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The District Grand Master’s Column 

FROM WISE CRACKS. 
Everyday wit and wisdom 

 
Everyone has a photographic memory. But some people 

just don’t have the film. 
 

You don’t leave room for pudding, you make room. 

April 2018 

The conceited person is 
one who knows little. 

Wisdom and knowledge 
make one humble. If the 
Lord was not conceited 
when he was here on 

earth, why should  you 
be? 

Dear Brethren & Ladies: 
 
The March 2018 District highlight, was the Installation of the popular and very 
competent Bro Luke Boustridge, as Master of Lodge Papakura No. 56, for several 
reasons. It was a board, the first of five we hope to conduct this year. The 
Divisional Grand Master RW Bro Gary Salmon was formally received (Only once in 

his term can we receive him). And RW Bro Salmon invested W Bro Paul 
Chappel as District Grand Director of Ceremonies. Our newly invested Dist. 

GDC took up the reins from VW Bro Graeme Houston, PGDC, and kept the ceremony ticking along without 
flaw. Our Grand Stewards swapped roles without a hitch.  
 
W Bro Gordon Lowndes, PGD, represented Luke’s Grandfather, with a charge of great importance and RW Bro 
Terry McConnell, P Supt of the Freemasons Charity, talked to the venerable history of Jewel and Apron that 
Luke was invested with. And I was able to thank “my shadow,” W Bro Ian Ashley, (honourable mention for 
Margaret) for an excellent year as Master of Lodge Papakura No. 56. 
 
I was ill when the “Round the Bays” eventuated, but MW Bro Selwyn Cooper, PGM, allegedly sprinted for the 
finishing tape and some of our newest Brethren, from The Mangere Lodge No. 330, hospitalised themselves 
trying to qualify for the Commonwealth games. 
 
Lodge Otahuhu No. 387, persuaded VW Bro Mark Hall, Grand Lecturer, to talk in refectory about a career in 
the NZ Police, a worthwhile topic if you want a change from Masonic lectures. Mark is well worth inviting to 
lecture if you have a space on your schedules. 
 
A visit to Lodge Tironui No. 400, saw Bro Benjamin Gumbrell, (the younger) raised to the third degree in fine 
style. And more than a few of The Counties Hauraki Districts, intrepid Brethren and Ladies, travelled to the Te 
Aroha Lodge No. 52, with W Bro Paul Chappel, for an Installation at his Mother Lodge. We were made most 
welcome and were able to experience a Waikato style Installation. 
 
Sadly, RW Bro Tony Smith, Past Divisional Grand Master, has passed away, and was fare welled at well 
attended funeral by many, who appreciated his lifetime of service. 
 
Make use of W Bro Paul Larsen, GSD, our District Education Officer, and Lodges, please employ W Bro Geoff 
Mear to enhance your charitable projects. Remember to take Brethren visiting, who are unable to drive – 
that’s real freemasonry. 
 
I look forward to recapping on our shared Masonic adventures with you in April. 
Fraternally,  
VW Bro John Lukaszewicz Dist. GM  

VW Bro John Lukaszewicz Dist. G M 



RESIGNATIONS 
and the facts. 

 
A Mason has the right to resign from a lodge, of which 
he is a member, at any time he so chooses, regardless of 
any outstanding matters that may exist, such as arrears 
of subscriptions, which would not be a bar to his 
resignation. Although, this would be an impediment, on 
his rejoining the lodge, or another, at some late date, 
until all liable sums that are due, and are paid up to date 
of his resignation.  
Resignations can be effected in two ways. Either orally, 
in person in open lodge, at a regular meeting, or in 
writing, addressed to the Secretary. Resignations can 
take effect immediately, or at some specified date. This 
can be either orally or in writing. If it is given orally, at a 
meeting, it takes effect immediately it is given, and it is 
recorded in the minutes by the Secretary. If it is given in 
writing, to the Secretary, it must be communicated by 
him, (the Secretary) to the lodge, at the next regular 
meeting, following its receipt by him. When so 
communicated to the lodge, by the Secretary, it takes 
effect at the date of its receipt, by the Secretary, or at 
such a date as maybe specified in the letter. On receipt 
of a member’s resignation, in writing to the lodge, NO 
resolution for its acceptance, is necessary. So why do we 
bother with it. A lodge is bound to receive a member’s 
resignation, whether it likes it or not. It therefore does 
not require a proposer or seconder, or a letter of regret. 
(More unnecessary work for the Secretary) Once a 
resignation has been received, that is it, that is the end 
of the matter.  
If a member has tendered his resignation, with a 
specified time date, and, if for any reason the lodge may 
which him to reconsider, he has twenty one days from 
the date of his receipt to the Secretary, to withdraw his 
resignation, but he must do so in writing. It must then be 
read in open lodge at a regular meeting and recorded in 
the minutes.  
Ed 
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The Franklin Lodge No 58 
 

Their newest member. 
 

 A Lewis 
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The Master: W Bro Chris Leigh 

Bro. Josef Kelway E.A and his father, W Bro 

Alan Kelway. 

SLUMBERING MASONS. 
 
A little girl once fell out of bed. When her mother asked how 
it happened, she said, “I went to sleep, too near where I got 
in.” How many Masons are there, exactly like that! They sign 
a petition, stand an investigation, pay their money, have a 
degree conferred upon them, learn the required catechism, 
take some more degrees, and go to sleep. They wake up 
annually to pay their dues and once in a while, they break 
their slumber long enough to attend a big night, or eat a big 
dinner and then relapse into a big nap. Sleep is a necessary 
and salutary thing, and most of us do not get enough of it. 
There are three places in particular where sleep is not 
creditable, at the switch, on your job and in Masonry. Some 
Masons do that, but there are a lot who do not. They just 
slumber all over the place, in other peoples way, do no 
amount of good, other than pay their fees and dues and keep 
a certain amount paperwork going. How much more could 
they do, if the would only wake up. The arms of Morpheus 
must ache from carrying some of them along. The only 
remedy possible, if they must go to sleep, would seem to be 
to get them well over on the Masonic mattress before they 
invoke “kind Nature’s sweet restorer.” 
Masonic Chronicler, Chicago 
The New Zealand Craftsman 1926 



AN OPINION  
 

I am assuming, that that there is going to be some long 
and ardours debates, about the proposed remit, from 
Grand Lodge, to drop the qualifying age, for joining the 
Craft, from the present 21 years to 18 years.  
It is in my opinion, that the age should not be the issue 
here, but rather the ‘type of man’ we allow to join. In 
fact, I have no problems, if a man whish’s to join the 
Craft, at a young age of 17, so long as that man, is the 
right man, and this, in most case’s, is where the difficulty 
arises, in not knowing whether, that man is going to be 
the right man or the wrong man.  
The majority of our members today, were admitted at the 
age of 21, and most were worthy men, who have done 
good for the craft, be they professional or otherwise. But 
there are many, who are not worthy to be called 
Freemasons. So in my opinion, age should not be an 
issue. If we can get the right man in, at 18, then yes, 
Grand Lodge is doing the right thing by proposing to drop 
the age. No doubt, many a young man at the age of 18 or 
less, are well matured enough to know what they want in 
life, and go and do it. But on the other hand, there are 
many, to immature to know what they want in life.  
Historically, 21 was the age of the coming of man, from 
youth to manhood, and with that, came a responsibility. 
You were considered free from the clutches of your 
parents, and you were now responsible for your own 
actions. That was the era when Laws and Legislations 
said, you are now of age (21) and you are responsible for 
your own actions. You are not protected by your parents 
anymore. Even in this era, some men at 21 did not know 
what they wanted. Most were not married, they were not 
settled down, they enjoyed their independence, and 
therefore, they had no sense of responsibility, yet they 
were of qualifying age, and we allowed to be initiated 
into Freemasonry. So, what is the difference, between 
now and then. Three years. What are we looking for in 
new members? Age or maturity.  
The negatives in reducing the age from 21 to 18, are 
really none, providing the investigating committee does 
its job properly. If we allow a candidate to join at the age 
of 18, is he going to be any better, than that of someone 
at 21. 18 may attract the inquisitive, and if this is the case, 
then it’s up to the investigating committee to see that any 
prospective candidate, is genuine in his quest to join the 
Craft.  
And what are the Positives? In the case of lowering the 
age to 18, it opens up a very wide door, and no doubt, 
there are many a good man out there, that would make 
good Masons. It’s a question of selecting those good men 
and making the right decisions. 
And what becomes of the Lewis? Traditionally, the Lewis, 
is the son of a Mason, his privilege is to be able to join the 
Craft at 18, (three years below anyone else) but if 18 year 
olds can join the lodge, what now becomes the age of a 
Lewis?  
Other questions we need to seriously ask ourselves, if we 
want new members are; ARE we a religious organisation 
or not, and ARE we a political organisation? You might not 
think so, but many others, Masons and Non Masons, feel 
we are. 
Ed 

 A wealthy man whose married life had been sheer 
hell for thirty odd years died.  

In his will, he left ALL his money, to a medical 
school, a research department, and with 
his brain, he left to his widow, so that she 

could at last, have a piece of his mind. 

THE IMMEDIATE PAST MASTER, and HIS ‘CHAIR’ 

 
When the Immediate Past Master is absent through 
illness or for some other reason, and his Chair is vacant, 
can someone act for him? 
In regards to his position, NO. Let it be made clear, that 
the status of the I.P.M., is not an office, and no one can 
act for him. The B.O.C., ‘Officers’, rule 37 Officers of a 
Craft Lodge, a, and b, clearly make no mention of the 
I.P.M, as being an officer of the Lodge.   
In regards to his ‘Chair’, YES, someone can sit in it, but 
there are questions about whether this should be 
allowed or not, and who should be allowed to sit in it. If 
someone was to occupy the I.P.M. chair in his absent, 
then I think the lodge should best be served by 
choosing a bother who can be relied on to discharge 
those duties satisfactorily. But on a personal 
preference, I would favour not, because of the fact, 
that the I.P.Ms. position is not a office in the lodge, and 
no one other than the I.P.M. should be allowed to fill 
that chair. 
The Freemason at Work  
Book of Constitution 
Editor 
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THE INVESTITURE OF W BRO PAUL CHAPPEL  
As 

DISTRICT GRAND DIRECTOR OF CEREMONIES 
by  

RW. BRO GARY SALMON DIVISIONAL GRAND MASTER 



THE HOUSE ESTABLISHED FOR EVER 

A continuation from the same article published in the 
September issue 2017.  

 
The building of this house of David, and its establishment 
for ever, is repeated in others parts of the Bible. After the 
death of Solomon, and when the Kingdom was split into 
two kingdoms, the Kingdom of Judah and the Kingdom of  
Israel, Ahijah (the prophet) publicly declared, ’Ought ye 
not to know that the Lord God of Israel gave the Kingdom 
over Israel to David for ever, to him and to his sons by a 
covenant of Salt’.  
It seems reasonable to presume that the Masonic 
tradition, really refers to the House of David, built by the 
Grand Architect himself, the Supreme Master Mason, and 
not to the man-made Temple of King Solomon. 
Freemasonry has incorporated this tradition in its fabric 
and brought it down through the ages. The house of David 
must include the expression, the ‘Throne of David’. House 
and Throne are practically synonymous when applied to 
Rulers, and so the Divinely built House of David must 
include his Throne and family.  
The Masonic tradition say’s: ‘This MY house’. The 
possessive case of the personal pronoun used here, has I 
think, been the cause of the misapplication of the words of 
the tradition, for the ‘Throne’ of David, is actually claimed 
to belong to the G.A.O.T.U. In verse 23, chap, xxix I Chron., 
it is stated: ’Then Solomon sat on the THRONE of THE 
LORD, as King instead of David his father’. ’Gods Throne’- 
‘My House,’ which is to be established for ever.  
There can be no element of doubt as to this Establishment 
for ever, for we have read that such a promise and 
covenant was made by the Living God and reiterated and 
repeated in more than one place in Holy Writ, and 
therefore it must be so. 
If we are to accept that God is not a man, and he built the 
House for David, it must of necessity still be in existence, 
but where? In B.C. 605, the Royal Line of Judah apparently 
suffered extinction. Mattaniah, or as he is more generally 
known, Zedekiah, having been raised to the Throne by 
Nebuchadnazzar, rebelled and as a consequence, the King 
of Babylon besieged Jerusalem, razed the walls, destroyed 
the Temple, killed all the sons of the King and then put out 
Zedekiah’s eyes and carried him captive to Babylon, where 
he died. Included in this slaughter were all the nobles of 
Jerusalem. 
The sister Kingdom of Israel had been taken into captivity 
by the Assyrians, 116 years prior to the destruction of 
Solomon’s Temple, and these people never again returned 
to Palestine as a nation. The Tribe of Judah, however, did 
return after a period of 70 years. B.C. 536, being the date 
of the edict of Cyprus, that set them at liberty to return 
and rebuild the Temple and make Jerusalem habitable 
once more. They had none of the House of David, during 
the whole of the period from their return from captivity to 
their end, not a single Prince of the House and lineage of 
David, sat upon a throne in Judea or any other part of 
Palestine. After the great Empire of Babylon came to its 
end, the Persian Kings swayed their sceptre over all the 
lands in the East. Then came Alexander the Great, and 
after him the Syrian conquerors.  

Next came the ten or eleven kings of the Ptolemy’s, 
whom were said to have had royal lineage, and who held 
the country tributaries, along with the Maccabean and 
Ammonean families, but none of them claimed the 
kingly authority, they were not of Judah or Jews. Then 
the country fell into the hands of Pompey and the twelve 
Caesars, and when CHRIST came, Herod, who held sway 
over the land. Here were thirty eight creatures of foreign 
birth and alien blood, who usurped authority and 
claimed to govern the land. 
The Royal Arch alleges in its history, that the Kingly 
power was restored in the person of Zerubbabel, to the 
Royal House of David, and the Princely Tribe of Judah. 
Nor was all vestige effaced until after the destruction of 
Jerusalem, by the Romans, under Titus in the seventieth 
year of the present era. These are conflicting statements, 
but agreement is reached in that there was an end of the 
Royal Line either at the time of the captivity or later in 70 
A.D. Now Jeremiah must be heard with an emphatic 
statement, that the Royal Line did not end either in B.C. 
605 or in 70 A.D. In Chap xxxiii., 17, he says: “David shall 
never want a man to sit upon the throne of he House of 
Israel.’ And this was said years after David was gathered 
to his fathers. The throne of the House of Israel was not 
the throne of the House of Judah, but Israel had gone 
into captivity in B.C. 721 and disappeared.  
All manner of difficulties crop up to hinder the search 
and confuse the trail, which would abruptly end if 
Zedekiah and ALL his children had been slain, but they 
were not all massacred. 
Jeremiah was given the choice of going to Babylon or 
remaining with the remnant that was left in Judea, with 
Gedeliah as Governor. He decided to remain with 
Gedeliah and settled at Mizpah.  
 The New Zealand Craftsman 1928 
Author Bro. W. England. Rotorua (abridged)  
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VW. BRO JOHN LUKASZEWUCZ DIST. GM. W BRO LUKE 
BOUSTRIDGE, MASTER. W BRO IAN ASHELY IPM. 


