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Freemasons have always controlled the upper echelons of government in the leading Western countries. . . . Masonry in fact runs, “remotely controls” bourgeois society, which its ideologists and politicians are fond of praising as open, free and democratic. . . . Masonry is ideal also for secret arms trafficking so as to convert weapons of death into cash.

—Lolly Zamoisky
Behind the Façade of the Masonic Temple

It is only logical to conclude that if Freemasonry founded the Soviet Union, it must still be the power in charge, pulling the strings from behind-the-scenes.

—Gary H. Kah
En Route to Global Occupation

World Jewry and Masonic governments . . . pretend to blame Bolshevism by condemning its unpopular excesses, whilst in fact they are supporting it and making it last until the means are found for it to evolve into a more lasting form.

—Léon de Poncins
The Secret Powers behind Revolution

While the international World-Jew is slowly but surely strangling us, our so-called patriots vociferate against a man and his system which have had the courage to liberate themselves from the shackles of Jewish Freemasonry. . . .

—Adolf Hitler
Mein Kampf

Masonry appears harmless on its surface, at least to the vast majority of its members. Yet there can be no doubt that Masonry and Christianity have been locked in an irreconcilable ideological battle since the time of Jesus.

—William T. Sill
New World Order:
The Ancient Plan of Secret Societies

Freemasonry is demonic in nature. . . . Freemasonry is one of Satan’s Master deceptions. Many ministers, elders, deacons, trustees and Sunday School teachers belong to this cult.

—Jack Harris
Freemasonry: The Invisible Cult in our Midst

Satan can come in and wreak spiritual and physical carnage in a home when the father is a Mason! Parents who seem to be good, God-fearing people are bewildered that their child is ill, or their teen is involved with Satanism, promiscuous sex, or trying to commit suicide. . . . Parents are often astonished to learn that Masonry can be such a cancer in the home.

—William Schnoebelen
Masonry: Beyond the Light

The supreme shrouded secret of Freemasonry has been one thats endurance has been secured due to its undocumentation, as well as concealment from many thirty-third degreer’s [sic]; reason being that the thirty-third degree is split in two, and only certain ones make it to the portals which quickly progress downward, to the underground bases which house the Reptilians. ALL MASONIC LODGES CONTAIN SHAFTS WHICH LEAD TO E.T. [Extra Terrestrial] UNDERGROUND BASES.

—Posted by Dan Sale on March 04, 1997
www.reptilianagenda.com/research/r020500a.html

Who controls the British Crown?

Who keeps the Metric System down?

We do! We do!

Who leaves Atlantis off the maps?

Who keeps the Martians under wraps?

We do! We do!

“The Stonecutters’ Song”
“Homer the Great,” The Simpsons, episode 2F09


Dedicated to the memory of
John Jamieson Robinson
Researcher • Author • Master Mason
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Foreword


It is a mixed blessing, being asked to write a foreword for this book.

On one hand, it is a high honor to be asked to contribute a few words to the work of Masons I respect so greatly. Art de Hoyos and Brent Morris are two of the very best Masonic writers Freemasonry has produced in a long time.

On the other hand, some tasks are simply distasteful, no matter how exalted the company in which they are done. (Unstopping a clogged toilet springs to mind as an example.) Dealing with the attacks of anti-Masons is a similarly distasteful task.

A sense of betrayal makes me so personally angry with some of these individuals. I came of age in a time when policemen were your friends, your father knew best, and ministers lived by high moral codes. And I still believe that, but it’s getting harder.

St. Luke says, “Whoever is faithful in a very little is faithful also in much; and whoever is dishonest in a very little is dishonest also in much.” (16:10) As you will see in this book, anti-Masons are often dishonest in both little and much.

That’s the betrayal! I don’t expect a banker to steal my money, I don’t expect a physician to prescribe poison, and I don’t expect a minister to lie to me. These men, some of whom are ministers, do lie. They are not innocently mistaken; they are not led into error; they are not merely confused. They lie. Bear that in mind as you read the examples of what anti-Masons do when “quoting” Masonic writers. Dishonest in little, dishonest in much.

To sell a book or a tape, claiming it reveals truth while knowing it to contain lies is cheating. Soliciting or accepting contributions in the name of truth while telling a lie is stealing. It’s hard for us to believe that of men of the cloth, but when a man presents us, in writing, with repeated proof of his deceit, we ultimately must conclude that he is deceitful.

This book is not intended to be an exhaustive defense of Freemasonry. None is needed. It is intended to show, by example, just what anti-Masons are capable of doing.

There may be some readers who, in spite of the proof of the lies told by the anti-Masons examined in this book (and in spite of the fact that they can get the original sources themselves and check them out if they doubt the integrity of Brothers de Hoyos and Morris), may still continue to believe in the honor and integrity of the anti-Masons. If so, there is little that can be said to them.

But for readers who resent being lied to and resent even more the implication that they are too stupid to know the difference, this book will come as something of a revelation.

It is not that Freemasonry considers itself above criticism. It is a human institution and, like all such institutions, imperfect and open to improvement. Criticize us if you wish—most Masons do. Examine us in depth, we have nothing to hide.

But do not lie about us.

And, especially, do not lie about us and then dare to claim you are doing the work of God.

—James T. Tresner II, Master Mason



Preface


Freemasonry is a unique human institution, generating deep loyalty in its members and great misunderstandings among its detractors. It is difficult for some people to imagine that a group of men meeting behind closed doors could be doing anything good, much less encouraging each other to live lives of greater religious, family, and civic service. Yet this is what Freemasons have done since at least 1717, when the first Grand Lodge was formed in London.

Recent critics, however, have gone beyond stating their differences with the Craft to fabricating vicious lies to defame the fraternity and its members. These detractors have convinced themselves that Freemasonry is the work of the devil. Thus, they apparently justify their perversions of truth with the thought that they are doing the Lord’s work: saving an unsuspecting world from Satan. No misquotation, no distortion, no lie is too great to accomplish what these detractors perceive as their holy mission. All this is done in the name of Him who said, “I am the way, the truth, and the life.” (John 14:18).

Freemasonry teaches its members tolerance, even of its assailants. The normal Masonic response to detractors has been to turn the other cheek, letting them wallow in their own ignorance. The maliciousness and deceitfulness of current attacks have grown to the point, however, that some reasoned reply is needed. It is not too demanding to expect the critics of Freemasonry to state their credentials accurately or to quote Masonic authors correctly and in context. Surely, that is being faithful in very little. The hatred of some anti-Masons is so great, however, that even this little faithfulness is too much.

This book points out several common misrepresentations made about Freemasonry and shows specific examples of willful fraud. We do not attempt to answer every charge, because this is an ultimately fruitless task. Anyone willing to overlook the easily verified lies presented here can just as easily rationalize away whatever other corruption they might encounter.

We have tried to be scrupulous in citing our sources and in accurately representing the exact words and context of quotations. Despite our best efforts, it will not surprise us if inadvertent errors have crept into our text. All mistakes of quotation and citation will be acknowledged and corrected in subsequent editions of this work. Please send note of such errors to the Masonic Information Center, 8120 Fenton Street, Silver Spring, MD 20910-4785.

We hope this book will give pause to fair-minded readers who may be caught in the headlong rush to condemn Freemasonry. The evidence presented here calls into question the research abilities of many critics of Freemasonry, as well as their integrity.

—A. H. & S. B. M.



Chapter 1

Masonry and Anti-Masonry:
A Look at the Problem

Great is the power of steady misrepresentation. . . .

—Charles Darwin,
The Origin of Species

It’s hard to pinpoint which arguments a particular anti-Mason will try to use, but there are popular ploys that continue to pop up regularly. Some have been around for a long time and others others seem to follow sound logic, but all are flawed. Nevertheless, these ruses are just too tempting for opponents of Masonry. It’s not enough for them to disagree with the fraternity, they must demonize it beyond recognition. Most of these lies have been repeated so often that it’s relatively easy to find them in print somewhere. The reasoning of Masonry’s detractors seems to be, “Why should I do serious research when with little effort I can find ready arguments to support my position?”

Dr. Robert A. Morey, himself a critic of Freemasonry, has a low opinion of the standards of research used by his fellow anti-Masons:

Anti-masonic writers have generally been as unreliable as Masonic apologists. In their zeal to attack Freemasonry, they have been willing to use fantasy, fraud, and deceit. They have even created bogus documents when needed. Their writings must not be taken at face value.1

In this work we exhibit examples of deluded fantasy, willful fraud, and outright deceit, all used to attack Freemasonry under the good name of Christianity. As we expose these tactics, we hope readers will pause to consider what motivates some people to use them.

THE STRUCTURE OF AMERICAN FREEMASONRY

Freemasonry is a fraternal movement loosely embracing several organizations. Its self-defined principal tenets are “Brotherly Love, Relief, and Truth”—social friendship, the practice of charity, and ethical philosophy. Freemasons advance through several degrees or levels of membership (think of the Boy Scouts with rankings of Tenderfoot through Eagle Scout). Organized under administrative bodies, these organizations are often called orders, rites, or systems. The foundation of all Freemasonry is the Grand Lodge system, which oversees the three oldest and primary degrees: Entered Apprentice, Fellow Craft, and Master Mason. Although other Masonic organizations are similarly run by their own “Grand” bodies, none may operate contrary to the policies of the Grand Lodge. Because of their number and similarity of titles, the differences between Masonic groups can be confusing, even for members of the Fraternity. There are too many Masonic groups to name them all, but the most popular will be briefly described.

Grand Lodge

To say that someone is a Mason means that he has passed through the Degrees of Blue Lodge or Ancient Craft Masonry, under the authority of a Grand Lodge. Grand Lodges normally operate exclusively within a geographic jurisdiction, usually a state. Grand Lodges attend to the administrative affairs of the Fraternity and charter local lodges, which “make Masons” by conferring the three degrees. It is important to note that once someone is a Master Mason, he is as much a Mason as any other member worldwide. No matter what other Masonic organizations he may subsequently join, and whatever degree or position of prominence he may hold in any other Masonic organization, he remains subject to the authority of the Grand Lodge. Because Grand Lodges are the supreme Masonic authorities in their respective jurisdictions, they are not subject to any other Masonic organizations. Grand Lodges are generally run by officers elected by representatives from each Lodge in the jurisdiction. Among other things, Grand Lodges exercise the executive administrative power to determine which organizations may be considered “Masonic” in their jurisdiction, and they reserve the right to prohibit their members from joining any organization which requires Masonic membership. All other Masonic organizations are said to be “appendant” to a Grand Lodge.

York Rite

The York Rite is a cooperation of three separate and distinct organizations, working on the state and national levels, which compliment and work with each other. Although there are minor jurisdictional variations from state to state, the York Rite may be briefly described as follows. Capitular Masonry is the basic or entry level, comprising the four degrees of the Royal Arch Chapter. Cryptic Masonry is the intermediate level, comprising the two degrees of the Council of Royal and Select Masters. Chivalric Masonry, or the Commandery of Knights Templar, is the last level, conferring three degrees which are exclusively open to Christians.

Scottish Rite

The Scottish Rite is today the largest and most prominent of the appendant bodies in American Freemasonry. With an impressive system of thirty-three degrees, its status is often confusing to non-Masons, and many anti-Masons misrepresent it as “superior” to the Grand Lodges’ authority. There are two governing bodies for the Scottish Rite in the United States, one for the North and one for the South, a division that dates to the early 1800s. Basic membership in the Scottish Rite consists of twenty-nine degrees, ranging from the “4° Secret Master” to the “32° Master (or Prince) of the Royal Secret.” Thirty-second Degree members who have distinguished themselves in the Southern Jurisdiction may be elected to receive the “Rank and Decoration of Knight Commander of the Court of Honor” (KCCH). A small percentage of 32° Masons (one to two percent) are made honorary members of the Supreme Council without voting power and given the title “33°, Inspector General Honorary.” The governing officers of a Supreme Council are called “Sovereign Grand Inspectors General,” or “Thirty-Third Degree Active Members.”

The Shrine and Other “Fun” Groups

The Ancient Arabic Order Nobles of the Mystic Shrine (Shriners) is often called the playground of Freemasonry. Its initiation ceremony is a fun skit or play, in which participants do not take themselves too seriously. The Shrine is primarily a philanthropic organization best known for its free hospitals for crippled children, and the clowns and “funny cars” featured in parades. Membership was once restricted to York or Scottish Rite Masons, but the Shrine now admits all Master Masons as members. When the Shrine was organized in the early 1870s, the Arabian culture was considered an exotic diversion from Western society. Richard Burton’s famed Arabian Nights, published in 1850, introduced Westerners to Aladdin and Ali Baba, and the founders of the Shrine viewed Eastern culture as remote and mythical. Adopting pseudo-Arabic titles for their officers, the Shrine ceremonial was a parody of Oriental adventures. As Western society becomes more familiar with Eastern culture, the Shrine continues to revise its rituals, eliminating aspects deemed insensitive to foreign cultures. There are a number of other “fun” groups in Masonry; among these are the Grotto, the Royal Order of the Jesters, the Order of the Bath, the Tall Cedars of Lebanon, and others. Some of these groups have philanthropic purposes, while others exist merely for social conviviality.

The Eastern Star and Other Allied Organizations

Membership in the Order of the Eastern Star is open to Masons and their female relatives. Its ritual exemplifies the virtues exhibited by Adah, Ruth, Esther, Martha and Electa, the heroines of the Order. There are other groups for Masons and their families, including the Amaranth, the White Shrine of Jerusalem, and for youth, the Order of DeMolay, Job’s Daughters, the Rainbow Girls, and more.


Other Masonic Organizations


Freemasons are great joiners and have created organizations to fill many specialized interests and hobbies. These groups range from Masonic stamp clubs, to book and motorcycle clubs. There are innumerable research organizations for those who enjoy Masonic history and, for those who enjoy ceremonial and Masonic philosophy, there are still many other groups which confer degrees.

WHO SPEAKS FOR MASONRY?

Any discussion of Masonic government must start and end with one essential fact: all Masonic authority originates in a grand lodge. The Masonic Service Association of North America (MSA) has no authority over grand lodges. No Supreme Council of the 33°, no respected author, nor any other group or person speaks for or controls Masonry; that prerogative rests solely with the Grand Lodges. Anyone doubting this need only check the cases when grand lodges have closed down the Scottish Rite, the Shrine, and other appendant Masonic bodies in their states or suspended or expelled their “high officials.” It is a rare but powerful reminder of who is in charge.

If a Grand Lodge strays too far from accepted Masonic norms, other Grand Lodges will withdraw recognition and will even help organize a new Grand Lodge in the jurisdiction. A famous example occurred in 1877 when the Grand Orient of France (which functions as a Grand Lodge) modified its Constitution by removing from its principles “the existence of God and the immortality of the soul.” This action caused the United Grand Lodge of England not to recognize as Masons anyone who had been initiated in lodges which either ignore or deny the belief in God. In 1913, a new Grand Lodge—the present French National Grand Lodge—was founded in Paris according to the Ancient Landmarks. It was immediately recognized by the United Grand Lodge of England and, in the course of time, by American Grand Lodges.

If it seems confusing that there is no single authority for Freemasonry, it may be helpful to consider that the same holds true for other groups as well. For example, who speaks for the Christian Church? Is the top Christian the Roman Catholic Pontiff, the President of the Latter-day Saints (Mormon) Church, the President of the World Council of Churches, the Archbishop of Canterbury, or someone else? Moreover, who determines who is a Christian—or a Jew, or Moslem? Just as there is nothing to prevent a group of worshipers from calling itself “Baptist,” “Presbyterian” or “Jewish,” there is nothing to prevent a group of men (or women) from calling itself “Masonic.” It is hardly fair to judge the world of regular Masonry by the statements of irregular groups who have appropriated the name “Mason,” or by individual Masons writing without official sanction.

Consider the case of the notorious P2 Lodge in Italy which was largely responsible for the collapse of the Italian government in 1981. Propaganda Lodge No. 2, Propaganda Due, or P2 as it became known, began as a legitimately chartered lodge. Within a few years, however, its Master, Licio Gelli, abused his authority by using his Masonic influence to gain favors. Gelli used illicit information to blackmail people into joining his Lodge, the purpose of which was to gather more intelligence for his personal political agenda. Members of P2 then became involved in criminal activities.

As soon as the Grand Orient of Italy (the equivalent of an American Grand Lodge) became aware of the problem, its leaders tried to rectify the situation and, unfortunately, failed. Gelli would be controlled by no one. The Grand Orient then administered the ultimate Masonic punishment: revocation of the lodge’s charter and expulsion of its members.

The former members of P2, however, ignored the judgment of the Grand Orient to whom they had pledged fealty and continued meeting under their old name. The “Lodge” was now irregular or illegitimate, operating without authority. In 1975, a regular Mason, Francesco Siniscalchi, complained to the Public Prosecutor in Rome of P2’s nefarious activities. When the scandal eventually broke, the press—and many non-Masons—did not understand the illegitimacy of P2, nor the fact that legitimate Masons tried to rectify the problem. This failure to differentiate between regular Masonry and the irregular P2 Lodge tarnished the good name of Masonry.

The ultimate tests of regularity (greatly simplified) are 1) does a Grand Lodge directly trace its origins through legitimate authority to one of the British Grand Lodges, and 2) does it maintain the recognition of most of the community of regular Grand Lodges, including England, Ireland, and Scotland? If an organization doesn’t pass these tests, then it’s not Masonic, despite what it may call itself.

The most common mistake about the organization of Masonry comes from assuming that Supreme Councils of the Scottish Rite control Masonry. This is not true. There is no Masonic degree higher than the Third Degree or Master Mason Degree in symbolic Masonry. While the number 33 may be greater than the number 3, a 33° Mason has no more authority or power in a lodge than a 3° Mason. Both are equally subordinate to the Master of their Lodge, and all in turn are subordinate to the Grand Master of their Grand Lodge. An earlier statement bears repeating:

No Supreme Council of the 33°, no respected author, nor any other group or person, speaks for or controls Masonry; that prerogative rests solely with the Grand Lodges.

You can be sure something is wrong if anyone says that a single person or organization speaks for or represents Masonry. Only a Grand Lodge has that power and then only within its jurisdiction. Any other assertion displays a fatally flawed understanding of the organization of Freemasonry.

THE ISSUE OF MASONIC “EXPERTS”

Thousands of authors have written about Freemasonry and several have achieved wide recognition for their general scholarship. Some Masonic authors have pursued theories that at best are without factual support and at worst are embarrassingly wrong. Because Freemasonry values free thought so highly, Grand Lodges as a rule neither endorse nor condemn ideas; that decision is left to individual Masons. Thus, it is quite possible to find otherwise highly regarded Masonic authors who have espoused ideas of Masonic origins or symbolism that are without substance—ideas that have been politely ignored and have been allowed to quietly fade away. Unless formally endorsed by action of a Grand Lodge, no writer can speak for Masonry, only for himself.

Dr. Robert A. Morey, a Christian critic of Freemasonry, noted, “Another error typically made by anti-Masons is the assumption that Freemasonry is based on the writings of a single individual. They usually pick Albert Pike as the official “spokesman” of Freemasonry.”2 If not Albert Pike, then their choice might be Albert Mackey3 or Manley Palmer Hall4 or some other author espousing his personal theories about Masonry.


Most anti-Masonic writers are far too gullible in believing the extravagant claims of overzealous, misinformed. or devious Masonic writers who have not done Freemasonry a favor by making outlandish statements which provided much fodder for the guns of the anti-Masons.

Too many masonic writers have arrogantly claimed that they speak for the whole Craft when they give their personal interpretation of the origin and symbols of Freemasonry.5



For example, Manley Hall didn’t become a Mason until 1954, so his Lost Keys of Freemasonry (1923) and The Secret Teachings of All Ages (1928) actually represent the personal theories of a non-Mason. Further, Mr. Hall (who passed away in August 1990) was a self-avowed mystic, not a “leading authority” of Freemasonry. He was a promulgator of mysticism and theosophy, topics of interest to some Freemasons; but his writings have not received official sanction by any Masonic bodies. The fact that he held the Thirty-third Degree and was respected by many Masons and honored by the Supreme Council 33° is no more significant than the fact that various Baptist, Anglican, or Methodist authors have also been so honored.

Anti-Masons regularly parade the writings of Masonic authorities before their audiences and dissect their words, looking for a sentence here or a phrase there to be used in their attempts of vilification. They seek someone like a church authority who speaks dogmatically on teachings and doctrine, whose every word must be accepted by the faithful. Freemasonry has no such authorities.

The Masonic authorities used by anti-Masons have been historical authorities who speak with the expertise that comes from long study, but who do not—indeed, cannot—speak for all Masons. It is like the difference between the authoritative teachings of the Episcopal Church and an authoritative book on the strategies of playing golf.6


MORALS AND DOGMA


Few Masonic books have created as many controversies as Albert Pike’s Morals and Dogma. It is a collection of thirty-two essays that represent Pike’s interpretation of the lessons of the Scottish Rite degrees. The essays are largely concerned with the history of philosophy and with man’s constant search for God. First published in 1871, the book was given to every 32° Mason in the Southern Jurisdiction for about a century; hundreds of thousands of copies have been distributed. It is now out of print, though widely available in used book stores.7

Morals and Dogma is not available only from a “secret publishing house,”8 it is not “the Bible of the Masons,”9 nor is it “the most readily available and universally approved doctrinal book of Freemasonry.”10 It is not even widely distributed or read. It is used only by the Supreme Council 33°, Southern Jurisdiction, which in 1871 had far fewer than 5 percent of American Masons as members and in 2003 claims only 20 percent. The Northern Masonic Jurisdiction of the Scottish Rite has never used Morals and Dogma in any way.

The preface of Morals and Dogma gives the best understanding of how Pike and all succeeding Supreme Councils have viewed his book.

The teachings of these Readings are not sacramental, so far as they go beyond the realm of Morality into those of other domains of Thought and Truth. The Ancient and Accepted Scottish Rite uses the word “Dogma” in its true sense, of doctrine, or teaching; and is not dogmatic in the odious sense of that term. Every one is entirely free to reject and dissent from whatsoever herein may seem to him to be untrue or unsound. It is only required of him that he shall weigh what is taught, and give it fair hearing and unprejudiced judgement. Of course, the ancient theosophic and philosophic speculations are not embodied as part of the doctrines of the Rite; but because it is of interest and profit to know what the Ancient Intellect thought upon these subjects, and because nothing so conclusively proves the radical difference between our human and the animal nature, as the capacity of the human mind to entertain such speculations in regard to itself and the Deity.11

This is not the way to introduce the ultimate authority on any subject. Anti-Masons choose to ignore the clear intent of the book and to distort Pike’s personal opinions into the absolute truth for all Masons.

One of the most frequently quoted passages by anti-Masons from Morals and Dogma concerns Pike’s theory that symbolic lodges exist to hide the true secrets of Masonry from the masses.

The Blue Degrees [1°–3°] are but the outer court or portico of the Temple. Part of the symbols are displayed there to the Initiate, but he is intentionally misled by false interpretations. It is not intended that he shall understand them; but it is intended that he shall imagine he understands them. Their true explication is reserved for the Adepts, the Princes of Masonry. . . . It is well enough for the mass of those called Masons, to imagine that all is contained in the Blue Degrees. . . .12

Anti-Masons would have us believe this passage is a public admission of the deceptions imposed on most Masons by the leaders of the Craft. Common sense is again thrown out the window. Why would such a damaging secret doctrine be printed in a widely available book? With hundreds of thousands of copies distributed, shouldn’t some Blue Lodge Masons have caught on by now? Anyone, like Pike, is free to think he knows the “true” interpretation of Masonic symbolism, but it will remain his personal opinion. Only Grand Lodges have the authority to interpret the symbolism of the Blue Lodge, and they are not inclined to yield to any other power.

Pike was simply repeating one of the currently popular theories about the origins of the high degrees. Just because Albert Pike was a brilliant ritualist, an able administrator, and a well-respected Mason doesn’t mean all of his opinions are right in light of today’s knowledge. We might ask, do the mid-eighteenth-century pro-slavery writings of various denominations reflect the positions of those same denominations today?

The Masonic encyclopedist, Henry Wilson Coil, offers a good summary of the influences on Albert Pike’s Masonic writings.

Fate decided that Pike should enter the Scottish Rite only four years after he became a Mason and before he had time or occasion thoroughly to study the history of all branches of the Society and, so, he began his study from the upper levels without knowing much of the foundation. He evidently did not know until his later life that the Scottish Rite degrees were a part of that type of ritual which sprang up in France in 1737 and subsequent years but regarded it as Primitive Masonry which had come right on down from Greece, Asia Minor, and Egypt and out of the Ancient Mysteries and Magism, which there held sway. He found books which said so and he never had any doubt about that theory. He regarded Craft Masonry as then known to be puerile, though he said it had a deeper meaning which was hidden from its superficial adepts, who were taught to be satisfied with trite explanations. He even asserted that Craft Masonry had been devised so as not only to hide its true meaning but to cause its members to think that they understood it. [Albert G.] Mackey encouraged him in those notions, for he, too, had been made a Mason only four years before he began writing books on the subject, in which he adopted the more sensational theories of mystery and symbolism. But Mackey changed his views as soon as the work of the British realistic school began to be felt. Pike did not waver; his work was nearly complete and too voluminous to be done over.13



Chapter 2

Léo Taxil: The Hoax of “Luciferian Masonry”

There’s a sucker born every minute.

—David Hannum

Some hoaxes are so clever that they continue to fool people for years. The best hoaxes have the right combination of fact and fiction, and often exploit the sympathies, prejudices, or weaknesses of their intended victims. For over a hundred years, Freemasonry has been the victim of a hoax, or lie, which is often delivered as the main course in anti-Masonic sermons. No other lie has captured the imagination of anti-Masons quite like Léo Taxil’s hoax about Albert Pike (Figure 2-1) and Lucifer. It is an urban legend that gullible anti-Masons eagerly repeat without bothering to confirm sources. “Léo Taxil” was the pen name of Gabriel Antoine Jogand-Pagès (1854–1907), a French free thinker who was notorious for his irreligious and pornographic writings (Figure 2-2). In 1881, he published The Secret Loves of Pius IX and received the First Degree in Masonry. By 1882, he had worn out his welcome in his Lodge and was expelled without advancing beyond the 1°. Sometime after this, he concocted his grand scheme to embarrass the Roman Catholic Church and wreak a twisted vengeance on his former Masonic Brothers.

The plan was complicated and devious. In 1885, Taxil “converted” to Catholicism, convinced a Priest he was a murderer, and did penance in a monastery. Having confessed to murder, it was easy to convince the hierarchy he could reveal, as Pope Leo XIII put it, the “Satanic guidance of the sect.” Taxil began producing books that revealed the “secrets” of Freemasonry (Figure 2-3). Since he had only received the Entered Apprentice or First Degree, he soon had to plagiarize other exposés and eventually began inventing Masonic Rites and rituals to keep up with demand from his readers.

The culmination of his expanding hoax was the invention of “Palladism or Luciferian High-Masonry.” As Taxil put it:

[Palladism was] prettily fabricated by me from beginning to end. . . . We located the center of Palladism at Charleston in the United States, with the late General Albert Pike, Grand Master of the Scottish Rite in South Carolina, as Founder. . . . Through us, he became the first Luciferian Pope, supreme chief of all freemasons of the globe. . . .14

Taxil continued the fraud as long as he could. The fictitious and pure heroine Diana Vaughan, escapee from a Palladian Lodge, tried to evade the clutches of the equally imaginary but evil Sophie Walder, Grand Mistress of Palladism. Diana, he said, carried secret instructions from Albert Pike to the “23 Supreme Confederated Councils of the World,” telling them they could now reveal to their high-degree members that the “Masonic religion” is the worship of Lucifer. Readers loved the increasingly lurid details, but as the fabrication grew more complicated, it threatened to collapse under the weight of unsubstantiated details. Finally, on April 19, 1897, in the hall of the Geographic Society in Paris, Léo Taxil confessed all to a stunned audience, after which a riot nearly broke out. A transcription of his confession was published six days later in the Paris weekly Le Frondeur. (A bibliography of accounts of Taxil’s hoax about Freemasonry and Lucifer appears at the end of this chapter. A translation of Taxil’s full confession can be found in Appendix 1, The Confession of Léo Taxil.)
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Figure 2-1. Albert Pike (1809–1891), Grand Commander of the Supreme Council, 33°, SJ, 1859–1891, slandered by Léo Taxil as the author of the false “Luciferian Doctrine” of Freemasonry. Painting by Charles L. Elliott (1844). Museum of the Supreme Council, 33°, SJ.


THE CONTINUED USE OF TAXIL’S HOAX

Like a vampire in a bad horror movie, Taxil’s hoax keeps coming back from the grave. Once anti-Masons have convinced themselves that Freemasonry is the work of Satan, they are tempted by the enticing fruit of Taxil’s “Luciferian Conspiracy.” The quotation usually starts, “On July 14, 1889, Albert Pike, Sovereign Pontiff of Universal Freemasonry, addressed to the 23 Supreme Confederated Councils of the world the following instructions. . . .” If you hear those words, that is all you need to read to know the author has fallen prey to this infamous hoax.

The hoax is so well known that it has been explained time and time again for over a century. The New Catholic Encyclopedia, no supporter of Freemasonry, says this about Léo Taxil:

Taxil purported to reveal the existence of “Palladium,” the most secret Masonic order, which practiced devil-worship. He recounted the story of its high priestess Diana Vaughan; and ended by publishing the Memoires d’une ex-Palladiste after her conversion to Catholicism: When doubts began to spread, Taxil realized the time had come to end the deceit. In a conference in Paris (April 19, 1897), he cynically admitted his hoax, whose aim, he said, was to hold up Catholicism to derision.15

Dr. Robert A. Morey parts company with most of his fellow anti-Masons on the issue of there being a diabolical Masonic religion.

Of all the attacks against the Craft, none is so vicious as the charge that Masons are a secret cult of Devil worshipers or Satanists and that at some point in the higher degrees they must pass through a Luciferian initiation.16

It’s not entirely certain when the quotation concerning Pike was fabricated nor where it was first published. However, the author of this infamous passage was Léo Taxil. In this published confession Taxil admitted to creating the bogus quote:

We saw indeed some Masonic journals, such as La Renaissance Symbolique, swallow a dogmatic circular about Luciferian occultism, a circular dated July 14, 1889, written by myself in Paris, and which I disclosed as having been brought from Charleston to Europe by Miss Diana Vaughn on behalf of Albert Pike, its author.

We can trace modern appearances of this Luciferian hoax to Lady Queenborough, Edith Starr Miller, who wrote Occult Theocrasy in 1933. Her work is often excerpted and treated as gospel truth, usually without attribution. Such practices are known as plagiarism in other disciplines, but neither serious research nor intellectual integrity stand in the way of the headlong rush to slander Freemasonry.

Lady Queenborough found her quotation in the 1894 book by Abel Clarin de la Rive, La Femme et L’Enfant dans la Franc-Maçonnerie Universelle (Woman and Child in Universal Freemasonry). Mr. de la Rive, like Lady Queenborough, was duped by the hoax; they are guilty only of incompetent research and an eager willingness to believe the worst about Freemasonry.

After Taxil’s public confession, Abel Clarin de la Rive expressed his disgust and recanted his writings about Diana Vaughan in the April 1897 issue of Freemasonry Unmasked, a magazine devoted to the destruction of the Craft. As much as he hated Freemasonry, de la Rive at least had the integrity to admit Taxil’s hoax:

With frightening cynicism the miserable person we shall not name here [Taxil] declared before an assembly especially convened for him that for twelve years he had prepared and carried out to the end the most extraordinary and most sacrilegious of hoaxes. We have always been careful to publish special articles concerning Palladism and Diana Vaughan. We are now giving in this issue a complete list of these articles, which can now be considered as not having existed.17

Other anti-Masons, however, are not as principled as de la Rive. Former Masons in particular are guilty of a vile form of premeditated false witness. By repeating the quote, they are using their status as former Masons to impute a false accuracy to the quote—a practice they could have never encountered in their Masonic experiences. This infamous band includes ex-Masons William Schnoebelen,18 Jack Harris,19 and Harmon R. Taylor.20
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Figure 2-2. Léo Taxil (Gabriel Antoine Jogand-Pagès) (1854–1907), anti-Mason, anti-Catholic, and pornographer, who created an elaborate hoax falsely linking Freemasonry and devil worship, the purpose of which was to defame the fraternity and to embarrass the Catholic church. From Los Misterios de la Francmasonería (1887). Library of the Supreme Council, 33°, SJ.

[image: images]

Figure 2-3. Cover of Les Mysteres de la Frac-Maçonnerie. The cover is typical of the lurid illustrations used to attract readers to the scurrilous “revelation” of Masonic Lodge activities. Library of the Supreme Council, 33°, SJ.

Some authors using Taxil, like the Reverend Pat Robertson, simply quote Lady Queenborough’s translation without attribution, leaving his readers with no way to independently verify the facts. Others, like Dr. James Holly and Martin Short, have used the quotation accompanied by “weasel words” they hope will absolve them from responsibility for repeating lies. For example, this is how Dr. Holly tried to cover himself when he quoted Mr. de la Rive to defame the fraternity:

In the late nineteenth century many anti-Masonic books were written, purporting to be written by Masons. Some have argued that this is one such book. There is no conclusive evidence either way.21

Employing less ambiguous terms than Dr. Holly, Martin Short admitted there were problems with the bogus quote, but he too felt no compunction against using it to smear Freemasonry.


There are problems with this quotation: its meaning is not immediately clear and its authenticity is in doubt. It was first attributed to Pike in 1894 by a French authoress who detested Freemasonry, yet no original text seems to exist. Genuine or not, England’s Grand Lodge dismisses it by pointing out Pike must have been eighty at the time and “may have been dotty.”

Yet the quote sounds authentic. Its pyrotechnic language and bombastic poesy recalls Pike’s earlier writings, and the message is not so different from that of Morals and Dogma. If genuine, it indicates there is a Satanic—or Luciferian—strain in American Masonry. . . .22



Apparently, even the public confession of Taxil and the subsequent recantation by Mr. de la Rive do not seem conclusive enough for Dr. Holly, Mr. Short, and their ilk.23

Mr. Jack Chick showed some cleverness in his use of the bogus Albert Pike quote in the 1991 edition of his comic book, The Curse of Baphomet (Figure 2-4). Rather than plagiarizing Lady Queenborough, as have so many of his allies, he used a fictitious reference to a legitimate publication: “ ‘The Freemason’ (the organ of English Freemasonry), 19th January, 1935”!24 Although he has removed the nonexistent reference from current editions, the bogus quote remains. After all, Mr. Chick’s readers can and did confirm that the quote never appeared in The Freemason, but the lie was indeed published in de la Rive’s anti-Masonic book La Femme et l’Enfant dans la Franc-Maçonnerie Universelle.
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Figure 2-4. A fictitious reference to a legitimate Masonic publication demonstrates the zeal of anti-Masons in using the discredited Taxil fabrication. Following an exposure of this deception, the reference was changed but the bogus quote remains. From Jack T. Chick, The Curse of Baphomet.

Mr. C. Fred Kleinknecht, Grand Commander of the Scottish Rite, SJ, wrote to Rev. Pat Robertson on May 12, 1992. The Albert Pike quotation in Robertson’s The New World Order was exposed to him as a fraud, and Rev. Robertson was invited to read any of Albert Pike’s writings at the House of the Temple. Mr. Kleinknecht suggested that Rev. Robertson would better serve his readers if he removed the false quotation from any future editions of his book. In his closing paragraph, Mr. Kleinknecht said to Rev. Robertson, “If we must disagree, let us base our disagreement upon truth.”25 Rev. Robertson has never answered Mr. Kleinknecht.

Before commenting further on the hoax, the complete quotation from Mr. de la Rive, a modern translation, and its partial translation by Lady Queenborough, are presented in parallel columns for easy comparison.
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AN ANALYSIS OF THE TAXIL QUOTE

There are several problems with the quotation often used by anti-Masons, some obvious and some subtle. To start with, about 600,000 out of 1.7 million American Masons have the 32° in the Scottish Rite, including ministers, rabbis, bishops, and other devout worshipers of God.26 It is inconceivable that there would not be mass resignations and protests if these men were taught this disgusting “Luciferian doctrine.” Is it believable that the millions of Scottish Rite Masons during the last two centuries could be cowed into such total silence? Dr. Robert Morey, an opponent of Masonry, put it well, “Since most Masons in the United States are members of Christian churches and many clergymen belong to the Fraternity, the idea that they are all involved in some kind of devil cult is absurd.”27

Also, the quotation is riddled with internal inconsistencies:

• There is not now and never has been a position of “Sovereign Pontiff of Universal Freemasonry.”This office is Taxil’s invention and alone demonstrates the letter is a forgery.

• There is no “Confederation of Supreme Councils.” It, too, is Taxil’s invention.

• Neither Albert Pike, the Mother Supreme Council,28 nor any Grand Lodge ever recognized any lodges of adoption (Masonic lodges open to men and women).
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71t Lucifer were not God,
would Adonay (the God of
the Christians) whose deeds
prove his cruelty, perfidy, and
hatred of man, barbarism and
repulsion for science, would
Adonay and his priess,
calumniate him?

“Yes, Lucifer is God, and
unfortunately Adonay is also
God. For the ctcrnal law is
that there is no light without
shade, no beauty without
ugliness, no white without
black, for the absolute can
only exist as two Gods: dark-
ness being necessary to light
0 serve as its ol as the
pedestal is necessary to the
statue, and the brake to the
locomorive.

“In analogical and universal
dynamics one can only lean on
that which will resist. Thus the
universe is balanced by two
foices which maintain s
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"To the science of Faust,
the True Mason will join the
impassiveness of Job. He will
trample down superstition in
his heart. He will be without
indecision and without whims,
he will aceepe pleasure only
when he wants it and will
want it only when he must.”
“WE MOST EARNESTLY
RECOMMEND INCREASING
THE LODGES OF ADOPTION.
THEY ARE IN DISPENSABLE
FOR MAKING MASONS MASTERS
OF THEMSELVES.
The priest tries to subdue his
flesh by forcing himself to be
celibate. ... The true Mason,
on the contrary, reaches
perfection; which i to'say

"To the science of Faust, the
real Mason will join the
impassibility of Job, He will
eradicate superstition from his
heart and cultivate decisions
of character. He will accept
pleasure only when he wishes
it and will wish it only when
he should do so.

“We carnestly recommend
the creation of Lodges of
Adoption. They are indispens-
able to the formation of
Masons who are indeed
Masters of themselves.

The priest tries to subdue
his flesh by enforced celibacy
The real Mason, on the
contrary, reaches perfection,
that is:6o'say achieves self
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equilibrium: the force that
attracts and the one that repels.
These two forces exist in
physics, in philosophy and in
religion. And the scienific reali-
ty of the divine dualism is
proved by the phenomen of
polarity and by the universal
law of affinities and antipathics.
This is why the intelligent dis-
ciples of Zoroster, 3 well as,
after them, the Gnostics, the
Manicheans, and the Templars
have admiteed as the sole logical
and metaphysical conception
the system of the two divine
principles fighting one another
in all eternity, and one cannot
believe one inferior to the other
in power.”

Thus, the docrine of
Satanism is 3 heresy; and the
true and pure philosophical
religion is the belef in Lucer
equal to Adonai, but Lucifer,
God of Light and God of
Good, is fighting for humanity
against Adonai

God of Darkness and God
of Evil.

equilibrium: the force of
artraction and that of repul-
sion. These two forces exist in
physics, philosophy and reli-
gion. And the scientific reality
of the divine dualism is
demonstrated by the phenom-
ena of polarity and by the
universal law of sympathies
and antipathies. That is why
the intelligent disciples of
Zoroaster, as well as, after
them, the Gnostis, the
Manicheans and the Templars
have admitted, as the only log-
ical metaphysical concepion.
the system of the two divine
principles fighting cternally,
and one cannot believe the one
inferior in power to the other.

“Thus, the doctrine of
Satanism is 2 heresy; and the
truc and pure philosophi reli-
gion is the belief in Lucifer,
the equal of Adonay; but
Lucifer, God of Light and
God of Good, is struggling
for humanity against Adonay,
the God of Darkness and
Evil”
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«Ce que nous devons dire 4
a foule, c'est:—Nous adorons
an Dieu, mais cest le Dieu qu
Fon adore sans superstition.

« vous, Souverains Grands
Inspecteurs Généraux, Nous
disons, pour que vous le
répétiez aux Fréres des 32°,
31° et 30° degrési—La reli-
gion magonnique doit dire,
par nous tous, iniiés des hauts
grades, maintenuc dans la
pureté de la doctraine
Lucrréiee.»

“What we must say to the
crowd is:—We worship a God,
but it is the God that one wor-
ships without superstition.”

“To you, Sovereign Grand
Inspectors General, we say, so
that you can repeat it to the
Brethren of the 32nd, 31st
and 30th degrees:—The
Masonic religion must be, by
all of us initiates of the high
grades, maintained in the
purity of the Luctreria
doctrine!

pp. 220-21
The theological dogma of
Albere Pike is explained in the
“Instructions” issued by him,
on July 14, 1889, to the 23
Supreme Councils of the world
and have been recorded by A.
C. De La Rive in La Femme et
IEnfant dans la Franc-
Magonneric Universelle (page
588) from which book we
translate the quote as follows:
“That which we must say to
the crowd is:—We worship 2
God, but it is the God that one
adores without supersiton.

“To you, Sovercign Grand
Inspectors General, we say
this, that you may repeat it to
the Brethren of the 32nd, 31t
and 30th degrees—The
Masonic religion should be,
by all of us initiates of the
high degrees, maintained in
the purity of the Luciferian
doctrine.
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mme. Do il résulte que le
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«Evidemment il est pas de
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note secret dés son entrée
dans la Magonneric. Ce que
Nous vous demandons, cest
de Tobserver, avec le plus
grand soin pendant son
Apprentissage, dabord, e de
fure st de I Lege  Adprior,

il pnirers gand il s

pagron, VOTRE CRITERIUN,
VOTRE INSTRUMENT DE
CoNTROLE INFATLLIBLE

FASSIONS THAT LEAD THE HEART
AstRar, He alone can really
possess the volupuousness of
Tove, who vanquishes, by fre-
quent usage, the love of volup-
twousness. To be able, at will
©0 use and to abstain, is 2 two-
fold power. Woman enslaves
you by hee desires, we say (o
the adept; 50 use women often
and without passion; you will
thus become master of yor
desires, and you will enslave

men. From this it results
chat the true Mason will casily
resolve the problem of the
Soh®

“Evidently it s not
absolutely necessary that the
man whom you will ead o
the highest degrees has to be
immediately perfect and has o
understand our secret from his
entry into Masonry. What we
ask of you is first to observe
him with the utmost care dur-
ing his Apprenticeship, and
afterwards, in the Lodge of
Adoption, where he will enter
when he will become a Fellow
Crafs, o make him, vouR cui-
TERION, YOUR INSTRUMENT OF
A

mastery, by using his zeal in
e Lodge of Adopion i
submitting to

als. Commerce with
‘women, belonging to all
ehren, forms for him an
armor against those passions
which lead hearts astray.
He alone can really possess
voluptuousness. To be able,
at will, o use or to abstain,
is a twofold power. Woman
feters thee by thy desires,
we say to the adept, well
use women often and with-
out passion; thou wilt thus
become master of thy desires,
and thou wilt enchain woman.
From which it must perforce
el that the real Mason
will succeed in casily solving
the problem of the flsh.... "

“Itis evidently not
absolutely necessary chat the
man whom you are leading
towards the high grades be
immediately perfect and have
understood our sectet on his
entrance inco Masonry. That

we ask you s firs o
observe him wich the greatest
care during his apprenticeship

when he enters
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Companion to use that as
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Léo Taxil’s Fabricated Luciferian Quotation of Albert Pike

Abel Clarin de la Rive. La
Femme et LEnfant dans la
Franc-Magonnerie Universelle.
Paris & Lyon: Delhomme &
Briguet, Editcurs, 1894,

pp. 587-89

Le quatorziéme jour du
cinquiéme mois de I'an
000889 de Ia Vraic Lumiére
(Par conséquent e 14 juillet
1889, ére valgaire) Albert
Pike, Souverain-Grand-
Inspecteur Général, 33° et
dernier degré; Trés Puissant
Souverain Commandeur
Grand-Maitre du Supréme
Conseil de Charleston, premiier
Supréme Conseil du Globe;
Grand Maitre Conservateur du
Palladium sacré; Souverain
Pontife de la Franc-
Magonneric Universelle, en a
wente-uniéme [sic année de
son Pontificar, adressait aux

23 Suprémes Conseils
Confédérés du monde entier
ces diaboliques instructions
dont nous extrayons que les
nassanes velatil 4 14 Fermn

Abel Clarin de la Rive.
Woman and Child in
Universal Freemasonry. Paris
& Lyons: Delhomme &
Briguet, Publishers, 1894,

[translated by Exic Sercjski]

The fourteenth day of the
&fth month of the 889th year
of True Light (consequently
July 14, 1889, of the vulgar
era) Albert Pike, Sovereign
Grand Inspector General, 33td
and last degree; Most Puissant
Sovereign Commander Grand
Master of the Supreme Coun-
cil of Charleston, Premicr
Supreme Council of the
Globe; Grand Master
Preserver of the sacred
Palladium; As Sovereign
Pontiff of Universal
Freemasonty, in the thirty -
frst year of his Pontificate, he
addressed to the 23 Confed-
erated Supreme Councils of
the entire world these diabolic
instructions from which we
extract only the passages relat-
ed to Woman:

Lady Queenborough, Edith
Stare Miller, Occult
Theoerasy. 2 vols. 1933.
Reprint. Hawthorne, Calif
The Christian Book Club of
America, 1980.

p233

As regards the position of
women in Masonty, we think
that this cannot be betcer
explained than in the words of
Albert Pike himself. In La
Femme et 'Enfant dans la
Franc-Magonnerie Universelle
page 578 [sic], AC. De La
Rive states that on July 14,
1889, Albert Pike, Sovercign
Pontiff of Universal
Freemasonry, addressed to the
23 Supreme Confederated
Councils of the world the fol-
lowing instructions, which we
quote herewith in part
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Dans une autee partie de ses
Instructions, Albert Pike disait
encore:

«Clest avec le plus grand
soin quil et nécessaire de
choisi les adeptes. Dans beu-
coup dorients, on les prend
trop au hasard; aussi tardons-
nous 3 atteindre le but.

«Ne conférez la Maitrise
qu'au Compagnon qui se con-
nait lui-méme. Sur le fronton
des anciens temples érigés au
Dieu de la Lumiére, on lisait

In another part of his
Instructions, Alber Pike also
said:

“Itis with the greatest care
that it is necessary to choose
adepts. In many orients, they
are taken too much at random,
which explains the delay in
reaching the goal”

“Only make a Master of
the Fellow Craft who knows
himself. On the exterior of the
ancient temples built to the
God of Light, one reads this

‘One must not lose sight of
the face that Pike occupied
simultancously the positions
of Grand Master of the
Cenal Directory of
Washington, that of Grand
Commander of the Supreme
Council of Charleston and
that of Sovereign Pontiff of
Unisersal Freemasony.
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«L-Atelier de Fréres, qui ne
Jannexe pas une bge de Seurs,
cst un Atclicr incomplet,
destiné facalement 4 ne jamais
produire que des Magons,
dont la politique sera le
principal souci, qui se pré-
occuperont surtout des
intrigues pét

~ The Lodge of the Drethren
which does not annex a Lodge
of Sisters s an incomplete
Lodge inevitabiliy destined to
never produce anything but
Masons for whom politics will
be the main concern, who will
mostly be engaged with

d

 I'he Lodge of Drothers
‘which has failed to annex

2 Lodge of Sisters i incom-
plete and deseined inevicably
never to produce anything
but Brethren, with whom
politcs are the chief con-
cern, men who will be

with

qui sagiteront dans le vide,
qui avanceront tant de trois
pas pour reculer apris d'uane
en un mot, qui feront du
mauvais travail ec dont Ia polic
i e

intrigue P
will move about in empriness,
who will walk three steps for-
ward then three steps backward,
in one word, whose work will

ly preoccupi
incrigue and rivaley, whe
will do bad work and whose
politcs will be incoheren.”
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