant of Vemice and
Scott’s Ivanhoe. Beyond that, to actually free one’s
self from mental fetters, one has to be interested in
a field wherein contact with the Jew is more firmly
established; but it is only the specialists in history
who realize how long and to what extent the Jew has
been a factor in the New World. As has been pointed
out, “Not jewels but Jews were the real financial basis
for the first expedition of Columbus.” The year 1502
-—only ten years after the discovery of America—

[9]1




MOSES MICHAEL HAYS

witnessed the grant of trade privileges to a Jewish
company by King Ferdinand V of Castile and Leon,
and in 1577 the Portuguese government was paid
heavily to repeal laws which prohibited Jewish immi-
gration to the colonies overseas.

The difficulties of the Jews in Europe caused them
to turn their eyes toward America soon after its dis-
covery. They had fared especially bad wherever the
Roman Catholic Church was in power. The Inquisi-
tion in Spain had sent many to the stake, with the
result that the Marranos—children and grandchildren
of the Jews who had been victims of the zeal and hatred
of the Roman priests—migrated to the Spanish pos-
sessions of the New World, but as early as 1511 the
long arms of the dreaded Inquisition and Crown
reached over the Atlantic to persecute them anew.
When Portugal and Holland went to war some time
later, the Marranos gave aid to the Dutch, and upon
the defeat of the Portuguese, many settled in Brazil,
momentarily under Dutch control. But the recovery
of Brazil by the Portuguese in 1654 prompted the
Jews to seek a haven in other Dutch settlements in
America, and they departed for Surinam and for New
Netherlands, better known to us as the Isle of Man-
hattan.

THE JEW IN NEW YORK
The first two Jews arrived in New Amsterdam
(New York City) July 8, 1654, preceding by a few
months a group who had fled from South America. A
Captain de la Motthe, master of the 8t. Catrina,
brought the contingent to New York, but his mis-
treatment of them brought about law-suits, which only
[10]



THE JEW IN AMERICA

served to accentuate the plight of the Jews. The
good burghers of New Amsterdam, in spite of the
crabbed Peter Stuyvesant, displayed a marked degree
of toleration and hospitality to the strangers, and it
was in this way that the Jews secured their first foot-
hold in North America. It was in New York where
they began their commercial activities as importers
and exporters, a field in which Moses Michael Hays
wrought exceedingly well in his day more than a cen-
tury later. The Jews were still under disadvantages
as aliens when New York was ruled by the British,
after they took possession from the Dutch in 1664,
but a modification of statutes, and the enactment of
the naturalization law in 1740, worked in their favor.

THE JEW IN RHODE ISLAND

The intolerance of Stuyvesant of New Amsterdam
toward the Jews prompted several families to migrate
to Newport between 1654 and 1657, where they were
Joined by a contingent from Curacoa, Roger Williams
was not only tolerant toward the Jew, but exerted
himself in his behalf, as shown by his argument sup-
porting the re-admission of the Jews to England. In
this respect he differed from his Puritan neighbors to
the north, where Cotton Mather had stigmatized New-
port as “the common receptacle of the convicts of
Jerusalem and the outcasts of the land.” Further ar-
rivals of Jews continued to enlarge the Jewish popu-
lation of Rhode Island, who engaged in commerce with
the surrounding and overseas ports, but it was not
until the arrival after 1750 of the Lopez and other
outstanding families that Newport enjoyed a rapid

[1]
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commercial development and became a strong rival of
New York. These families came from Spain, Portugal,
the West Indies and South America, and engaged in
commercial activities of many sorts, establishing fac-
tories, distilleries, sugar refineries and furniture fac-
tories. Says Kohler:

The Jewish merchant princes were not merely the
capitalists who furnished the wherewithal for this
trade, but their enterprises created the trade itself,
introduced the new arts and industries involved, and
furnished the trade connections through their co-
religionists in the different foreign ports with which
the relations were formed.

THE JEW IN MASSACHUSETTS

The earliest reference to a Jew in Massachusetts
relates to one Solomon Franco.* Provision was made
May 3, 1649, that

The court doth allow the said Solomon Franco
6 shillings per week out of the treasury for 10 weeks
for subsistence till he can get his passage into Holland
so as he do so within that time.

Others are on record, including Judah Monis, who was
appointed instructor in Hebrew at Harvard in 1722,
and who published the first Hebrew grammar in Amer-
jca in 1735. He died in 1764, age 81. Between 1740
and 1776, only four persons were naturalized in the
Superior Court of Boston, of whom one was the fa-

*There is also a record of a Moses Simonson arriving at New Plymouth
in the ship Fortune on November 11, 1621, but there is no supporting
evidence to confirm the supposition that he might have been a Jew.

[12]
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mous Aaron Lopez, formerly of Newport, but after
1762 of Swansey. Our own Hays comes into the pic-
ture soon after, but with his death, and the departure
of his family for other places, Jewish life was practi-
cally non-existent until the 1840’s. The story of Jewry
in Massachusetts from that year to the present is
beyond the scope of the present sketch.

THE JEW IN PENNSYLVANIA
The liberality of Roger Williams in Rhode Island
found a counterpart in William Penn in Pennsylvania.
Documentary evidence exists showing that Jews were
established in Philadelphia as early as 1726; that they
were fairly well established a few years later is shown
by a German traveler who included the Jews among
“all religions and sects” represented in Philadelphia
when he was there in 1784. There is also reason to
believe that there were Jews at inland points as early
as the middle of the seventeenth century, as Jewish
names appear in court actions of the period.

THE JEW IN VIRGINIA

The Jew was singularly absent in Virginia until
long after he had established himself in the neighbor-
ing areas. South Carolina and Georgia had Jewish
communities many years before the Revolutionary
War, but it was not until the close of the conflict that
Jews were found in numbers in Virginia. The reason
for this may be attributed to the fact that Virginia
had no large commercial centers to attract the mer-
chant, for centuries of persecution had deprived the
Jew of his original pastoral and agricultural voca-

tions, and forced him into the cities and into new en-
[13]
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deavors. Virginia life was not urban, but rural. Nev-
ertheless, there are evidences of Jews in Virginia as
land owners as early as 1648, and it is in this capacity
that we find the few who are of record. They appear
as patriots during the Revolution, aiding the strug-
gling colonies with finances when other doors were
closed. With them was Haym Salomon, who aided the
Virginia delegation when public funds were not avail-
able, and whose generosity was a source of mortifica-
tion to Madison, because Salomon ‘“obstinately rejects
all recompense.” Virginia Jews aided not only with
money, but also appeared in the field as soldiers who
acquitted themselves with credit. One Jacob Cohen
raised and commanded a company of cavalry, and
was active from 1776 until after the surrender of Corn-
wallis in 1781. '

THE JEW IN MARYLAND

Maryland, as is the case with some of the other
colonies, has some early Jewish “firsts,” but they do
not carry any particular significance beyond that, as
it was the larger migration of later years which
brought the Jews into prominence in America racially
and religiously. There is record of a Mathias de Sousa
arriving in Maryland in 1639, but one does not reach
solid ground until the trial of Dr. Jacob Lumbrozo
for blasphemy is encountered in old records dated
1658. Briefly, the Act of Toleration of 1649 made
death the penalty for comparing certain Christian mir-
acles with similar acts of Moses, but apparently if
an offender was economically useful in the community,
some things could be winked at. Expediency has al-

ways been a useful virtue.
[14]
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THE JEW IN GEORGIA

The story of the Jew in early Georgia is graphi-
cally told by Charles C. Jones, Jr., LL.D., of Au-
gusta, in Volume I of the publications of the American
Jewish Historical Society, but for a development of the
theme into greater detail, one should also consult the
scholarly researches of Leon Huehner, A.M., LL.B.,
in Volume X. 'Though the first group arrived at Sa-
vannah in 1783, contrary to instructions laid down by
the Trustees in London, nevertheless Oglethorpe (who
was also Provincial Grand Master of Masons) de-
cided to admit them in spite of the irregular and
unauthorized conduct of their agents in London. The
antipathy toward the Jew in England at the time
was well shown by the instructions sent to Oglethorpe,
namely, “to use his best endeavors that they [the Jews]
be allowed no kind of settlement with any of the gran-
tees.” Oglethorpe, however, furnished accommodations
and encouragement to the Jewish colonists, and showed
himself their friend in many ways. The Jews, on their
side, did their part to justify the confidence shown
in them, and from that day down to the present, the
story of the Jews in Georgia has been a happy one.
They have left their imprint upon the history of the
state. Jewish names are inseparably interwoven with
the story of Freemasonry in the jurisdiction—a sub-
ject brought home to the present writer not only by
his researches in American Colonial Masonic history,
but by the warm associations formed with Jewish
brethren in Georgia during recent months as a result
of personal meetings in Savannah.

[15]
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THE JEW IN SOUTH CAROLINA

South Carolina, like Georgia, has its Masonic his-
tory strongly interwoven with the Jewish background.
It was at Charleston where the high grades flourished,
and where the Rite of Perfection developed to such a
degree that Charleston naturally became the home and
the present See of the Mother Supreme Council of
Scottish Rite Freemasonry.

Some of the first arrivals in Georgia went to
Charleston soon after they landed. Names of Georgia
settlers are found upon the records of the Jewish Syn-
agogue of Charleston established in 1750. Huehner,
already mentioned under Georgia, has also developed
the theme for South Carolina. Though the English at
home were agitating the expulsion of Jews in 1660,
nevertheless the spirit of religious toleration was
quietly at work, as shown in the charters granted for
New World settlements. The Carolina proposals of
1665 expressed a desire to grant “freedomes and lib-
ertye of contience in all religious or spirituall things
and to be kept inviolably with them.”

There are various reasons to believe that Jews set-
tled in Carolina soon after the appointment of Sir
John Yeamans as Governor, circa 1665. He came
from Barbadoes, where the Jewish population was so
great that it was written: “In Barbadoes they do so
swarm that had no care been taken to banish them,
in twenty years they would eat out the English.” How-
ever, such a catastrophe did not take place, but the
agitation may have prompted many to migrate to the
mainland. Later historians pay their tribute to the
Jew in the colony as citizen and patriot.

[16]
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THE JEW IN AMERICA

SUMMARY

Only the high-lights of Jewish settlement in the
Colonies have been given in these altogether too brief
paragraphs. The story is far too great to be sketched
in a few words—entire volumes can be written (and
in some cases have been written) about the activities
and contributions of Jews to American life in the
various communities in which they settled. For pres-
ent purposes, as connected with the background
against which Moses Michael Hays appears so strik-
ing a figure, it has not been necessary to trace Jewish
activity and influence beyond the seaport areas. From
Savannah in the South to Boston in the North, the
Jew was a prominent factor in all commercial centers,
and that he did not deign to turn his hand, but in far
lesser degree, to agriculture and related occupations
is also well known. His entrance into the arts and
sciences followed later, a natural concomitant of the
national development of the early colonies and states.

The story of the Jew, no less than that of Free-
masonry as a whole, cannot be studied as something
apart from its surroundings. To isolate either for
this purpose is to defeat one’s object at the very start.
Let it suffice to say that the story of Moses Michael
Hays is a part of the natural growth and develop-
ment of his times, and he appears to best advantage
when so considered.

[17]



CHAPTER II

THE JEW IN FREEMASONRY

REEMASONRY of the pre-1717 period was essen-

tially and exclusively a Christian institution. In-
sofar as the exclusion of the Jews was concerned, this
was due not only to the measures of suppression
which prevented him from becoming a free agent in
his community where he happened to find him-
self, but because his former opportunities as an
artisan, mechanic or builder were curtailed. In
primitive times he had been a shepherd and ag-
riculturist; but when he migrated to FEurope, his
economic and social insecurity made it impera-
tive that such wealth as he might accumulate
be flexible and mobile. Consequently, the Jew appears
in medieval Europe chiefly as petty tradesman, mer-
chant and financier. As a scientist he fared better in
non-Christian countries; he did not participate in
the arts and sciences to any large extent outside of
his own group until modern times. The few exceptions
only serve to accentuate his solitary position.

There was a time when it was argued that “Ma-
sonry is a Jewish institution, whose history, Degrees,
Charges, Passwords and explanations are Jewish from
beginning to end.” (Dr. Isaac M. Wise.) Proponents
of this position base their arguments upon the Jewish
lore in the Masonic ritual and lectures, forgetting that
these aspects of Freemasonry are chiefly elaborations
of the post-1717 period. Prior to that time, the Ma-
sonic Ritual was a very simple thing, and about the
only inheritance we have from the Operative Craft is

[18]
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represented by the signs. We are not sure of the origin
of the grips and words. Operative Freemasonry of
medieval England was essentially a Christian institu-
tion, as shown by our earliest “Old Charges,” which
contains invocations to the Virgin Mary. The position
of the Jew in medieval Europe was such that he, as
an individual, could have had no influence on Free-
masonry. Therefore, such Jewish evidences as there
are must be attributed to the fact that the Old Testa-
ment of the Holy Bible was highly revered by the
medieval Christian church, and it is only because of
the relationship of the Old Testament to Christianity
that Jewish lore plays any part in the medieval church,
and through that source in Freemasonry.,

Obviously, only the history of the Masonic organ-
ization is now being presented. The story of Masonic
symbolism and philosophy is an entirely different mat-
ter, and it cannot be denied that Jewish and Kabbalis-
tic lore is an important source for many things which
were developed in our lectures by the ritual makers
of the eighteenth century in England. The high de-
grees were elaborated on the Continent, but that is a
Masonic development of circa 1740 and later, and it
was not until after Albert Pike entered the scene that
the Scottish Rite rituals were developed from meager
outlines into the stirring dramatic presentations so
familiar to the Fraternity today. The Masonic stu-
dent should never forget that Freemasonry teaches by
allegory and symbolism, and the Biblical and alleged
historical references must be taken in their symbolical
sense only.

Freemasonry as we know it had jts origin, as an

[19]
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orgamization, in the operative arts. The construction
of ecclesiastical buildings in medieval England, which
went on side by side with the equally large develop-
ments in the building of roads, walls, fortifications and
castles, brought the operative mason into close touch
with the Christian institution of his day. The essen-
tially Christian characteristics are readily apparent
in the study of the early Old Charges.

The edicts against the operative Freemasons after
the Black Death, the suppression of the monasteries
by King Henry VIII in 1536-39, and the changing
economic and political situation all played their parts
in the transformation of Freemasonry from an oper-
ative art into a speculative one. The period of 1600-
1700 is baffling to Masonic students, but in 1717,
upon the formation of the premier Grand Lodge in
London, we come upon a new era, and in that year
lies the birth of Freemasonry as we know it today. The
year 1723, by the adoption of Anderson’s Book of
Constitutions, marks another milestone in Masonic
progress, for then broadening influences, definitely ex-
pressed, combined with the tolerant attitude taken
toward men’s beliefs, made possible the acceptance of
the Jew into our select circle of fellowship. Not only
was the old Trinitarian concept of operative days
abandoned, but it was “now thought more expedient
only to oblige them [ Masons] to that Religion in which
all Men agree, leaving their particular Opinions to
themselves ; that is, to be good Men and true, or Men
of Honour and Honesty, by whatever Denominations
or Persuasions they may be distinguish’d.”

[20]
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JEWS MADE MASONS IN 1732

The earliest reference we have to Jews in English
Freemasonry appeared as an announcement in the
Daily Post of London on June 24, 1717:

On Sunday, about two in the afternoon, was held
a Lodge of Free and Accepted Masons at the Rose
Tavern in Cheapside, where, in the Presence of sev-
eral Brethren of Distinction, as well Jews as Chris-
tians, Mr. Ed. Rose was admitted of the Fraternity
by Mr. Danl, Delvalle, an eminent Jew Snuff Mer-
chant, the Master, Capt. Willmott, ete.,, who were
entertained very handsomely and the evening was
spent in a manner not infringing the morality of the
Christian Sabbath.

Researches by Bro. Dudley Wright, of London,
indicate that this Lodge had shortly before moved
from “the house of Joseph Wilmott, to the Bricklayer’s
Arms in Barbican.” The notice in the Daily Post ap-
parently created some excitement, for in Fog’s Journal
of October 7, 1732, it was announced that a meeting
would be held October 8, 1782, when an oration would
be delivered and “the cause of the Jews fully clear’d
and the affair of the Bricklayer’s Lodge from Barbi-
can to the Rose in Cheapside disclos’d.” While one
cannot depend upon names as an indication of nation-
ality or race, it may be conjectured that among
other Jewish members of the Lodge admitting Mr.
Ed. Rose were Isaac Ximenez, Benjamin Adolphus,
Abraham Bernal and Abraham Holbeche. Delvalle,
Master of the Lodge, was also a member of three
others, and associated in them with him was Dr. Rich-
ard Rawlinson, an eminent antiquarian, whose name
is very familiar to Masonic students.

[2]
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Another interesting allusion is made by Wright to
the arms of the “Ancient” Grand Lodge of England,
founded in 1751. He says:

If Laurence Dermott, the Grand Secretary of the
Antients, is correct in his statement, though it has
been questioned, has never been disproved, the arms
of the Grand Lodge of England were designed by a
Jew, Jacob Jehuda Levy, or, at least, it is claimed
that they were found in the collections of papers he
left behind. His full name was Jacob Jehuda Aryeh
Leon Templo. He was a Chachan, translator of the
Psalms and a heraldic expert. He was born in 1603
at Hamburg, where he taught the Talmud for several
years. He caused a great stir by a plan he drew of
King Solomon’s Temple, which was exhibited before
Charles II of England, under whose auspices the
Royal Society was founded. He published a short
but comprehensive description of the Temple in Span-
ish, which was at once translated into Dutch, into
French in 1643 and by himself into Hebrew in 1650.
German and Latin translations were made in 1665,
and an English translation was published in 1778
from the pen of M. P. Decastro, a relative of Templo
and in whose possession the plan then was.

Nathan Mayer Rothschild (1777-1836), who sub-
sequently founded the London branch of the distin-
guished house bearing the family name, availed him-
self of his London connections to become a Mason in
1802. The Minutes of the Lodge of Emulation No. 21
(then No. 12) have this entry as of October 4, 1802,
when a Lodge of Emergency was held:

Bror. Norris proposed Mr. Nathan Mayer Roth-
schild of Manchester, Merchant, aged 26, and Mr.

[22]
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Nehm Beer Rindskopf of Frankfort, Merchant, aged
21, to be made Masons in this Lodge this Evening
they being about to leave the kingdom immediately,
which being seconded by Bror White they were bal-
lotted for and declared unanimously approved, and
were accordingly initiated into the first, passed into
the second, and raised to the third degree, and paid
their fees to the Treasurer,

Notice was ordered to be given to the Grand Sec-
retary of the Brothers having passed the three de-
grees this Night on emergency,

The “Brother White” mentioned was not only Sec-
retary of the Lodge of Emulation, but was the same
William White who served as Grand Secretary of the
United Grand Lodge of Masons of England from 1813
to 1857.

The record discloses that Rothschild and Rinds-
kopf did not become members of the Lodge of Emula-
tion, and if they continued thejr Masonic activities,
it was doubtless in Germany. As was also the practice
in America, as late as the seventies of the last century,
the fact that a man received the degrees in a lodge did
not make him a member thereof ; it was necessary for
him to petition for membership afterwards. Our own
Massachusetts records reveal nteresting data on this
point.

THE JEW IN AMERICAN FREEMASONRY

One of the ablest articles on this subject, one that

has not been revised and brought down to date as the

work merits, is Samuel Oppenheim’s The Jews and

Masonry in the United States Before 1810. It was

originally published in Volume 19 of the Publications
[23]
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of the American Jewish Historical Society in 1910.
The author was not a Mason, but the few errors that
may be attributed to this fact would not be a discredit
to a well-informed Masonic student. Later researches
have brought corrections which the author would have
welcomed, if one may judge from his sympathetic and
scholarly treatment of the subject.

The researches of William Bordley Clarke, P.G.M.,
Georgia, into the history of Freemasonry in that
State, have emphasized the activities of Jews in Ma-
sonic circles of Georgia. During 1924, Dr. Melvin
Maynard Johnson, P.G.M., Massachusctts, came upon
a minute book of Solomon’s Lodge of Savannah
(founded 1733-34) in the Library of Congress. From
it may be deduced that Daniel Nunes (sometimes
spelled Nunis), a physician, and Moses Nunes, both
Jews, were made Masons sometime during the three
months prior to March 25, 1734, according to our
present reckoning. Clarke also cites several other in-
stances.

Oppenheim lists the following Jews among those
who were made Masons in Colonial America. He says:

The number of Jews here in our early history
was comparatively small. Aside from the reference to
them in Rhode Island in the seventeenth century, we
saw in the foregoing pages, taken from the printed
accounts which other sources will undoubtedly am-
plify, that they were already connected with the
Order soon after its revival here about 1727, and
before the Revolution. Among these, we found the
well-known names of Daniel and Moses Nunes in
1738-1734, and David Nunes and Abraham Sarzedas
in 1757, in Georgia; Isaac Da Costa in 1753, in South
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Carolina; Jonas Phillips and Aaron Hart in 1760,
Moses M. Hays in 1768, and Myer Myers and Isaac
Moses in 1769, in New York; Moses Isaacs and Isaac
Isaacs in 1760, David Lopez in 1762, Jacob Isaacs
and Moses Lopez in 1768, and Isaac Elizer in 1765,
in Rhode Island; Solomon Pinto and Ralph Isaacs
in 1762, and Benjamin Isaacs in 1765, in Connecti-
cut; Isaac Solomon in 1762 and Abraham Franks in
1772, in Pennsylvania; Daniel Barnett in 1765 and
Jacob Hart in 1773, in Maryland; and Hezekiah
Levy, before 1771, in Virginia. After the Revolution
we saw the names become more numerous. A few
of the prominent among these, in addition to all
those still to be mentioned, were Solomon Etting,
Isaac Franks, Michael Gratz, Jacob Henry, Benja-
min Nones, the Sheftalls, Haym Solomon, Joseph
Darmstadt, Marcus Elcan, Hyman Marks, Jacob
Mordecai, Joshua Moses, John Moss, Levy Nathan
and Benjamin Wolfe, Among Grand Masters we found
Moses M. Hays, in Massachusetts, 1788-1792; Moses
Seixas, in Rhode Island, 1802-1809; and Solomon
Jacobs, in Virginia, 1810-1813.

THE RHODE ISLAND STORY

Space limitations forbid the further development
of this interesting theme within the present brochure,
but because of Hays’ Rhode Island Masonic connec-
tions, and the interest of the subject to American Ma-
sons in particular, the alleged introduction of Free-
masonry into Rhode Island by Jews in 1658 should
be touched upon herein. Attention was focused upon
it by Rev. F. Peterson in his Hisory of Rhode Island
and Newport in the Past [New York, 1853], page 101 :
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In the spring of 1658, Mordecai Campannall,
Moses Packeckoe, Levi, and others, in all fifteen fam-
ilies, arrived at Newport from Holland. They brought
with them the three first degrees of masonry, and
worked them in the house of Campannall, and con-
tinued to do so, they and their successors, to the
year 1742.

Peterson attributed the extract to documents in the
possession of one N. H. Gould, Esq., then residing at
Newport, Rhode Island.

William H. Gardner, Grand Master of Masons in
Massachusetts in 1870, became interested in the story
during his term of office, and corresponded extensively
thereon. N. H. Gould refuted the Peterson quotation,
and stated that what he had was a fragmentary doc-
ument, with the pertinent part reading:

Ths yee (day and month obliterated) 1656 or 8
(not certain which, as the place was stained and bro-
ken; the first three figures were plain) Wee mett att
y House off Mordecai Campunnall and affter Synagog
Wee gave Abm Moses the degrees of Maconrie.

Gould was never able to produce the document,
with the result that critical scholars have discredited
the account entirely. The details are related in the
Proceedings of the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts,
1870, pages 357-61.

The facts are that duly-constituted Freemasonry
was not introduced into Rhode Island until 1749, and
the first Jewish connections with it are those of King
David’s Lodge, of which Moses Michael Hays was
Master under a New York warrant. His activities in
this lodge are presented in Chapter IV.
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THE JEW IN MODERN FREEMASONRY

Every effort has been made to hold the account
within proper limitations; hence nothing can be pre-
sented of Jewish contributions to Freemasonry during
the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. It is obvious
that much of interest could be related, but the leaders
of Jewry recognize that toleration in any direction is
best accomplished by emphasizing points of agree-
ment, rather than differences. In enlightened lands,
where the Jew is prominent in numbers, he is also
prominent in the life of the various communities, and
is accorded his rightful place without any question
as to racial or religious relationships. The result is
that the pride which Jews may properly feel in one
of their race achieving a position of prominence is
rightfully attributed to their pride in the individual
as a citizen, rather than as an exponent of any race
or creed. Hence thinking Jews, like their confreres in
Protestant fields, make no effort to single out leading
citizens as co-religionists, or stress any other controver-
sial aspects which would distinguish them as a group
apart from their fellow-citizens, no matter of what
nationality.

With these facts in mind, no attempt is made here-
in to mention other Jews who have achieved distinction
in the Fraternity. They themselves would be the first
to protest, and rightfully so. Having the larger vision
of brotherhood and harmonious relationships, they
would be false to the Institution they represent if they
permitted undue stress upon religious or racial aspects
of their fraternal connections.
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CHAPTER III
HAYS AS MERCHANT AND CITIZEN

ERY LITTLE is known of the antecedents of

Moses Michael Hays. Even in ordered communi-
ties, free of strife and antagonisms, it is difficult to find
essential records of prominent men, so with the diffi-
culties which have confronted the Jew, neither the
communities in which he dwelt nor he himself have pre-
served records which sooner or later became impedi-
menta. An individual whose position is insecure does
not burden himself with useless material, and for the
preservation of history he relies upon the age-old
method of verbal transmission from father to son. So
it must have been with the Hays family, for aside from
a few original records still preserved, we have no data
other than tradition and repetition of facts which
careful investigators know have been warped out of
shape with the true pattern.

THE HAYS ANTECEDENTS

The grandfather of Moses Michael Hays was
Moses Hays of Holland, whose six sons—dJacob, Judah,
Isaac, Solomon, Abraham and David—came to Amer-
ica early in the eighteenth century and settled in and
around New York City.* The second son, Judah, be-

%A descendant of Hays, Miss Caroline Cohen, author of The Myers, Hays
and Mordecai Families (privately printed), states that “In 1720 several
brothers of the name of Hays came to this country from The Hague, one of
whom was Isaac Hays, father of Samuel Hays, a noted citizen of Philadel-
phia; and the other, Judah, was the father of the first Hays of our more
immediate line.” Others have rendered the family name as Haas, Hayz and

Hies.
[28]
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came naturalized in 1729, and is of record December
2, 1785, as a Freeman in New York City, which gave
him the right, as a naturalized Jew, to engage in bus-
iness as a merchant.* He prospered, and in common
with many of the merchants of his day, owning their
own vessels, he engaged in trade with the West Indies.
One of his vessels was The Duke of Cumberland, a
small craft of 160 tons. In October, 1760, during the
French and Indian Wars, Judah Hays was granted a
commission to use this ship as a privateer. It mounted
sixteen guns and carried a crew of fifty, under the
command of Thomas Crugier as Master. This was one
of the last seven vessels, all owned by New York Jews,
to be commissioned between 1757 and 1761 to prey
upon enemy commerce.

Judah Hays married Rebecca Michaels, and of this
union at least four children were born—Reyna, Moses
Michael, Michael and Rachel. (Rachel may have been
the “Caty” encountered in some records). Reyna Hays
married Abraham de Isaac Touro, of Newport.

Two interesting and valuable relics of Judah

*The significance of this is lost unless one realizes that prior to the
reign of James I (1566-1625) it was impossible for a Jew ‘to acquire civil
status in Great Britain by naturalization. An act of 1610, directed against
Roman Catholics, also barred alien Jews from naturalization because all per-
sons naturalized were directed to receive the sacrament within thirty days.
The Act 13 George II, c¢. 7 (1740), was more liberal in its provisions and
“such who profess the Jewish Religion” were exempt from the sacrament,
and were also permitted ‘to omit the phrase, ‘“‘upon the'true faith of a Chris-
tian,” in taking the oath of abjuration. It is significant, from a Masonic
standpoint, that Jews were first admitted to the fellowship of Freemasonry
in the previous decade, and it may well be that the liberality of the Eng-
lish Freemasons eased the way for legislative enactments in favor of Jews.
Oglethorpe, a Mason, showed a most liberal attitude to the Jews in Georgia,
1733-34.
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Hays exist in the form of receipt books, the first com-
mencing June 20, 1759, and ending December 23, 1763.
This was purchased in 1935 by the eminent bibliophile,
Dr. A. S. W. Rosenbach, of Philadelphia, and pre-
sented to the American Jewish Historical Society of
New York City. The second is in the Archives of
Virginia Historical Society at Richmond; a photo-
static copy may be consulted in the American Jewish
Historical Society. It covers the period from Janu-
ary 12, 1763, to July 18, 1776. An item of interest
is an entry of June 25, 1762, which indicates that the
ship Duke of Cumberland was still in service, carrying
freight from Barbados to New York, and four ne-
groes from Martinique. Though dietary regulations
prevented the consumption of pork, there seemed to be
no scruples in handling it, for on September 4, 1761,
is record of a purchase of a barrel of pork from Raph-
ael Jacobs. As one commentator points out, this can
hardly be called a kosher transaction.

The charitable instincts of Jews need no encon-
iums from the Gentile collaborator in this work, for
they are too well known among all who have occasion
to come into close association with their Jewish neigh-
bors. Judah Hays was no exception to the rule, for
in him charitable proclivities were well exemplified, and
doubtless transmitted to his son Moses Michael. Sey-
eral entries reveal “the pest of a parasitic son-in-law,”
one Abraham Sarzados, whose rent was paid by the
indulgent father-in-law Judah Hays—a rent greater
than that which he paid for his own abode.

A loose leaf inserted in the receipt book, undated,
and of an earlier period, gives positive proof of the
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naturalization date of 1729, for it is recorded that
Judah Hays, “an Israelite & mercht. of N. York”
petitioned the Assembly June 18, 1729, for nat-
uralization. The bill passed June 28th and was con-
firmed by Governor Montgomerie July 12th. Both
Judah Hays and his brother, Isaac, whose petition was
dated June 19th, were admitted to the freedom of New
York in 1735.

The second receipt book reveals the close associa-
tion of father and son in business. Because of its
longer period of use, up to 1776, it borders upon the
final struggle of the American colonists with the
mother country. In it are encountered the names of
prominent patriots, among them Haym Salomon; a
receipt signed by him July 10, 1764, is the first docu-
mentary evidence encountered of his having been in
America prior to 1772. He had trouble with servants,
as do we of today, but he was able to collect for china
broken by them. One Marion Mahon had eight shil-
lings deducted from her monthly wage of seventeen
shillings.

With our legendary Grand Master Solomon in mind,
perhaps the servant felt she abundantly answered his
query, “Who hath sorrow? Who hath redness of eyes?”

Judah Hays died August 19, 1764. His will, dated
July 22, 1763, named his wife Rebecca, his son Moses
Michael Hays, and Wm. M. Smith as executors. His
daughter Rachel, who married contrary to his will—
she was the wife of Abraham Sarzados, already men-
tioned—was cut off with five shillings, but a subse-
quent allusion indicates that he provided for her wel-

fare in some way.
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MOSES MICHAEL HAYS

Nineteenth century biographers of Moses Michael
Hays assert that he was born in Lisbon, Portugal, in
1739, and that he came to New York by way of Ja-
maica in 1768. London has also been mentioned as the
city of his nativity. Later researches disprove these
statements, and New York City is now credited as his
birthplace. Documents already mentioned reveal he
was in New York prior to 1768, consequently the Ja-
maica reference may be put aside. There is a record
of September 23, 1760, in the Hays Receipt Book in-
dicating that the father paid £16-4-0 for the passage
of son Moses Michael from London to New York, a
journey apparently accomplished on board the Prince
George, owned by Moses Franks. Our Hays was then
twenty-one years of age.

The exact date of birth was the 11th day of Iyar,
Anno Mundi, 5565, or May 9, 1739. It should be
noted in passing that May 9 is both the anniversary
of his birth and death, as he died in Boston, May 9,
1805. These dates are recorded on his tombstone in
Newport, Rhode Island.

Reared in the tradition of his ancient faith, from
the essentials of which he never wavered, though he
reflected the liberalism which has characterized Amer-
ican Jewry in all of its progressive aspects, it is fit-
ting that one of the earliest accounts of his activities
lists him as a member of the Congregation Shearith
Israel of New York. His father had set the family
an excellent example in his support of the Congrega-
tion, as shown by at least twenty-five references to
him in the Minute Book of the Congregation, cover-

[32]




HAYS AS MERCHANT AND CITIZEN

ing the period 1728-1786. On March 12, 1759, young
Hays signed last as one of twenty-seven subscribers
as Yahidim of the Congregation. He was elected Sec-
ond Parnas September 20, 1767, and re-clected March
21, 1768. In an election for assistants to the Par-
nasim, he was chosen by seventeen votes, ranking sec-
ond in the list, and served until July 30, 1769. He
appears on the records as Parnas for the year 5528,
and a minute of the 26th Elul, 5528 (September 8,
1768) shows that he presided at a meeting of the Con-
gregation. In 1769, Hays was admitted a Freeman
of the City of New York, his occupation being given as
that of a watchmaker.

For lack of tangible evidence to the contrary, it
may be conceded that Moses Michael Hays continued
as a merchant in New York until some time in 1776,
when he left for Boston. However, there is some ground
for belief that he may have resided in Newport prior
to 1776, not only because of a recently discovered
Masonic letter, written to him from New York at
Newport in 1774 (to be dwelt upon later), but be-
cause of the assertion that it was in Newport “where
all but the two eldest children were born.” This con-
flicts with the statement that a daughter, Catherine,
was born after Hays settled in Boston, as was the case.

Hays’ continued interest in Newport and his de-
votion to the Jewish faith is shown by the appearance
of his name in Moses Seixas’ accounts of receipts and
payments of the Newport Congregation, 1783-90, as
one of many donors. Doubtless he made many visits
to Newport, for reasons bearing upon his business af-
fairs and for others in connection with his social and

religious relationships.
[33]



MOSES MICHAEL HAYS

REMOVAL TO BOSTON

Whatever the facts of early residence may be, it
may be conjectured that the withdrawal of Washing-
ton after the Battle of Long Island prompted Hays to
locate in a more congenial section. We do know that
he ultimately settled upon Boston as a desirable place,
although it must have involved a certain amount of
sacrifice, as Boston at that time did not have a Jewish
population such as had been established in other Colo-
nial seaport towns. On the other hand, while there are
isolated instances on record of Jews having been in
Boston between 1648 up to the time of Hays’ settle-
ment in the town, we have cases as late as 1762 of
Jews being warned by the Selectmen of Boston to de-
part the town. Newport was out of the question, either
as a continuation of a former home, or the establish-
ment of a new one, because open to attack from the
sea. The British occupied the town in 1777, when
some of its representative Jews fled to Leicester, Mas-
sachusettts, where they remained for six years, return-
ing to Newport in 1783, having but a very limited in-
fluence upon the community to which they had thus
temporarily removed. We may rightfully consider the
Hays family as the forerunmers of the Jewish life
which developed with the German migration of the
cighteeen-forties, of which Jacob Norton, also a prom-
inent Massachusetts Mason, was one of the first, if not
the first, (as he asserted) to establish the present
Jewish activities of Boston. Further evidence of the
Hays’ prominence as the solitary exponent of Jewry
in Boston during his time is shown in the statement of
Rev. Samuel J. May, in his memoirs, that “There
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was but one family of the despised children of the
house of Israel in Boston, the family of Moses Michael
Hays.” This is borne oyt by a contemporary, Israel
Baer Kursheedt, a learned Jow who fled Europe for
America because of the Napoleonic wars. He arrived
in Boston in 1796, where he found the Hays family the
only Jews there, and left soon after for New York,
where there was a better field for one of his attainments
in Jewish lore.

The Hays menage consisted of Hays himself, his
wife Rebecca, five of his children, his widowed sister,
Mrs. Reyna Touro, with her two infant sons, Judah
and Abraham. A daughter, Catherine, was born to the
Hays family October 3, 1776, soon after their arrival
in the town. Hays engaged in the insurance business,
opening an office at 68 State Street, while his home
was maintained at lower Middle Street, now Hanover

section of Boston.

Hays prospered in his neyw field, and commanded
the respect and confidence of those with whom he
worked. It became apparent, soon after the cessation
of hostilities, that a banking institution was needed
in Boston. During the winter of 1783-84, leading
merchants of the town took steps to form one, and
on December 18, 1783, the Independent Chronicle and
the Universal Advertiser carried the following an-
nouncement :

The utility of a bank established on the right
principles being generally known and acknowledged,
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a plan has been projected, and is now ready for
the patronage of those gentlemen who wish to derive
the many public and private advantages which have
resulted from such institutions in other countries.
Copies of the plan are lodged with, and subscriptions
received by, William Phillips, Isaac Smith, Jonathan
Mason, Thomas Russell, John Lowell, and Stephen
Higginson, Esqrs, and at the offices of Edward Payne,
John Hurd, and M. M. Hays, Esqrs.

An act of incorporation in the name of the Mas-
sachusetts Bank had been secured, and after the es-
sential preliminary organization meetings, the bank
was opened on July 5, 1784. The first name to be
entered on the bank ledger was that of Moses Michael
Hays, whose initial deposit was $14,500. Hays also
had the distinction of drawing the first check on a
New England bank account, done on the same day,
being in favor of Jonathan B. Livingston for six hun-
dred dollars. Hays was the second customer to dis-
count a note, and later records reveal that he made
frequent use of the bank’s facilities.

That Hays was actively interested in local affairs
is shown by a contribution to Harvard College made
subsequent to 1780; his name appears on a list of
benefactors. He was also a member of the Boston
Marine Society May 5, 1789, his certificate being
No. 328. A further indication of his substantial po-
sition is revealed by a bond which he signed for the
newly elected town treasurer, which was accepted
without question by the town selectmen.
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A PICTURE BY A CONTEMPORARY

One of the best portrayals of Hays is presented
by the Rev. Samuel Joseph May in a Memoir pub-
lished by the American Unitarian Society at Boston,
circa 1873. Tt reflects his position not only in terms
of material comfort, but also in the charitable in-
stincts which have always been associated with his
name. The time indicated is 1790, when his house-
hold was reported to consist of two white males, two
white males under sixteen, eleven white females, two
other free persons, and no slaves. Here is the generous
tribute by a Christian minister:

If the children of my day were taught, among
other foolish things, to dread, if not despise, Jews,
a very different lesson was impressed upon my young
heart. There was but one family of the despised
children of the House of Israel resident in Boston
—the family of Moses Michael Hays: a man much
respected, not only on account of his large wealth,
but for his many personal virtues and the high culture
and great excellence of his wife, his son Judah, and
his daughters—especially Catherine and Slowey. His
house, far down in Hanover Street, then one of the
fashionable streets of the town, was the abode of
hospitality; and his family moved in what were then
the first circles of society. He and his truly good
wife were hospitable, not to the rich alone, but also
to the poor. Many indigent families were fed pretty
regularly from his table. They would come especially
after his frequent dinner parties, and were sure to
be made welcome, not to the crumbs only, but to am-
pler portions of the food that might be left.

Always, on Saturday, he expected a number of

friends to dine with him. A full-length table was
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always spread, and loaded with the luxuries of the
season; and he loved to see it surrounded by a few
regular visitors and others especially invited. My
father was a favorite guest. He was regarded by Mr.
Hays and his whole family as a particular friend,
their chosen counsellor in times of perplexity, and
their comforter in the days of their affliction. My
father seldom failed to dine at Mr. Hays’s on Sat-
urday, and often took me with him; for he was sure
I should meet refined company there.

Both Uncle and Aunt Hays (for so I called them)
were fond of children, particularly of me; and I was
permitted to stay with them several days, and even
weeks, together. And I can never forget, not merely
their kind, but their conscientious care of me. I was
the child of Christian parents, and they took especial
pains that I should lose nothing of religious training
so long as I was permitted to abide with them.
Every night, I was required, on going to bed, to re-
peat my Christian hymns and prayers to them, or
else to an excellent Christian servant woman who
lived with them many years. I witnessed their relig-
ious exercises—their fastings and their prayers—and
was made to feel that they worshipped the Unseen
Almighty and All-merciful One. Of course I grew
up without any prejudice against Jews—or any other
religionists, because they did not believe as my father
and my mother believed.

THE HAYS FAMILY

The family so beautifully depicted consisted of his
wife, Rachel Myers Hays, whom he had married Aug-
ust 13, 1766, and six children. Only one was a son,
Judah, born in Rhode Island in 1772, and who was
drowned at St. Augustine, Florida, May 1, 1832. His
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remains were interred at Newport. Being of studious
inclinations, he was one of the founders of the Boston
Athenaeum. Like his father, he was a Mason, having
been initiated in The Massachusetts Lodge August 7,
1788, and passed and raised at the meeting of August
16th folowing. He was elected to membership in the
Lodge January 11, 1790. His diploma is on display
in the Grand Lodge Museum, being beautifully written
on parchment in his own hand, and signed by the
Master and Wardens of the Lodge—Colonel William
Scollay, Colonel Samuel Bradford and Jonathan Free-
man, respectively, as well as by the Secretary, Allen
Crocker. His father added his own endorsement on
the face as “Countenanced by us. M. M. Hays, Grand
Master for Commonwealth of Massachusetts, K.P.J.
Ch.R>< D.I1.G.” (Knight, Prince of Jerusalem, Cheval-
ier Rose Croix, Deputy Inspector General—designa-
tions of degrees and office held in the Rite of Perfec-
tion of twenty-five degrees.)

Of five daughters, there is record of Rebekah, born
in 1769, who died in Boston July 23, 1802, age thirty-
three years and five months, Slowey, date of birth
unknown, died October 19, 1836. Judith was born
September 2, 1767, and died at Richmond February
4, 1844. She and her sister Sally, who died at Rich-
mond August 3, 1832, married half-brothers on the
same day, September 21, 1796—Samuel Myers and
Moses Mears Myers, originally from New York, but
who settled in Richmond. The youngest daughter,
Catherine, born at Boston October 3, 1776, died at
Richmond January 2, 1854, at the age of seventy-
seven. She was in love with her cousin, the famous
philanthropist, Judah Touro, but Moses Michael Hays
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frowned upon their marriage on grounds of consan-
guinity. They remained single for the remainder of
their days, cherishing the sweet memory of a youth-
ful love which found its expression in deeds of good-
will toward humanity in general.

Of the above, Judah, Rebekah, Slowey and Cath-
erine lie buried in the family plot at Newport, Rhode
Island, beside Moses Michael Hays and his good wife
Rachel.

HAYS® LETTER TO HIS SON

Very few letters of Hays are known to exist. One
best known is that written to his son Judah in 1796,
at the time he was going abroad. Let us look over
the shoulder of the son as he reads and rereads the
letter which he carried on his person until his death,
twenty-seven years after his father had departed this
life:

Dear Judah:

You are now going into the world, and at a great
distance from your own country and connexions. It
will therefore be incumbent upon you to be very care-
ful and attentive to guard and keep from any re-
flection on your integrity and the principles of recti-
tude and honour which I know are fully imbibed in
you. Take care of all your letters of introduction and
deliver them yourself. Be very attentive, and make
yourself as serviceable as possible to Mr. Acher and
Mr. Larrajay. Make yourself perfect master of the
French language and the commerce of France; make
your friendships and connexions with none but per-
sons of honour and reputation. Take care what com-
pany you go into; be very careful indeed; you will
find traps, snares and allurements momently; avoid
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them, avoid them as you would inevitable destruction.
Herewith I give you forty Louis d’or and you have
your valuable friend, Mr. Jones’s bill for twenty
more. These two sums I would always have you keep
in reserve for any unforeseen occasion that may pos-
sibly happen. What monies you want for your ex-
penses, which I desire you may manage with econ-
omy, you must obtain on the strength of your letter
of credit from Mr. Acher, Mzr. Larrajay, Mr. Narai,
Champion and Dickerson, or any other of the persons
you are recommended to. Make Mr. Acher acquainted
with everything that concerns his business, as far
as he is willing to trust you to be communicative.
Write to all your friends every opportunity, and
never neglect writing to Mr. Jones. Make an apology
to Messrs. Dalls and Larrajay; I wish them to re-
ceive the letter in company that I wrote to Mr, Lar-
rajay himself, which ought to have been written to
them both. It would be best for you on your arrival
at St. Sebastian to proceed on immediately to Bay-
onne, with Prillio or whomsoever Captain Birrell
dispatches to inform Mr. Acher of his arrival; but
don’t you proceed alone. I wish health and happi-
ness and every blessing you can enjoy in this life,
and am, with regard,
Your affectionate father,

M. M. HAYS.

TRIBUTES TO THE MEMORY OF HAYS
Moses Michael Hays departed this life at his
home in Boston, May 9, 1805. The Boston Centinel
of May 11, 1805, carried a tribute to his memory,
which was copied by the Newport Mercury of May
The Newport paper mentions his burial
on the Sunday before. The Boston account reads:
[4]
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On Thursday evening, M. M. Hays, Esq AEt 64.
[sic] In the character of the deceased, there is much
worthy of our admiration—much for our imitation.
—Possessed by nature of a strong intellect, there was
a vigor in his conceptions of men and things which
gave a seeming asperity to his conversation, which
was ever frank and lucid. He walked abroad fearing
no man, but loving all. Under his roof dwelt hos-
pitality—it was an asylum for friendship, the man-
sion of piece. He was without guile, detesting hy-
pocrisy as he despised meanness. Take him for all
in all, he was indeed a man. In his death, society
will mourn the loss of a most valuable citizen; his
family, the kindest of husbands, the most indulgent
of fathers. But what consolation shall we offer to
assuage the violence of their grief?—Why, this is all
—the recollection of his virtues;—and that as he
lived, so he died; that to his last moment the cheer-
fulness and benevolence of his whole life, wasted
not on his falling brow. Calm, and without a sigh,
he sunk to rest, and is now secure in the bosom of
his Father and our Father, of his God and our God.

His remains were yesterday conveyed to Newport,
to be deposited in the Jewish sepulchre, in that city.

The grave of Moses Michael Hays is marked by
4 handsome monument, erected by his son Judah. There
are inscriptions in Hebrew and English. The Hebrew
inscription is prefaced by the initials of the words
“Here is interred,” and continues:

The exalted Moses Michael, Son of Judah,

liberated for Paradise on Friday, the 1th day of

Iyar, 565, (minor notation). And the days of his

life were sixty-six years. The memory of the just

is blessed. May his soul be bound in the bands of life.
[£2]




HAYS AS MERCHANT AND CITIZEN

The English text reads:

Here
repose the ashes of Moses Michael Hays, Esquire,
who died in Boston,
[in the state of] Massachusetts,
on the 11th day of Iyar
AM. 5565
the 9th day of May, 1805, of the Christian era,
Aged LXVI years.

IN COMMEMORATION OF HIS VIRTUES, HIS SON, WITH FILIAL
REVERENCE, ERECTED THIS MONUMENT.

Robert Treat Paine, Jr., the son of the man by
the same name who signed the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, wrote this elegiac sonnet on the death of
Hays:

Here sleep’st thou, Man of Soul! Thy spirit flown,
How dark and tenantless its desert clay!

Cold is that heart which throbbed at sorrow’s moan,
Untuned that tongue that charmed the social day,

Where now thy Wit, by generous roughness graced?
Of Friendship’s accent, kindling as it fell?

Of Bounty’s stealing foot, whose step untraced
Had watched pale Want, and stored her famished cell?

Alas! ’Tis all thou art. whose vigorous mind
Inspiring force to Truth and Felling gave,
Whose rich resources equal power combined,
They gay to brighten, and instruct the grave !

Farewell! Adieu! Sweet peace thy vigils keep;
For Pilgrim Virtue sojourns here to weep !
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CHAPTER IV
HAYS AS A FREEMASON

WE DO NOT know when and where Moses Michael
Hays was brought to Masonic light. He ap-
peared on the Masonic horizon on December 6, 1768,
when Henry Andrew Francken, of Jamaica, appointed
him as a Deputy Inspector General of the Rite of
Perfection for the West Indies and North America.
This immediately involves a consideration of the Ma-
sonic picture as it existed at that time.

Contrary to the generally accepted opinion, the
various systems of Freemasonry do mot necessarily
rest upon the three degrees of Ancient Craft Masonry
as we know them now. In the eighteenth century, as
well as today, there were several Masonic systems,
each of them working a set of degrees known as En-
tered Apprentice, Fellow Craft and Master Mason.
There was the system as practiced in England, Ireland
and Scotland; there were also the “Rit Ancien,” the
French Rite or the “Rit Moderne,” the Swedish Rite,
and the Rite of Perfection—to mention only the better
known systems. All of these were worked during the
period under consideration, and inter-visitation was a
simple thing among those who traveled into various
countries.

It may be that Hays received his degrees in some
New York Lodge, or he may have been made a full-
fledged Mason of the Rite of Perfection, a system em-
bracing a series of degrees from the first to the twenty-
Afth. We have no documentary evidence other than
Hays’ own transcript of a patent given him by
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Francken, who himself had received, at a date unknown,
from Stephen Morin, the appointment as a Deputy
Inspector General. The basic degrees in all systems
had many similarities, and when a man was well known,
as Hays was, little if any question would be raised as
to his standing as a Mason if he himself declared that
he was one. Today, perhaps, we are more exacting,
but there are many who have visited lodges in modern
times with hardly any more evidence than a certificate
or a receipt which few are competent to pass upon as
having been issued by a regular or recognized Masonic
body.

That Hays’ standing as a Mason was unquestioned
is shown by the next evidence of his Craft activities.
Historians record that on February 17, 1769, George
Harison, Provincial Grand Master of the “Moderns”
in New York, issued a warrant for the formation of
King David’s Lodge in New York City, in which Hays,
“a Hebrew of Masonic distinction,” is named as Mas-
ter. The warrant reads:

To all, and every, our Worshipful and Loving
Brethren We George Harison Esq: Provincial Grand
Master of the Most Ancient and Honorable Society of
Free and Accepted Masons in the Province of New
York in America send greetings. Know Ye, that
reposing especial Trust and confidence in our Wor-
shipful and well beloved Brother Moses M. Hays We
do hereby constitute and appoint him the said Moses
M. Hays to be Master of King David’s Lodge in
the city of New York, and we also appoint Myer
Myers and Isaac Moses to the Senior and Junior
Wardens seats in the Lodge. By virtue of the Power
and Authority vested in us by a Deputation bearing
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date in London the Ninth day of June Anno Domini;
One Thousand Seven hundred and fifty three and
Five thousand Seven hundred and fifty three from
the Right Worshipful John Proby, Baron of Carys-
fort in the County of Wicklow & Kingdom of Ireland
and than Grand Master of England, appointing us
Provincial Grand Master for the Provinces of New
York. And we do hereby authorize the said Moses M.
Hays to make Masons and also to do and execute
all and every such Act and thing appertaining to said
Office as usually have and ought to be done, and
executed by other Masters, he taking especial care
that the Members of his said Lodge do observe, per-
form and keep the Rules, Orders, Regulations and
Instructions contained in our Constitution, and their
own particular Byelaws, together with all such other
Rules, Orders and Regulations and Instructions as
shall from Time to Time be given us, and paying
out of the first money he shall receive of Initiative
Fees the sum of Three Guineas to be by me remitted
to the Treasurer of the Grand Lodge in London.

Given under my hand and Seal of Masonry in the
City of New York this Twenty-third day of Febru-
ary in the year of our Lord One thousand Seven
hundred and sixty Nine.

(SEAL) GEORGE HARISON

Provine. Grand Master

The Lodge apparently continued in the customary
Craft channels for some years. Hays ultimately took
the warrant to Newport, Rhode Island, and opened a
lodge there, with a new set of officers. Itsbecame the
third lodge in Rhode Island, beginning operations June
7, 1780, according to the following interesting extract
from the records of the Lodge itself:
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From the East Cometh Light

Whereas we, Moses M. Hays Grand Elect Perft
Sublime Dept. Inspector Gen’l of Masonry Prince
of the East & & & by a warrant under the hand &
seal of our truly and well beloved Brother George
Harrison Esq. Grand Master & & & is authorized,
empowered to form and establish a Lodge by the
name of King David’s Lodge, No. 1 & whereas we
having found several true and lawful Brethren here
desirous of becoming members thereof have accord-
ingly convened for that purpose at a room convenient
for holding a Lodge this evening, June 7th 1780
and in Masonry 5780, and after having appointed the
following Brethren to the Office for this night affixed
to their respective names, Viz, Moses M. Hays, Mas-
ter; Moses Siaxas, Sen. Warden; David Lopez, Jun.
Warden; Jeremiah Clark, Treasurer; Henry Dayton
Secretary; Solo. A. Myers, Deacon,

The Lodge was opened in due form after which
the Master informed the Lodge that Robert Elliott;
John Handy; Peleg Clarke and Daniel Box were
Modern Masons, but were truly desirous to be Ini-
tiated into our Ancient Fraternity and that they
were worthy thereof; they were all accordingly en-
tered as Apprentices and afterwards passed to
Fellow Craft.

June 10, 1780 Moses M. Hays elected Master.
Brothers Robert Elliott, John Handy, Peleg Clarke
and Daniel Box were raised to the Sublime Degree
of Master Mason.

Judging from some manuscript notes in the Library
of the Grand Lodge of Massachusetts, apparently
transcripts of the original record books of King
David’s Lodge, it is very evident that the Lodge began
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to function very actively in Newport, because a com-
mittee, consisting of Moses M. Hays, Moses Seixas,
Peleg Clarke and John Hardy had previously prepared
by-laws, and made a signed statement that “We . . .
do hereby solemnly promise & obligate ourselves each
for himself to conform to all the Rules, Laws & Regula-
tions that are or shall be made by said Body.” Hays
presided June 10, 1780; was absent June 27, and pre-
sumably on August 6. He was present as Master on
October 18, 1780, and again for three meetings in De-
cember, two in January, 1781, and two in February.
On February 14th he “informed the Lodge that his
business was of such a nature as to occasion his absence
for some weeks from us, being bound on a journey to
Philadelphia & having taken leave of us, resigned the
chair to our Worthy Brother Moses Seixas.” Hays
presided again May 16, 1781, and for thirteen meetings
thereafter, including the last on December 5, 1781.
One of these meetings, October 3, 1781, was a “Mas-
ter’s Lodge.” These evidences of Newport activity
prompt one to believe that Hays may have resided
there from 1776 to 1782, rather than in Boston, and
really did not go to Boston permanently until 1782.

We may question the regularity of his action for
a warrant, even in those days, (aside from military
lodge warrants) was intended for use only in the place
originally designated. Yet these things are trifles when
considered in the light of Masonic custom as they ex-
isted in those early days, and as the acts of the breth-
ren involved were accepted by their contemporaries,
there is no need of critical review on our part. Our
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brethren labored well, in keeping with basic Masonic
virtues, and upon those foundations their work was
firmly established. Let it suffice to say that Moses
Seixas, Senior Warden, later became Grand Master of
Masons in Rhode Island, as did Hays in Massachusetts.

Samuel Oppenheim has well said :

The Jews described in this paper were men of
parts and character, and distinguished in the early
American annals of their people. Their connection
with the Order was no doubt of benefit to their co-
religionists, as it was to themselves, and brought them
into relations with many not of their race, prominent
in the official and civil life of the country, who were
also members of the fraternity.

King David’s Lodge has an early reference to
George Washington as a Mason., He visited Newport
in March, 1781, to confer with the Comte de Rocham-
beau, who had landed a force of six thousand men and
was blockaded by a powerful British fleet. Washing-
ton arrived March 6 and departed on the 13th. His
proposed visit was publicly known as early as Febru-
ary 7, when King David’s Lodge appointed a commit-
tee to prepare an address to Washington. It was not
prepared, as the brethren:reported

. that on inquiry they find General Washington
not to be a Grand Master of North America; as
they supposed, nor even Master of any particular
lodge. They are, therefore, of the opinion that this
Lodge would not choose to address him as a private
brother at the same time, think it would not be
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agreeable to our worthy brother to be addressed as
such.”*

Washington’s visit to Newport during the summer
of 1790 resulted in a more happy Masonic situation.
King David’s Lodge held a special meeting August 17,
1790, the day of the President’ arrival, and prepared
an address to which Washington made appropriate
reply on Sunday, August 22, 1790.%*

HAYS® MASONIC LETTER

Of greater interest to us is a Masonic letter writ-
ten by Worshipful Brother Hays to a Mrs. Elliot, the
widow of a departed member of King David’s Lodge.
The original is in the Archives of the Grand Lodge
of Massachusetts. It reflects the style of correspond-
ence which prevailed in the period under consideration,
but it also reveals, in unmistakable manner, the sincere
sympathy of its author and the fraternal instincts
which moved his heart to such warm expression.

New Port Novemr. 7th 1781
Dear Madam
King Davids Lodge Express great Honor done
Them, in The favor of your Letter of Yesterdays
date, delivered them by Brother Handy, have voted it
to Be Filed in The Annalls of the Lodge, and have

*This circumstance is of importance because enemies of Freemasonry
have seized upon the report to bolster their unfounded assertions that
Washington had never been Master of a lodge. The Newport report was
correct at the time it was written, for Washington was not elected Master
of Alexandria Lodge No. 22 of Virginia until 1788. There never has been
a “General Grand Master” nor a ‘“‘General Grand Lodge’” for the United
States.

**The original address and Washington’s (undated) reply are in the
Boston Athenaeum.
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Directed us, in Their Behalf to Acknowledge, your
Polite Attention; The Acts of Attention and Friend-
ship we had the Melancholy Occasion to Conferr on
our worthy Departed Brother Elliot, Arrise From
The Duty Incumbent on us, as the Offsprings of the
Same Antient Parents, and more Particularly En-
forced by The Obligations We owe each other, As
Members of our Ancient F raternity ; We Sympathise
With you in Condolance on The Loss of your Best
Friend, whom we are most Assured is Changed a
Transitory Irksome Existance, for an Immortall Bliss
in The Heavenly Kingdom, Where we now Trust he
is joined To The Celoestial Train of Happiness. We
Know how Painfull is The Task of Momentary Sep-
eration, And How Heavy it must Labor in The
Breast of your Tender & Delicate Composition, But
when we Reflect on the Rectitude of Divine Dispen-
sations, we are Led to Confess, The unerring Hand
of Heaven,—May That Great Disposer of all Events,
Shelter you And your Little Brood under his Divine
Wings of Fatherly Protection, and Sustain your Forti-
tude in your Present State; We are Instructed by the
Lodge to Offer you their Best Services, Both in a
Conjunctive, & Private Capacity, And to Assure you
That The Memory of one of our so Aimable Members
Will ever Cherish a Lively Sence of Affection in their
And our Breast, for you & Your Dear Family, & We
are with The Highest Esteem & Respect Dear
Madam
Yr. Mo: Ob: Hdservant

MOSES M. HAYS
Mrs. Elliot

The historian of Freemasonry, especially that of
early times, is often amused by indications of unsat-
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isfactory bookkeeping and settlements of accounts. Old
lodge chests still exist which have three locks—the
Master and the Wardens having held the keys; when
one or more of the principal officers failed to appear
complications ensued. It is refreshing, therefore, to
find the folowing minutes bearing upon funds in Hays’
hands, showing how meticulous he was in discharging
financial obligations due King David’s Lodge:

February 6, 1782: A motion made and seconded that
a committee be appointed to wait on Brother Seixas
(acting Master, R. W. Moses M. Hays Master being
out of town) and enquire whether he has wrote our
R. W. Master & Bro M. Hays respecting the money
in his hands belonging to the Lodge, and if Bro
Seixas has not wrote that he be added to the before
mentioned committee and that they write immediately
to Bro Hays requesting him to send the money as the
Lodge is in great want of it.

February 20, 1782: The committee appointed to wait
on Bro. Seixas to enquire whether he had wrote our
Right Worshipful Master Brother Hays respecting
the money in his hand belonging to the Lodge—Re-
port that they waited on him, But Bro. Seixas being
present, presented a letter to Bro. Hays together
with Bro Hays answer enclosing his account current
with the Lodge—the whole of which is satisfactory.

HAYS AS A MASSACHUSETTS MASON

Though Hays apparently resided in Boston from

1776 until the time of his death, his business and re-

ligious interests were deeply interwoven with affairs in

Newport; it would occasion no surprise to find that

he had a home there as well, prior to 1783. A number
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of conjectures arise as one ponders on certain facts
of the 1776 to 1782 period of his life.

It is now definitely known when Hays became a
member of The Massachusetts Lodge of Boston, which
he served as Master from December 3, 1782, until
May 12, 1785, when the Lodge suspended activities
until June 12, 1788. He was a visitor July 3, 1781,
and again on January 11, 1782, The Lodge records
further indicate that “R.W.M. M. M. Hays, M.R.IL.
Lodge and B. Judah visited the meeting held at the
Bunch of Grapes Tavern Tuesday evening, February
5, 5782, and at a meeting of November 5, 1782,
“Brother Warren propos’d Bror. Hays to become a
member of this lodge. Voted. That he be ballotted for
this Even’g. He was accordingly ballotted for &
accepted.” Among those present that evening were his
Senior Warden from King David’s Lodge, Moses
Seixas, and officers of the French fleet, including Ad-
miral Marquis de Vandreil. A month later he became
Master—surely a testimonial to him as man and Ma-
son! He was chosen in place of Stephen Bruce, who
had served one year and declined a second term. Hays
attempted to resign, and John Warren was elected
in his place; but he declined to serve, and Hays was
unanimously chosen again. He was re-elected in 1783
and 1784, and presided at the meeting held June 5,
1788, when

The R. W. Master acquainted the brethren that so
much time had elapsed by neglect of the Lodge’s
meeting that complaints were made by the Grand
Lodge & demands were made for their dues to the
Grand Lodge, therefore the R. W, Master call’d on
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the Lodge for their serious consideration, when the
members present, voted & Resolved—To Support the
Honor & Dignity of the Lodge and from this evening
should commence their Resolutions.

Colonel William Scollay was then elected Master,
and he served until May 14, 1792.

Worshipful Brother Harry Smith, to whom we are
indebted for these extracts from the original minute
book of The Massachusetts Lodge, discovered that two
candidates were received in 1782-83, one passed and
one raised; and in 1783-84* nine candidates were re-
ceived, eight passed and seven raised. Hard times came
on after that, and during the period of 1784-85 no
candidates were received, and labor was not resumed
again until 1788.

Worshipful Brother Hays resolutely attended to
business when Master. He collected “£30 solid coin,
being so much he received of Wm. Todd for a note of
hand due from Bro. B. Cudworth to this Lodge, for
the payment of the amount of which Note of hand the
R. W. hath guaranteed Mr. Todd; and if said Note
should return unpaid the lodge, to replace the monies.”

Yet one more fact must be recorded. On Septem-
ber 1, 1788, the then Most Worshipful Grand Master
Moses Michael Hays presented his Lodge with three
silver-mounted truncheons; these were ultimately en-
graved, by the order of the Lodge, with the legends,

*A hand engrossed parchment diploma, issued to Brother Baruch Judah
by the officers of The Massachusetts Lodge—M. M. Hays, W. M. W.
Scollay, Senior Warden, Joseph Whipple, Junior Warden and John Welsh, Jr.,
Secretary, dated February 10, 1784, is still ewned by the Lodge. It is sus-
pected that Brother Judah is the one who visited the Lodge with Hays on
February 5, 1782.
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“The gift of M. M. Hays, G.M.” and “Massachusetts
Lodge, No. 2. The ends of the caps had a monogram
of the initials “M.L.” engraved upon them, and later
the year of the gift, 5788, was added. The truncheons
were lost, with other valuable property of the Lodge,
including the General Warren charter, in the fire of
April 5-6, 1864, when the Boston Masonic Temple
on the present site was totally destroyed.

HAYS’ ACTIVITIES IN GRAND LODGE

Because Moses Michael Hays was the last Grand
Master of the Grand Lodge of Scottish origin in Mas-
sachusetts, which united with the “Moderns” in 1792
to form our present Grand Lodge, it is not amiss to
emphasize the fact that there were two Provincial
Grand Lodges in Massachusetts. The first was that
founded by Henry Price July 30, 1783; the second
was the one resulting from the commission dated May
30, 1769, given to Joseph Warren, Master of St. An-
drew’s Lodge, by the Grand Lodge of Scotland, as
“Grand Master of Masons in Boston, New England,
and within one hundred miles of the same.” The Mas-
sachusetts Grand Lodge was formed under this author-
ity December 27, 1769. Paul Revere was the first
Senior Deacon. This Grand Lodge was “Ancient” in
its sympathies, as distinguished from the St. John’s
Grand Lodge which had its authority from the “Mod-
ern,” or premier, Grand Lodge of England, founded
1717. The Grand Lodge of Scotland, founded 1736,
was in close accord with the younger “Ancient” Grand
Lodge of England, founded in 1751.

When hostilities between England and the Colonies
ceased in 1781 (formal peace was not declared until
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1783, however), The Massachusetts Grand Lodge

strove for Masonic independence, and on December 6,

1782
Resolved, That this Grand Lodge be forever hereafter
known and called by the name of the Massachusetts
Grand Lodge of Ancient Masons, and that it is free
and independent in its government and official author-
ity, of any other Grand Lodge, or Grand Master in
the universe,

Knowing that Hays was a patriot, one can under-
stand his association with the “Ancient” Masons, who
were numerous among those who fought for independ-
ence, as distinguished from the “Moderns,” who were
more inclined to be loyalists—having much to lose
through civil disaffection and war.

* % % %

One month after Hays’ election as Master of The
Massachusetts Lodge, he appears in Grand Lodge as
its representative—January 3, 1783. He was named
as a member of the committee instructed to write to
the Grand Lodge of Scotland, to inform that body
“why the Grand Lodge in Commonwealth [of] Mas-
sachusetts Assumed to Themselves that Dignity,” and
they were also instructed to write to the “Grand Lodge
of Philadelphia” on the same subject.

On June 6, 1783, Hays received another commit-
tee appointment, this time to make report on the na-
ture of the endorsements to be supplied on warrants
granted by the Massachusetts Grand Lodge; the min-
utes of September 5, 1783, record an appointment as
member of a committee to form rules and regulations
for the government of the Grand Lodge; on December
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4, 1783, he becomes one of three ordered to write to
lodges asking for ap answer to the circular on the
“Independence of this Grand Lodge,” and he signs the
minutes as well,

On March 4, 1784, Hays appears in the records as
Junior Grand Warden, apparently holding the chair
for the evening, for at the special meeting held the

Precedes the Senior Grang Warden, as “R Wpfll M.
M. Hays Mr Massa,” meaning Master of Massachu-

quently, as Master of his Lodge; but on June 24, 1785,
he appears again as Junior Grand Warden, and is
elected to that office the same afternoop (Grand
Lodge has assembled at four o’clock),

On June 2, 1786, we find Hays in the Senior Grand
Warden’s chair, During the election that followed,
Hays was elected to the office, but “Excused himself
& his Resignation was accepted.” His name is en-
countered up to June 6, 1788, when John Warren
declined re-election ag Grand Master., “Whereupon
the M: W: M: Hays Esq: was Unanimously chosen
G: M. and being informed of the choice by g Respec-
table Committee he testified his Acceptance of the
Same.” One wonders why the use of the word respec-
table,” but it may be conjectured that this was a cur-
tailment of “a committee of respectable numbers,”
considering the importance of the office and the worth
of the brother chosen to fI] it. He appointed Perez
Morton as his Deputy July 24, 1788,
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HAYS ADMINISTRATION AS GRAND MASTER

It is soon apparent, as one reads the interesting
and quaint minutes of Grand Lodge for the four years
that M.W. Bro. Hays served as Grand Master, that
a strong hand is at the helm. The records become
more voluminous and detailed, and verbatim reports
appear of his addresses to the various lodges which he
visits as Grand Master. He praises good work; he
urges caution in the admission of new members; he
insists upon the secretaries keeping good records and
transmitting reports promptly to Grand Lodge. He
writes to Elisha Porter, Master of Hampshire Lodge,
directing him to visit lodges in his vicinity, and gives
him power to examine records, and to make report.

On June 4, 1789, the annual election was held, and
John Warren chosen Grand Master; but again he de-
clined, so Hays was unanimously re-elected. During
the year stress is again laid upon the necessity of hav-
ing a Book of Constitutions printed, “provided it shall
not be attended with Expence to the Grand Lodge”!
Such a book never appeared until after the Union—
so we suspect no brother volunteered to furnish the
book gratis.

During 1790 M. W. Bro. Hays presided at the
trial of the Senior Grand Warden, who was found
guilty of “having two Wives at one & the same time.”
He was dismissed from office and membership, it hav-
ing been voted that his conduct had been “highly de-
rogatory to the laws of Morality Society and Honor,
& Diametrically Opposed to the Principles of Ma-
sonry.” Thus in simple but potent words our brethren
of that day set an example of brevity in expression
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which modern Grand Lodge committees might well
emulate.

June 3, 1790, marked the date of another re-elec-
tion of Hays to the office of Grand Master. Plans were
made to celebrate the Feast of St. John the Baptist
June 24th, and to have an address delivered. Josiah
Bartlett was chosen for this important function, and
his address, rich in historical data on Masonry in
Massachusetts in particular, appears in full in the re-
print volume of Proceedings.

The Massachusetts Craft were apparently becom-
ing a bit indifferent to Grand Lodge, so steps were
taken to make concessions on finances. Grand Lodge
had been conducted on an economical basis, so the
sums due from the lodges were waived and a pro-rata
assessment made for the small amount that had to be
collected. As one reflects upon the economic situation
of the United States at the time, and remembers that
the period of 1783-89 was the darkest in its history,
it can be understood why the lodges had not functioned
strongly.

Hays was again elected Grand Master at the an-
nual election June 2, 1791. He appointed Paul Re-
vere as his Deputy, and at the installation ceremonies
Rev. Bro. William Bentley of Salem gave “an elegant
Discourse on Masonry.” A collection was taken for
the relief of Elias Parkman. The Book of Constitutions
was still in the thoughts of the Grand Lodge, and this
time steps were taken which ultimately brought about
its creation, for Rev. Thaddeus Mason Harris
was added to the committee, and it was due to his
genius that the work finally appeared in 1792. His
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work is all the more remarkable when remembering
that he had been a Mason only a year.

During 1791, Hays warranted King Solomon’s
Lodge of Perfection at Holmes’ Hole, Martha’s Vine-
yard, with the privilege of making Royal Arch Masons.
This was a hautes grades creation, which came into the
Grand Lodge Fellowship in 1797, and ceased working
in 1811.

On March 5, 1792, Grand Lodge was presided over
by Paul Revere. This was the meeting where final steps
were taken for the union with the St. John’s Grand
Lodge, which was consummated that day. “The Grand
Lodge of the Most Ancient & Honourable Fraternity
of Free and Accepted Masons for the Commonwealth
of Massachusetts” came into being, with John Cutler
as Grand Master. The records close with a statement
that eleven designated brethren were standing members
of the late Massachusetts Grand Lodges, Hays ap-
pearing as third after Paul Revere and John Warren.
The record closes with Hays’ signature as Grand Mas-
ter of the Massachusetts Grand Lodge.

At the meeting of the Grand Lodge held April
2, 1792, Hays was named second as a member of a
committee of thirteen to compile a Book of Consti-
tutions, and it is with his labors on this work that
Hays’ activities in the Grand Lodge ceased. The little
band of brethren, who had wrought so valiantly and
well as the Massachusetts Grand Lodge were thus ab-
sorbed into the union body, and the stalwarts who
led them passed into the twilight and shadows which
mark the inevitable end of life’s fitful fever in every
field of human endeavor. Change was in the air every-
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where ; the old order had passed in many things, and
Freemasonry no more escaped the outward changes
than did the other forms so dear to those who knew
them best. Only basic principles endured. The spirit
of Freemasonry survived, and we today pay tribute
to those who transmitted it to us unimpaired.

MOSES MICHAEL HAYS AND THE HIGH DEGREES

The record presented to this point is one rich in
accomplishment and honor, and is sufficient in itself
to indicate the attachment of M. W. Bro. Hays to
Freemasonry and its principles. However, Hays was
not negligent of the Masonic system in which he had
received unusual honors, and that the distinction be-
stowed upon him was well deserved is shown by his
activities in the Rite of Perfection.

The Rite of Perfection was introduced into Amer-
ica by Stephen Morin, who had received a patent in
1761, and a set of Constitutions and Regulations in
1762, from the Council of Emperors of the East and
West in France, by authority of which he went to
work in the West Indies upon his arrival there in 1763.
His earliest Masonic document extant is a certificate
to Ossonde Verriere, dated at Port au Prince, San
Domingo, October 26, 1764. This is now in the Ar-
chives of the Grand Lodge of Pennsylvania: a photo-
static copy is in the Library of the Supreme Council
33°, A.A.S.R., N.M.J., Boston.

We do not know when Morin conferred the degrees
upon Henry Andrew Francken, but it was prior, to
October 7, 1767, for within two days of that date
Francken conferred the degrees from the Fourth to
the Fourteenth upon two other brethren. Hays came
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into the picture near the end of the following year,
December 6, 1768, as Deputy Inspector General, by i
appointment from Francken.

The earliest record we have of his activity in this
capacity is that given in a letter addressed to him
by John Davan, a merchant of New York. This letter
is now in the Archives of the Grand Lodge of Massa-
chusetts. A photostat, together with Hays’ original
jewels, is on display in the Museum. The address
and text follow:

To ?
The most Illustrious Prince )
Moses M Hays
of the Ineffable Lodge
of Perfection,
at
Newport
Rhode Island.

The letter reads:

Most

Illustrious Prince of Princes, Sovereign Knight of

the Sun &c &c &c &ec.

I return my most sincere thanks for your agree-
able favour recd. fr the hands of Bror Myer. I con-
gratuate you on your happy return from the West
Indies & herein join with me Bror Hildreth & Bror.
Marshall, added to our most sincere & ardent wishes
for your prosperity & Happyness, we have had the
pleasure of one meeting already & shall repeat that
happyness this night.

The first opportunity hereafter (having none at
present suitable by me) I shall as a small token of
my friendship send you a dozen of the best Aprons
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calculated for the Knights of the Sun which I shall
crave your acceptance off, it will give me pleasure
to hear often from you.
I greet you Most Illustrious Prince
& the rest of the Princes
& with wishing you health & Happyness,
I am
Your faithful Brother,
(Signed) JOHN DAVAN
P.S.
Bror. Tongue requests me to present
you with his most sincere
affection & esteem
New York 27 Aug’t 1774

The Davan letter, jewels and regalia of Hays were
presented to the Grand Lodge January 27, 1937, at
the fifth anniversary dinner of Moses Michael Hays
Lodge.*

Deputy Inspector Hays was in Philadelphia in
1781, and on April 6, 1781, he created eight Deputy
Inspectors General as follows:

Isaac Da Costa, for South Carolina

Solomon Bush, for Pennsylvania
Barend M. Spitzer, for Georgia

*This greatly appreciated gift, made by Lelia A, Myers (Mrs. John Hill
Morgan) and Adela Pegram Myers (Mrs, Richard Frothingham O’Neil, Bos-
ton), great-great-granddaughters of Moses Michael Hays, consists of the
Davan Letter, herein reproduced; a set of silver Masonic jewels, among
which is one believed to be ‘that of a Sovereign of Sovereigns of the Rite
of Perfection; and a lambskin apron, with pleated hrown silk border, the
emblems being painted in colors by hand. These highly prized articles are
on display in the Grand Lodge Museum. The thanks of the Massachusetts
Craft are also due to Bro. John Hill Morgan, a member of Holland Lodge
No. 8, of New York, for the part he played in having these relics deposited
in the Jurisdiction where their former owner wrought so ably,
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Abraham Forst, for Virginia
Joseph M. Myers, for Maryland
Simon Nathan, for North Carolina
Thomas Randall, for New Jersey
Samuel Myers, for Leeward Islands

The authority given to Morin in France in 1761,
and from him transmitted to Deputy Inspectors Gen-
eral, was granted by a body of Masonry (“Council
of the Emperors of the East and West”) which con-
sisted of only twenty-five degrees, as distinguished
from the Supreme Council of Ancient and Accepted
Scottish Rite Masonry of Thirty-three Degrees,
not founded until 1801 and then at Charleston,
South Carolina. The Scottish Rite system was not
native to Europe, and did not appear there until 1804,
when it was introduced into France, at Paris from
America. As we know definitely the names of those
who were admitted to the Thirty-third Degree at
Charleston from 1801 to date, it can be said with the
fullest assurance and authority that Hays was never
a member of the Scottish Rite, but only of the Rite
of Perfection, in which he attained the highest degree
within its power, the Twenty-fifth, relatively as im-
portant as the Thirty-third of the Scottish Rite, In-
asmuch as some observant student may point out that
Francken’s patent as a Deputy Inspector General
mentions a Twenty-ninth Degree, let it be said that
very recent researches indicate that there was s Ma-
sonic system in existence in 1761, and doubtless be-
fore, which had thirty-three degrees in it; but that
system had nothing to do with the powers issued to
Morin by the Council of the Emperors of the East
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and West, and which represented the Rite of Perfec-
tion only. These are moot points which have engaged
the most serious attention of Masonic scholars during
the last three years, and are discussed in detajl in
the History of the Supreme Council, 33°, 4.4.8.R.,
N.M.J. and its Antecedents, by 111, - . Samuel Harrison
Baynard, dr.. 8371 10 ba published in two volumes

were active in the Propagation of Freemasonry in
faperica. . The lustre which has gathered about his
name can never be dimmed,

THE HAYS PATENT
As the Hays Patent is one of oldest Rite of Per-
fection documents extant, and because of its interest
to us in a study of the man, it is fitting that the pre-
served text be reproduced herein. The eighteenth cen-
tury copy of the original is in the Archives of the
Grand Lodge of Massachusetts :

BY THE GLORY OF THE GRAND ARCHITECT
OF THE UNIVERSE

Lux Ex Tenebris
From the East of the Grand Court of the most Puis-
sant Council of the most Valiant Princeg and Sub-
lime Masons of the Royal Secret &c &c &eo under the
Celestial Canopy of the Zenith which answers to 41
Deg: 30 M: N.I.:
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To our Illustrious and most Valiant Knights and
Princes of Free accepted and Perfect Masons of all
Degrees over the Surface of the two Hemespheres —

We Henry Andrew Francken Grand Elt. Perft.
and Subl. Mason Knight of the East and Prince
of Jerusalem &c &c &c Patr: Noacht. Knight
of the Sun and K h &c¢ &c &c Depty. Grd Insptr.
General over all Lodges Chapters Councils and Grand
Councils of the Superior degrees of Antient and
Modern free Masonry, over the Surface of the two
Hemespheres, by Patent from the Grand Council
of Princes of Masons at Kingston in Jamaica &c &c
&c under the special protection of the most puissant
Princes and in their place and stead Do Certify and
attest to all free and valiant Princes of Free and
accepted Masons &e. &c. &c. That our dear Brother
Moses M. Hays of the Jewish Nation, Native, In-
habitant and Merchant of the City and Province of
New York in North America: is known and approved
Master Mason of the Blue Lodge Grd Perft. & Subm.
Mn., Knt. of the East & Prince of Jerusalem &c &c &c
and that having with firmness and Constancy sus-
tained the Brightness of the Grand Luminary, given
us the most solid Proofs of his fervency Constancy
and Zeal in the support of the Royal Craft, and of
his submission to the Supreme Tribunal of the Sov-
ereign Princes of the Royal Secrete—We have Ini-
tiated him Patriarch Noachite, Sovereign Knight of
the Sun and K h and further to the highest de-
gree in Masonry. And being convinced of his abil-
itys in the Royal Art, and to recompence him for
his assiduity, and the Trouble he has taken to come
to the Perfection of all Degrees in Masonry. We
have consented to Grant Constitute and appoint our
said Dear Brother Moses Hays by the present
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Deputy Inspector and Grand Master of and over all
Lodges of the Royal Arch Grand Elt and Perft.
Masons Councils of Kts. of the East and Princes of
Jerusalem &c &c &c. Grand Councils of Knts. of the
Sun & K h &c &c &c and hereby give him full
power to Constitute Lodges of Royal Arch and Per-
fection, also Councils and Grand Councils of Knts.
of the East and Princes of Jerusalem &c &c &c also
Grand Chapters of Knights of the Sun & K h
In the West Indies and North America, within the
distance of Twenty five Leagues of any such Lodge
Chapter Council or Grand Council already Regu-
larly Established and Constituted—And that he the
said Moses M. Hays in all things shall fully con-
form and behave himself to all the Rules Statutes
and Laws conformable to all the different degrees
and this our Patent.

We therefore pray all the respectable Brethren
Knights and Princes of Masonry, to receive our Dear
Brother Moses Hays in his respectable qual-
ities, and to entertain him favorably, in everything
relative to them. We promise to have the same re-
gard to those who shall present themselves to our
Lodge and Grand Council, furnished with proper
and Authentic Titles.

To which we Henry Andrew Francken have here-
unto subscribed our name, and affixed our Seal at
Arms and also the Grand Seal of Princes of Masons
in the place where the greatest of Treasures are de-
posited the beholding of which fills us with Comfort
Joy and acknowledgement of all thats Great and
Good near the B. B. this 26th day of the 3d Month
called Kislew of the Year 7768 of the restoration
2299 and of the Vulgar Arae the 6th day of Decr.
1768
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PORTRAITS OF HAYS AND SON

Only one portrait is extant of Moses Michael
Hays. It is a copy of an original attributed to Gilbert
Stuart, destroyed by fire at Richmond, and is now
hanging in the Masonic Temple at Boston. The
frontispiece which adorns this volume is from a photo-
graphic copy of the Temple painting.

A portrait of Hays’ son, Judah, which was not
destroyed in the fire that ruined the one of the father,
is still in Richmond, being owned by Mrs. William C.
Preston of that city.

Portraits also exist, by Stuart, of other members
of the family, notably Samuel Myers, Moses Myers
and Mrs. Moses Myers. A painting of Major Morde-
cai Myers, (1776-1871) by John Wesley Jarvis, is
also a distinguished contribution. Mordecai Myers
was prominent in New York public and Masonic life,
being the first Master of Aurora Grata Lodge of
Perfection of New York, 1808, and a charter member
of Washington Lodge, No. 21.

THE ESTATE OF MOSES MICHAEL HAYS
Hays died intestate, and his son Judah adminis-
tered the estate, valued at $81,479.34, according to
the following condensed inventory, taken from a tran-
script in the Library of the Grand Lodge of Massa-
chusetts:

Personal estate . ; : ! 3 $4,062.16
Real estate in Massachusetts, Rhode Island
and Georgia s $19,800.00
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Thirty-five Massachusetts State Notes,

nominal value $45,238.29, @ .93 . $42,071.61
Other investments L ; ) . $12,220.00
Gold, silver and currency . ! $ $3,325.57

An interesting side light on the times is the invest-
ment of $3,300 in “United States 8% Stock,” ap-
praised at 105 a share. The credit of the United States
has advanced considerably since those days.

The heirs were Rachel Hays, widow; Judith Myers,
wife of Samuel Myers; Sally Myers, wife of Moses M.
Myers; Catherine Hays; Slowey Hays; and Judah
Hays.

THE JEWISH CEMETERY AT NEWPORT

Hexry WapsworTH LoONGFELLOW

How strange it seems! These Hebrews in their graves.
Close by the street of this fair seaport town,
Silent beside the never-silent waves,
At rest in all this moving up and down!

The trees are white with dust, that o’er their sleep
Wave their broad curtains in the south-wind’s
breath,
While underneath these leafy tents they keep
The long mysterious Exodus of Death,

And these sepulchral stones, so old and brown,
That pave the level flags their burial place,

Seem like the tablets of the Law, thrown down
And broken by Moses at the mountain’s base.
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The very names recorded here are strange,
Of foreign accent, and of different climes;
Alvares and Rivera interchange
With Abraham and Jacob of old times.

“Blessed be God! for he created Death!”

The mourners said, “and Death is rest and peace”;
Then added, in the certainty of faith,

“And giveth Life that nevermore shall cease.”

Closed are the portals of their Synagogue,

No Psalms of David now the silence break,
No Rabbi reads the ancient Decalogue

In the grand dialect the Prophets spake.

Gone are the living, but the dead remain,
And not neglected; for a hand unseen,
Scattering its bounty, like a summer rain,
Still keeps their graves and their remembrance
green.

How came they here? What burst of Christian hate,
What persecution, merciless and blind,

Drove o’er the sea—that desert desolate—
These Ishmaels and Hagars of mankind?

They lived in narrow streets and lanes obscure, ;
Ghetto and Judenstrass, in mirk and mire; i

Taught in the school of patience to endure !
The life of anguish and the death of fire. ‘

All their lives long, with the unleavened bread
And bitter herbs of exile and its fears,

The wasting famine of the heart they fed,
And slaked its thirst with Marah of their tears,
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Anathema maranatha! was the cry
That rang from town to town, from street to street;
At every gate the accursed Mordecai
Was mocked and jeered, and spurned by Christian
feet.

Pride and humiliation hand in hand
Walked with them through the world where’er they
went;
Trampled and beaten were they as the sand,
And yet unshaken as the continent,

For in the background figures vague and vast
Of patriarchs and of prophets rose sublime,
And all the great traditions of the Past
They saw reflected in the coming time,

And thus forever with reverted look

The mystic volume of the world they read,
Spelling it backward, like a Hebrew book,

Till life became a Legend of the Dead.

But ah! what once has been shall be no more!
The groaning earth in travail and in pain
Brings forth its races, but does not restore,
And the dead nations never rise again,
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